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The CP Resolution 
On Soviet Jews

By H a rry  R ing

S TA LIN

The revelations o f crimes com m itted aga inst the Jew
ish people in the Soviet Union have had a m a jo r im pact 
on the members o f the Com m unist P a rty . W ith  the re
port of J. 'B. .Salsberg -on the cur-® 
re n t status of (Soviet Jewry, pub
lished in the February issue of 
Jewish (Life, the concern has 
grown deeper. This wide-spread 
troubled sentiment is given par
t ia l expression in the resolution 
on The Jewish Question in the 
USSR adopted by the recent 
state convention of the Commun
is t Party  in  New York.

The resolution critic izes the 
Soviet government fo r  fa ilin g  to 
ca rry  ou t its  pledge to restore 
Jewish cu ltu ra l and educational 
fac ilities  and presses fo r  a pub
lic  statement by the government 
spelling out i ts  a ttitude and in
tentions on the Jewish quesion.

RECORDS CRIMES
'In  an A p ril '8 editoria l, the 

D a ily  W orker hails the resolu
tion  as '“a milestone tin American 
Communist treatm ent on th is 
question.”  'Relative to past per
formance, the resolution is a step 
forward. ('A s im ila r resolution 
r.ever got to the floo r of the 
P a rty ’s recent national conven
tion.) Study oif the present res
olution, however, shows th a t a 
good deal more fra n k  and unam
biguous ta lk  lis required before 
the “ milestone”  th a t the mem
bership is looking fo r  is actually 
reached.

The resolution records the 
crimes committed against Soviet 
Jewry under iStalin, including 
the closing down of the Jewiish 
cu ltura l institu tions and the exe
cution of leading Jewish lite ra 
ry  figures. But i t  does not ana
lyze the verified reports, such 
as Salsberg’s, o f continuing anti- 
Jewish practices. Instead it ex
presses confidence tha t “ the So
vie t Party . . . w ill, in the proc
ess it has begun of examining 
the Jewish question and the Len
in is t solution to it ,  give expres
sion to the cu ltura l needs and de
sires of the Jewish people.”

We are fu rth e r inform ed by 
the resolution that, “ Heartening 
amidst the agony caused by the 
revelations of the 20th Congress 
was the fac t tha t the CP&U i t 
self had uncovered the errors 
and crimes, branded them as v i
olations of socialism, and re
solved to re turn  to the  Leninist 
policy on all questions, including 
the 'National question.”

The confidence thus expressed 
in Khrushchev and Co. is certa in
ly  not heartening. A fte r  all, i t  
was no special tr ic k  fo r  K h ru 
shchev to “ uncover”  the crimes 
he recited at the 2Glh Congress 
considering th a t he knew o f 
them as an accomplice in S ta lin ’s 
bloody misdeeds. Furthermore, 
there is no t a shred of evidence 
to substantiate the claim tha t 
the Jewish question is now being 
examined w ith  a view to a “ Len
in is t solution.”

S ILE N T  ON JEWS
One of the most d isquieting 

features o f the 20th Congress 
was precisely the (fact tha t while 
Khrushchev catalogued many 
ether v ile  crimes, he deliberate
ly  om itted any mention of the 
crimes committed against the 
Jews. Most revealing on this 
count was bis detailed discussion 
o f the infamous “ Doctors’ case,”  
in  which he managed to avoid 
any reference to the anti-Semitic 
character o f (that pa rticu la r 
frame-up.

The revelations about the So
viet Jews did not come from  the 
Soviet governm ent— either be
fore, during, or a fte r the 20th  
Congress. They were made, on 
A p r il 4. by the Warsaw Jewish- 
language paper, Folksstimme.
Since then there has been, to  our 
knowledge, but one public re fe r
ence to the Folksstimme expo
sure by a high Soviet o ffic ia l.

In  her notorious interview

CP MEMBERS EXCHANGE OPINIONS
( In  our issue of March 11 we published a, le tte r from  “ Argus,”  

a member o f the Communist. Party . W hile expressing agreement 
w ith  the criticism s of the CP program made by the M ilitan t, the 
le tte r took issue w ith certain aspects o f the analysis of the CP 
national convention contained in  the reports on the convention by 
H arry  Ring. A t the time of publication of the “ A rgus”  le tte r we 
invited fu rthe r comment from  our readers. The letters below were 
received shortly afterward. We regret that problems of space 
caused delay in the ir publication. —  Ed.)
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w ith  Tabitha Petran o f the Na
tional Guardian, Ekaterina F u rt- 
seva, a leading Moscow function
al y, declared th a t she was posi
tive tha t i f  the Folksstim me rev
elations were true, “ we would 
have published them.”  Mrs. F u rt- 
seva also “ denied emphatically 
Ural there ever has been any sup- 
lession o f Jewish culture or re-! 
pression of the Jewish people.”, 
(Guardian, June 25, 1956.)

But the incontestable (fact is 
tha t discrim ination against Jew® 
was and s til l is being practiced. 
Both Furtseva and Khrushchev 
have conceded and attempted to 
ju s t ify  the use of restric tive  
quotas on Jews in government 
office. Passports and personal 
papers are s til l stamped “ Jew.”  
I t  (is precisely such practices tha t 
have compelled J. B. Salsberg to 
brand present ¡Soviet treatm ent 
of Jewish citizens as “ in com
plete contradiction w ith  the 
elementary concepts of socialist 
equality.”

W H ITEW A SH  JOB
However, the convention res

olution assures us, the present 
course is one of “ steadily cor
recting the errors of the S ta lin is t 
period,”  and th is  offers “ basic 
guarantees”  of a re tu rn  to the 
Leninist position on the Jewish 
question.

I f  these indeed were simply 
“ errors”  and they were in fact 
being “ steadily corrected”  then 
a be tte r a ttitude on the Jewish 
question m igh t be hoped fo r. But 
i t  is nothing less than w h ite 
wash to characterize as “ errors”  
the (actions o f the K rem lin 
against the Soviet Jews and the 
entire iSoviet people. The most 
fundamental of M arx is t princi- 
p’cs were scrapped and betrayed. 
The d e e d s  committed were 
ciimes, not e rro rs — and on the 
Jewish question, Khrushchev' and 
Company have even refused to 
adm it the ir crimes.

But most decisive is the fact 
tha t Moscow has already re
versed the course i t  charted at 
the 20th Congress. That congress 
signified a decision by the K rem 
lin  rulers to grant concessions 
to cope w ith the growing pres
sure o f the Soviet people fo r a 
new deal. But since the upsurge 
of the Polish w orking class and 
the revolutionary uprising in 
Hungary, the K rem lin  has been 
backtracking. Its  present a t t i
tude was perhaps most shameful
ly  expressed in Khrushchev’s re
cent boast: “ I  am a S ta lin is t!”

This reactionary tu rn  is de
cisive fo r  the Soviet people in  
general and the Jewish people in 
particu lar. Salsberg correctly re 
lates the two problems when he 
observes tha t “ the rise and fa ll 
o f Jewish cu ltura l and communal 
life  coincides w ith  the rise and 
fa ll o f democracy in  the . . . 
USSR.”

(Right now the graph is swing
ing sharply downward. This fact 
must be b lu n tly  stated i f  effec
tive  aid is to (be given to the 
struggle fo r  the revival of Len
in is t democracy in  the USSR.

Real Leaders 
Are in the Ranks
Editor, The M ilita n t:

L ike  Comrade Argus T am a 
member o f the Communist P a rty  
and have been fo r many years 
and like  him (I am deeply con
cerned w ith  the fu tu re  of tha t 
organization. But I  do not agree 
w ith  his critic ism  o f H arry  
’R ing’s artic les on the OP con
vention.

In  the f i r s t  place, I  th in k  i t  is 
p a rticu la rly  im portant fo r  those 
o f us who have been in the CP 
fo i any length o f time to be es
pecially w atchfu l fo r  remnants 
o f the superficia l type o f th in k 
ing which was so encouraged in 
the CP and in  fac t was the only 
type o f th ink ing  allowed by it.
I  constantly catch m yself re 
lapsing in to  the old habits which 
are not easily thrown o ff a fte r 
tw enty years.

INCONSISTENCY
I  cannot reconcile the charac

te rization of Foster as “ the le ft 
leg”  o f the same body “ nourished 
by the social-democratic policy 
expressed in the d ra ft resolu
tion ”  w ith  the disappointment ex
pressed (by Comrade A rgus tha t 
Foster did not “ organize and 
lead a oounter-struggle to the 
m igh ty  wave of revisionism and 
liquidation spearheaded by the 
D a ily  W orker s ta ff and the New 
Y ork State party  and its allies 
in  the N ational Committee.”

■It is precisely (because Foster 
ard Gates represent the same 
class - collaborationist tendency 
th a t ¡Foster was incapable of o r
ganizing a strugg le  against 
Gates, And i f  Comrade Argus is 
correct in his im plication tha t 
the real m ilitan ts among the con
vention delegates relied on Fos
te r and Weinstone to lead the 
f ig h t against the rev is ion ist 
forces o f Gates, then, un fo rtu 
nately, the m ilitan ts  beheaded 
themselves in advance.

We must realize tha t the en
tire  leadership of the CP in spite 
o f any demagogic references . to 
Marxism-Leninism is  completely 
corrupted w ith  ideas of maneu
vering w ith  sections of the cap
ita lis t class, as witness the ir com
plete agreement op “ the an ti
monopoly coalition,”  “ peaceful 
coexistence”  and the like. And 
we must stop looking fo r  “ lead'

ers”  among the leadership of the 
CP and accept the idea th a t those 
of us among the rank and file  
who are class-conscious m ili
tants are now the real leaders of 
the CP, although we do not hold 
form al position as such.

I f  Comrade A rgus feels that, 
had Foster prevailed a t the con
vention, he would not have im 
mediately proceeded w ith  a ll of 
the bureaucratic means so well 
known to the OP to completely 
suppress any opposition to the 
line as la id  down in Moscow, 
then Comrade A rgus must be 
ta lk ing  about a d iffe ren t /Foster 
than the one I  know.

A BETTER OUTCOME
To assume th a t Foster’s crack

down, had he been victorious, 
would have been directed solely 
a t the Gates faction and would

class struggle 'are united in our 
desire to build  a powerful, Marx- 
ist-Lenintist organization tin the 
U nited States. And I th ink  we 
Would all agree tha t the most 
immediate job in th is  direction is 
to re-educate the true m ilitan ts 
in and around the Communist 
P a rty  who have been misled fo r 
so many years. Is  there any ques
tion tha t the atmosphere is more 
favorable fo r  doing this than i t  
would have been .had Foster won 
control? I th ink  not.

Comradely, 
Phoenix
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FOSTER

not have been applied equally to 
the advocates of class struggle 
w ith in  the CP is to ignore the 
entire .history of (Stalinism and 
its  continuing role w ith in  the 
Ccmmunist P arty  of the .Soviet 
Union. I  am of the opinion tha t 
H a rry  R ing and the SWP are 
perfectly correct (in the ir positive 
evaluation of the fa c t tha t the 
convention provided fo r  contin
uing discussions w ith in  the CP 
and allowed much more latitude 
towards partic ipation in forums 
etc., w ith  other le ft groups.

Because, lin the  last analysis 
w hat are we a fte r?  I am sure 
th a t H a rry  Ring, the SWP, Com
rade Argus and all other mem
bers of the OP who accept M a rx 
ism-Leninism and a policy of

Experience 
In Northwest
Dear Comrade Argus,

I  am w rit in g  through the 
generously offered discussion 
columns o f the M ilita n t, to ex
press my complete agreement 
w ith  the direction of your poli
tica l orientation. I  was very in 
terested in your personal ex
periences and h is to ry in  the 
Communist P arty  and concluded 
th a t you, like  myself, a long
tim e “ m ilita n t”  in the Party, are 
m aking a fundamental re- 
evaluation since the events fo l
low ing the 20th Congress of the 
Communist P arty  o f the Soviet 
Union.

In  a carefu l etudy o f your 
le tte r, and o f the articles by 
H a rry  R ing which you re fe r to, 
I  find  th a t I  cannot agree w ith  
your main contention, however 
much I  agree w ith  your main 
conclusion and p o lit ica l direction.

.1 cannot accept your conten
tion  th a t there was no Foster 
faction. I  believe th is  conten
tion  is refuted by the whole 
h is to ry of Foster’s control of 
the Party, by w hat I  have ob
served of the tw ists, turns, and 
then consolidation o f the bur
eaucratic apparatus into the 
Foster 'camp here in the N orth 
west and by the factual m aterial 
in your own le tte r as well.

FOSTER’S GAME
Down through the years, 

Foster’s control of the P arty has 
been based on his manipulation 
and exploitation o f the P arty 
activists (the “ m ilitan ts ”  des
cribed in your le tte r.) This 
manipulation was accompanied 
by an adroitness in “ necessary”  
revisions o f Marxist-Leninist, 
“ theory,”  and an excellent sense' 
of tim ing .

This a b ility  of Foster’s 
enabled him to hold the leader
ship o f activists while a t the 
same time underm ining the 
m ilitancy of revolutionary so
cialism and the class struggle.

A n  excellent ease in po in t is 
your own reference to the fact 
th a t the “ anti-Gates”  m ilitan ts 
looked to, and hoped fo r  a f ig h t 
by Foster on the issues of the 
Party, Marxism-Leninism and 
democratic centralism. (A t the 
very same time Foster was 
boasting in Political A ffa irs  
tha t he had authored “ peaceful 
co-existence”  and the “ peaceful 
road to socialism”  back in 1941.)

L e t me tu rn  to our experience 
here in the .Pacific Northwest. 
In  contrast to what you inform  
us happened in  New York, there 
has not emerged here a clear- 
cut Gates’ (faction. Yet the main 
Gates’ views on such issues as 
the pro - Democratic p a r t y  
orientation, dissolution of in 
dustria l sections and branches 
and the most social-demoqratic 
version o f the “ parliam entary 
road to socialism,”  were not only 
being accepted by the P arty  ap
paratus here, but were being 
carried out in  practice even p rio r 
to the discussion! In  other 
words, the Fosterites, in  control 
o f the organizational apparatus 
here, were ca rry ing  out a Gates- 
ite  vérsion of tiie  pre-conven
tion d ra ft resolution even be
fore  copies of i t  were in  the 
hands of the ranks o f the party.

AN  E A R LY  DISCUSSION
B u t how could the Fosterites 

be carry ing  out a line whose 
authors they were castigating 
so sharply? There are two main 
reasons fo r  th is. F irs t, p rio r to 
the Khrushchev revelations, the 
Gates faction had gained the 
in itia tive  through the national 
discussion on bureaucracy. (True, 
th is discussion was lim ited 
s tr ic tly  to the Confines o f the 
“ organization^’ question w ithou t 
any examination o f its  social 
and po litica l roots.)

Then Came the Khrushchev 
report, which greatly  disturbed 
and demoralized the Fosterites. 
Their god — Stalin —  had not 
only been tarred w ith  the brush 
of bureaucracy, bu t also called 
a murderer! A re trea t was in 
order. B u t to where? To the 
le ft?  No! —  The Fosterites can 
never re trea t to the le ft. Even 
in the m idst o f the sharpest 
blasts from  Gates, Weiss and 
Dennis, Foster would end by 
saying tha t “ left-sectarianism is 
s ti l l  the greatest danger.”

Here lies the answer to the 
question you pose regarding the 
disappointment o f the anti-Gates 
forces a t Foster’s fa ilu re  to put 
up a f ig h t on program. Why 
didn’t  Foster fig h t?  N o t be
cause he didn’t  have a faction. 
Ile re  in Washington, true 
enough, the most vocal o f the 
Fosterites ins is t there is no 
Foster faction. This is a neces-

ary pa rt o f the legend of the 
faction. No faction struggles 
are allowed in the p a rty  —  
therefore \?e are not a faction. 
Because o f th is, many who are 
unaware o f ’ the maneuvers and 
closed sessions of the tig h tly - 
k n it bureaucratic cliques rea lly  
believe the claim th a t a faction 
doesn’t exist.

TH E  GREATER DANGER
These are large ly the mem

bers whom you re fer to as the 
ones who “ do not ye t realize he 
(Foster) and.Gates are only the 
le ft and r ig h t legs o f the same 
body nourished by the social- 
devnecratie policy expressed in 
the d ra ft resolution.”  B u t i f  
they did realize they would be 
both anti-Foster and anti-Gates. 
More! They would have Carried 
the f ig h t on the convention
flo o r against both Foster and 
Gates, but especially against 
Foster. W hy? Because Foster
and his group are the main 
danger. Ip  my opinion, Comrade 
Ring correctly analyzed the 
main danger.

A ctua lly , both the “ le ft and 
r ig h t leg o f the social-democratic 
body”  are, and have been, 
nourished by Foster and the 
Foster faction, and beyond them, 
by Stalin and the bureaucratic 
regime in the Soviet Union. 
Foster maintains the form s, the 
term inology, the shape of the 
organizational structure, the
historical pictures; b u t a ll o f 
them purged of the ir essence, 
“ revised”  and imposed by edict.

The program of Gates is the 
same as th a t o f Foster. The 
Gates faction is merely out- 
Fostering Foster. B ut the m ili
tants in the P arty w ill no t fo llow  
Gates because he is clearly d riv 
ing  towards class collaboration. 
There is, however, no guarantee 
tha t these same m ilitan ts  w ill 
net fa l l  back into the arms of 
Foster, dismayed as they were 
th a t he would rio t “ f ig h t.”  They 
have done i t  before. ( I  m igh t 
po in t out tha t I  have, too.)

Again, Comrade Argus, I 
w ant to  convey my whole
hearted, comradely appreciation 
fo r  the opportunity to exchange 
my views and experiences w ith  
yóu. As you have noted, my ap
preciation is coupled w ith  a 
readiness fo r  a comradely ex
change o f differences. A long 
w ith  you, I  thank the M ilita n t 
fo r  opening its  pages to us and 
a ll who live and ‘ struggle fo r 
the socialist cause. May the dis
cussion and strugg le  become 
world-wide in  the coming 
months.

Comradely yours,
A  Northwest Communist

Dunne Gives 
SWP Views 
At Chi. Meet

By J. T rav is
Chicago, A p ril 7— Deep in te r

est in the prospects fo r socialist, 
regroupment was apparent at a 
meeting sponsored th is afternoon 
by the Washington Park Forum 
:ti the meeting hall o f the So
cia list Workers Party. Some 80 
•people representing a cross-sec
tion  o f radical opinion, heard V. 
R. Dunne present the views o f 
the SWP on the need' fo r  a re
alignm ent of revolutionary so
c ia lis t forces. Claude L igb tfoo t, 
Chairman o f the Illinoi.s-Indiana 
D is tr ic t of the Communist Par
ty, who was scheduled to share 
the p la tfo rm  w ith  Dunne, was 
unalble to attend.

In  his presentation, Dunne dis
cussed the  program m atic views 
contained in the statement of the 
National Committee o f the SWP 
which is published in pamphlet 
fo rm  under the tit le : "Regroup- 
ment — A  Program matic Basis 
fo r Socialist U n ity .”  E laborat
ing on the points in  the state
ment, Dunne emphasized th a t the 
SWP welcomed a discussion of 
other views on the problem. He 
also stressed the need fo r  united- 
fro n t ac tiv ity  on c iv il liberties 
and c iv il r igh ts  while the re- 
igroupment discussion is contin
ued and expanded.

ADDS POINT
¡H itting  a t the anti-labor a t 

tack spearheaded by the McClel
lan (Senate investigating com m it
tee, Dunne proposed tha t the 
means fo r combatting the drive 
against the unions should also be 
included in the current discus- 
■sions.

Leaders of the Washington 
Park Forum expressed g ra tifica 
tion a t the present exchange of 
v :ews between the various rad i
cal tendencies. John Ham ilton 
chairman of the Forum, said tha t 
i t  was the continuing goal o f the 
•group to organize a discussion 
•between the CP and the SWP and 
tha t they were already pro ject
ing another meeting to ibe held 
at any hall satisfactory to L ig h t- 
foo l or any other spokesman fo l’ 
the Communist Party.

The Washington Park Forum 
is one of the few free-speech 
forums to weather the w itch 
hunt. Founded in 1929 it  is well 
known in Chicago fo r its  role in 
helping to preserve free speech. 
D uring the w in ter months, the 
forum meets every Sunday a fte r
noon from 3:00 to 6:00 P.M. at 
306 East 43rd iStreet. In the sum
mertime, it  moves outdoors to 
Washington Park.

The Hungarian Workers Councils
(The fo llow ing  is an excerpt 

from  Peter F rye r’s pamphlet 
"H ungary  and the Communist 
P a rty : An Appeal Against E x
pulsion.”  F rye r was the Lon
don D a ily  W orker’s special cor
respondent in (Hungary during 
the revolution last fa ll. H is sym
pathy fo r  the uprising led to his 
expulsion from  the OP. —  Ed.)

. . . .  The network o f [w o rk
ers’ ] councils which sprang up 
everywhere in Hungary during 
the uprising may be accounted 
the biggest single gain o f the 
whole revolution, and i t  seems 
at the moment at least possible 
th a t th is gain w ill be a perma
nent one. Even w ithout th e ir be
ing able legally to  co-ordinate 
the ir activ ities at regional and 
national level, these councils are 
a powerful instrum ent in  the 
hands o f the workers. In  both 
th e ir orig in and th e ir manner of 
function ing they are a s trik ing  
new example o f the way the 
masses of the people spontane
ously th row  up the ir own organs 
of struggle and of self-govern
ment in the course o f every gen
uine popular ris ing.

CHAM PIO N
W ORKERS’ INTERESTS

I f  these councils, elected by the 
free (and in  most places secret) 
vote of miners and factory-w ork- 
ers, have Ibeen slandered as un
der the influence of "counter
revolutionary elements/’ “ ad
venturers, fascists and the sworn 
enemies of the people,”  th is is 
f i r s t  o f a l l ’ because they refuse 
to act as an instrum ent of the 
Kadar government in  deceiving 
and oppressing the people, pre
fe rrin g  to do the job fo r  which 
they were elected— championing 
the interests o f those who elected' 
them— as well as tit can ¡be done' 
under the d iff ic u lt conditions o f 
m ilita ry  repression th a t some-' 
times extends to armed occupa
tion of the very factories.

•Secondly, the workers’ council's 
provided the basis, i f  only in. 
embryo, fo r  a woikable revolu
tionary a lternative to the Soviet-. 
imposed Kadar regime; as Kadar 
h im self pu t it ,  they came in to  
collision w ith  the organs of; 
state, pow er; so they had to be 
suppressed and slandered. But 
the councils themselves proved

the ir class 'basis, the ir sense o f 
responsibility and the ir confi
dence in the ir own strength when 
they organized the d istribution 
o f food and medical supplies and 
tne maintenance o f public order 
— and did so superbly— between 
October 23 and November 4.

A p a rt from  this proof, the best 
comment on the claim tha t coun
ter-revolutionaries have "wormed 
the ir way”  into the leadership of 
these councils was the recent 
statement of Gomulka: "The
w qrking class could not he the 
leading and most progressive 
section of the nation i f  reaction
ary forces were able to find  sup
port in  its ranks. Agents provo
cateurs or 'reactionaries have 
never been the inspiration of the 
w orking class; they are not and 
they never w ill be.”

A  Yugoslav rad io  commenta
to r said quite correctly  tha t 
these councils, which “ enjoyed 
greiat popu la rity  and support 
among the workers.”  were “ the 
only real Socialist force on which 
Kadar’s government could have 
relied, ye t from  the beginning i t  
has refused to recognize the ir 
importance. W hat social force 
can (make possible the strength
ening of workers’ and peasants’ 
au thority  i f  sentence of death is 
passed on organizations spon
taneously aris ing out o f the 
needs of the w orking class ? So
c ia lis t [democracy in  Hungary has 
sustained a severe 'blow.”

E Q U IV A LE N T  OF SOVIETS
Organisations of th is kind 

were called “ Soviets”  in Russia 
in 1995 and 1917 and “ Councils 
o f Action”  in B rita in  in 1920 and 
1926. As early as November 19C5 
Lenin saw the significance and 
potentia lities of the Sovieis of 
W orkers’ Deputies when be 
w rote: “ I  believe tha t the So
v iet should as soon as possible 
proclaim itse lf the provisional 
revolutionary government o f a ll 
Russia,”  even though there were 
not only Social-Democrats in the 
Soviets.

In the f i r s t  o f his Letters from 
A fa r, w ritten  ten days a fte r the 
outbreak of the revolution of 
February 1917, he declared: "The 
Soviet of W orkers’ and Soldiers’ 
Deputies is a workers’ govern
ment in  embryo.”  The Bolshevik

P arty  ' pu t fo rw ard  the famous 
slogan “ A ll  power to the So
viets” ; i t  is true tha t th is slogan 
was la te r tem porarily  w ith 
drawn, not because the Social- 
Revolutionaries and Mensheviks 
controlled the Soviets— this is a 
Vulgarization of the change of 
tactics—-hut because they had be
trayed the revolution by sanc
tion ing  the disarm ing o f the 
workers and of the revolution
ary regiments, thus tu rn ing  the 
Soviets into organs, not of rev
o lu tionary struggle, hut o f com
promise w ith  the bourgeoisie.

Two months la te r Lenin was 
suggesting a re turn  to the de
mand of all power to the Soviets.

since the a ttem pt of the .'Social 
Revolutionaries and Mensheviks 
" to  tu rn  the Soviets . . . into 
useless ta lk ing  shops”  had failed 
and “  ‘the fresh breeze’ o f the 
K orn ilov a ffa ir  . . .  was s u ff i
cient to  dispel fo r  ,a tim e all that 
was musty in the Soviet.”

Lenin added: "L e t a ll people of 
l it t le  fa ith  learn from  th is  his
to ric  example. . . . Do not Ibe; 
a fra id  of the in itia tive  and inde
pendence o f the masses; entrust 
yourselves to revolutionary or
ganizations o f the masses— and 
you w ill see in all realms of 
State life  the same strength, 
majesty and in v in c ib ility  of the 
workers and' peasants as they

Socialism Defiled
An Editorial

On A p r il 15, the press fea tured a photograph o f th ree  
young H ungarian  revo lu tion is ts  as they were being 
sentenced to  death fo r  allegedly k ill in g  secret policemen 
d u rin g  the revo lu tion . The young woman and the  tw o 
young men thus jo in  a g row ing  lis t  o f v ic tim s  o f the  
counter-revo lu tionary  te r ro r  unleashed by the K adar 
regime.

This regime has carried out wholesale im prisonm ent 
and to rtu re  o f in te llectua ls and leaders o f the revolu
tio n a ry  w orkers’ councils in  the m anner o f the  old S ta lin 
is t gang, whose b ru ta l ru le  served to  spark the October 
up ris ing  in  H ungary.

The mediums o f cap ita lis t propaganda have been 
quick to seize upon these reactionary moves o f the cu rren t 
K rem lin  puppets to fu r th e r  besmirch the socialist cause. 
The princip les o f revo lu tiona ry in te rna tiona lism  demand 
th a t a ll socialists energetica lly defend the v ic tim s  o f the 
Kadar te rro r. The cap ita lis t propaganda campaign cannot 
be e ffec tive ly  countered by p re tend ing the facts  do not 
exist. I t  is necessary to denounce K adar’s crimes before 
the world  w o rk ing  class.

The ed ito ria l silence o f the D a ily  W orke r on these 
developments is a sham eful betraya l o f the  H ungarian 
w ork ing  people and o f the princip les o f socialism. Since 
the 20th Congress o f the Com m unist P a rty  o f the  Soviet 
Union and the revelations made there, the D a ily  W orker 
has several tim es pledged th a t i t  w il l no longer rem ain 
s ilen t in  the face o f in ju s tice  —  no m a tte r where i t  is 
com m itted. I t  fu r th e r  pledged to  oppose the death ..penalty 
everywhere. We believe the present H ungarian execu
tions call fo r  a redem ption o f these pledges. The D a ily  
W orke r should speak out.

displayed in th e ir u n ity  and 
ardour against the K orn ilov a f
fa ir . Lack of fa ith  in the masses, 
fe a r of the ir in itia tive , fe a r of 
the ir independence, trepidation 
before the ir revolutionary en
ergy instead of thorough and un
stinted support o f i t— th is  is 
where the iS-R’s and Menshevik 
leaders have sinned most,”

This is precisely where Ka
dar’s government has sinned 
ynost— though, to do i t  justice, i t  
is ha rd ly  in a position to disobey 
the orders of its  Soviet masters. 
And this tis precisely where the 
leaders of the B ritish  Commun
is t Party, u nw illing  or unable to 
fo rm  an independent judgment of 
events in Hungary, has sinned. 
Far from addressing themselves, 
as Lenin would have done, to  a 
sludy o f the Hungarian workers’ 
councils, what they really are 
and how they rea lly  work, the 
B ritis fi S ta lin ists have betrayed 
the ir u tte r lack o f fa ith  in the 
creative in itia tive  and revolu
tionary  energy o f the ordinary 
people by hastening to repeat the 
feeble denunciations by the So
viet-controlled press and radio in 
Budapest. I t  - is no accident that 
the Executive Committee’s state
ment o f December 15-16. though 
i t  purports to be an analysis of 
the events in Hungary, makes 
only one passing mention of 
workers’ councils.

The tenacity, resilience and 
audacity of these councils com
pel admiration. Before the out
law ing of the central workers’ 
council o f Budapest, i t  faced an 
attem pt .by 'Soviet tanks and So
v ie t troops to break up its meet
ing at the National iStadium on 
November 21. .At this stage the 
council was demanding the rec
ognition o f itse lf as a negotiat
ing body representing the w ork
ers, the release of prisoners, the 
restoration of Nagy as Prime 
M in is te r and the w ithdrawal of 
Soviet troops. These demands, 
three out o f fo u r clearly and 
openly political, showed the de
term ination of th is .body to " in 
te rfe re ”  in po litica l a ffa irs  as 
long as i t  was able.

A few days la te r the council 
advanced the fu rth e r demands 
tha t i t  be allowed to meet Nagy, 
tha t a w orker’s m ilitia  be set up 
aud tha t the workers be allowed

to publish the ir own newspaper. 
These demands led to the arrest 
of several hundred members o f 
the workers’ councils in the f irs t  
week of December; they were de
scribed as “ spies and agents o f 
capita lism .”  I t  seems th a t the 
councils had been prepared fo r  
t liis  and had elected a “ reserve 
leadership.”  On December 6 some 
factories were surrounded iby So
v ie t .troops and Kadar m ilitia . 
I f  one of the objects of the Ka- 
(iar regime was to test to what 
extent the council's had the sup
po rt of the workers, i t  very soon- 
found out. Five days la te r the 
Hungarian pro le ta ria t staged' an 
immense and instructive review 
o f its  forces: the historic po litica l 
general s tr ike  of December 11- 
13.

I I  was a strike  “ the like o f 
which has never before been seen 
in the history of the workers’ 
movement,”  as even the Com
munist P arty  newspaper was 
forced to admit. I t  proved con
clusively tha t the workers of 
Hungary had not a shred of con
fidence in a "Revolutionary 
W orkers’ and Peasants’ Govern
ment,”  but were wholeheartedly 
behind the ir own elected lead
ers. . . .

I t  is a strange kind of “ W ork
ers’ and Peasants’ Government”  
whose answer to a general s trike  
is m artia l Jaw and the use of 
fore ign troops. I t  tig a monstrous 
kind of "Socialism”  which a r
rests w orkers’ delegates. But a 
government of any k ind which 
forces men to work while the ir 
fac tory  is transform ed into an 
armed camp and then makes 
s tr ik in g  punishable by death has 
confessed its fin a l and irrevoca
ble bankruptcy. Yet th is is the 
government which the leaders of 
the B ritish  Communist P arty  
'find i t  possible to advise the 
B ritish  workers to support. 
There is l it t le  likelihood of the 
B ritish  workers’ fo llow ing th is 
advice. For years we have quite 
r ig h tly  poured scorn on the Tory 
idea tha t strikes are caused by 
“ fore ign ag ita tors”  or “ subver
sive. elements”  tha t “ in filt ra te ”  
in to the workers’ organizations. 
The attem pt to smear the move
ment o f the Hungarian workers 
as due to these causes is ju s t as 
stupid and unfounded.


