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Foster’s Pretension 
To Leninism

-------------------  By Harry Ring --------------------
The development of thp struggle within the Commu

nist Party has served to make clear the political character 
of that faction in the Party leadership led by Daily Work
er editor John Gates. Their desire to dissolve the Com
munist Party into an amorphous league and to abandon 
any pretense of a class struggle program demohstrates the 
extent to which they have buckled under the pressure of 
U.S. imperialism.

Reacting against the liquidationist aims of the Gates 
group, a number of militant workers in the CP have turned 
for leadership to Party Chairman William Z. Foster who 
presents himself in the fight as the champion of a Marx- 
ist-Leninist, class struggle program.

But where does Foster differ fundamentally with 
Gates on program? Like Gates, Foster is 100% in favor 
of supporting the Democratic party. And all of his “left” 
phrases about an “eventual” farmer-labor party cannot 
erase the fact that supporting the Democratic parly, a 
Big Business party, constitutes not class struggle but class 
collaboration. With his support to a capitalist party, Fos
ter is not defending the class line. He is crossing it.

Foster’s pro-Democratic Party line does not flow 
merely from alleged “ tactical” considerations. I t  derives 
from a basic class-collaborationist perspective. As recent
ly as October 1955, Foster wrote in Political A ffa irs that 
he anticipates the development of a peace movement! 
“ which will embrace not only workers and other democra-' 
tic elements, but also, important sections of the bourgeoisie 
and even of monopoly capital itself.”  I f  this perspective 
js the basis for a class-struggle program then Sam Gom- 
pers was a super-Bolshevik.

Supporters of Foster have correctly scored the Gates 
tendency for its efforts to adapt to American capitalist 
public opinion. But does Foster and those in the leadership 
associated with him offer the alternative of genuine pro
letarian internationalism? The attitude of the leading 
Fosterites toward the Hungarian and Polish events demon
strates that their conception of internationalism boils 
down to a virulent, Stalinist-type defense of the Kremlin 
bureaucracy.
STAND ON HUNGARY

A t a recent Jefferson School symposium on the CP 
Draft Resolution, Abraham Unger presented the Foster 
viewpoint. Discussing the use of Soviet troops to crush 
the uprising of the Hungarian workers, Unger proclaimed 
that the only mistake made by the Kremlin was that it  
did not send the troops in soon enough.

What a graphic picture of Foster’s “class-struggle” 
line this presents. In the U.S. “important sections of the 
bourgeoisie and even of monopoly capital itself’ are re
garded as a force for peace and progress. But the revolu
tionary Hungarian proletariat which is waging a struggle 
for national liberation and workers’ democracy are “Hor- 
thy-lovers” to be shot down by Kremlin tanks.

This same grotesque caricature of “ Leninist interna
tionalism” is exhibited in a letter by Unger to the Oct. 
29 Daily Worker condemning the Gomulka regime in Po
land. The fact that the pressure of the workers forced 
Gomulka to demand and get a small measure of independ
ence from Kremlin dictation is branded by Unger as a 
“ setback to socialism.”

Unger very generously concedes that “ socialist colla
boration (with the Soviet Union) placed severe burdens 
on the Polish leaders.” And with true bureaucratic arro
gance, he adds, “ They were called upon to f il l quota tasks 
in which they failed.” The fact that these “ leaders”  were 
handpicked Kremlin agents is ignored by Unger who also 
supported them until they failed to keep the Polish work
ers in line.

Ignored also by Unger is the fact that the quotas 
were onerous ones, arbitrarily established by Kremlin 
ukase. And completely ignored is the fact that these quotas 
pumped products into the Soviet Union at the expense of 
the living standards of the Polish masses, for the products 
were paid for at only a fraction of their value.

Unger unblushingly asserts, “ There is not the slightest 
evidence of Russian interference with Polish sovereignty.”  
Khrushchev’s unsuccessful attempt to dictate the compo
sition of the Polish CP Politburo with the threat of armed 
intervention is undoubtedly the freshest example of such 
“ non-interference” with Polish sovereignty.

In the classic language of great-Russian chauvinism, 
Unger proclaims that “ the non-exploiting collaboration of 
the two states, one big and powerful, the other small and 
weak, has been a true example of Democracy.”  (Our em
phasis.)

Unger’s indictment of the Poles reeks of the approach 
originally employed by Stalin in 1922 when he launched 
repressions against the people of Soviet Georgia whom he 
branded as “social-nationalists.” In three letters, made 
public after the 20lh Congress, Lenin sharply attacked 
Stalin and those associated with him in this chauvinistic 
business.

Lenin insisted on the need to grant concessions to na
tional minorities and declared, “ A Georgian who takes 
a scornful attitude toward this side of the matter, who 
scornfully flings out the charge of ‘social-nationalism’ 
(when he himself is not only a “ social-nationalist’ but an 
uncouth great-Russian bully). . . damages the interests 
of proletarian class solidarity.”

Excoriating the Ungers of that time, Lenin wrote, 
“ Internationalism on the side of the oppressing or so-called 
‘great’ nation (although great only in its violence, great 
only in its sense of brutality) must consist not only in 
observing the formal equality of nations, but also in such 
inequality as will make up on the side of the oppressing 
nation, the big nation, for the inequality which in fact 
arises in life. Whoever does not understand this does not 
understand the proletarian attitude toward the national 
question.”  (Political Affairs, November 1956.)

Lenin’s stand on the. Georgian question applies with 
a thousand times more force to the problem of Hungary 
and Poland today. His words provide a crushing refutation 
of the counterfeit “Leninism” of Unger and Foster.

Aims of the Hungarian Revolution
By Daniel Roberts

According to the Kremlin, Tito, 
the Kadar government and all 
their apologists down to the 
Daily Worker, the use of Rus
sian troops against the Hunga
rian people is justified because 
a “ counterrevolution”  is in pro
cess in Hungary. Thus Kadar 
has given as his official excuse 
fo r the use of .Soviet troops the 
following-: "Tho reactionaries
are working fo r their selfish 
airr)3. . They want to retyrn 
the factories and workers to the 
capitalists and the land to the 
landlords.”  “ Reactionary ele
ments . . .  an unleashed, fascist 
reactionary mob,”  is how Tito 
recently described the Hungarian 
Workers and students fighting 
fo r national independence. .

From their side, apologists fo r

capitalism have soug-ht wherever 
possible to obliterate the social 
aims of the Hungarian revolu
tion and to portray the heroic 
movement as a national inde
pendence struggle against “Com
munism,”  presumably in favor of 
capitalist democracy.

Both Kremlin apologists and 
capitalist spokesmen lie. In pre
vious issues o f the M ilitant, we 
have already shown that social
is t democracy is the aim of the 
overwhelming m ajority of work
ers, students, soldiers and intel
lectuals in the revolution. They 
have raised the demand fo r na
tional independence entirely 
w ithin that context. Here is ad
ditional documentation to further 
prove the point.

(Presented below are: (1) Pro
nouncements of the workers’

councils in major industrial areas 
since tho start of the Hungarian 
revolution on Oct. 23 as well 
as statements by student, army 
and , intellectuals’ committees. 
(Most of the items we prin t have 
been taken from the French 
press by La Yerite, French T ro t
skyists newspaper.) (2) A  poli
cy statement by the Nagy gov
ernment. (3) Admissions by the 
Kadar government. (4) Admis
sions by capitalist restoration- 
is t elements.

THE WORKERS’ 
COUNCILS SPEAK

A t Miskolc, In- the industrial 
region of Borsod, factory com
mittees formed a unified Work
ers’ Council. On Oct. 24, the 
Council demanded a government 
“ in the sp irit of Bela Kun and

Laszlo Rajk.”  On Oct. 25, the 
Council demanded a government 
“ composed of communists de
voted to the principle of pro
letarian internationalism, who 
are above all Hungarians and 
respect our national traditions.”  
The Council adopted a seven- 
point program including the .right 
to strike, free elections and un ifi
cation of all councils in a “ sole 
and unified powerful movement.”  
The Council sent a representa
tive to (Nagy to inform him that 
he would receive their support 
only i f  he acted to obtain the 
removal of the Russian troops 
and the withdrawal of Hungary 
from  the Warsaw Pact.

* * *

F ac to ry  M ee ting  in  P o land

A mass meeting at the Zeran plant in Warsaw held shortly a fter the new regime headed 
by Wladyslaw Gomulka was set up in defiance of Kremlin edicts, Oct. 21. As Gomulka nego
tiated in Moscow on Nov. 18, young workers an i students demonstrated and fought police in 
Bromberg, according to the Polish newspaper Express Wieszome, after the announcement that 
the new agreement with Moscow did not provide for withdrawal of Soviet troops from Poland.

A t Sopron, a “ Committee of 
National Liberation”  was elected 
by secret ballot by shop dele
gates from all the factories. To 
the Committee were elected a 
number of Communists. The 
Austrian ISodialiist Deputy sat 
in on the Committee’s debates 
and testifies in  the French news
paper, Demain, that “ they are 
absolutely opposed to the restora
tion of the old regime of Ilo rthy.”

* * *
A t Gyor, a “ Revolutionary 

Committee”  of 20 members was 
elected by secret ballot from all 
the shops. The Committee pub
lished a newspaper that carried 
a manifesto from one of the 
leading factories in the city. The 
manifesto declares: “ We are cat
egorically opposed to demagogic 
slogans and to the formation of 
a counter-government that would 
provide the basis fo r foreign in 
tervention which could (trans
form our country into another 
Korea." The Committee chose 
as its presiding officer A ttilla  
Szigetti, a Communist, who, on 
Oct. 28, warned over Radio 
Gyor: “ Troublesome elements
w ith fascist and counterrevolu
tionary tendencies have mixed in 
among the insurgents. We don’t  
want a return to the old cap
ita lis t system. We want a Hun
gary that is independent and so
cialist.

*  *  *

¡On Nov. 2, the United Fed
eration of Hungarian Youth de
clared: “ We don’t  want a re
turn to the fascism of Admiral 
Horthy. We w ill not give back

Gomulka Backs Kremlin Puppet 
To Get Concessions from Poland

By Fred Halstead y  l
The new Polish regime headed 

by “ T ito ist”  Wladyslaw Gomulka 
signed an agreement -with the 
Soviet Union this week which 
gives Poland important economic 
concessions, but contains at the 
same time what is in effect sup
port by the Polish government 
of the Kremlin’s brutal attack 
on the Hungarian revolution.

The agreement resulted from 
talks held in Moscow Nov. 15 to 
18 between delegations of Soviet

GOMULKA

leaders headed by Khrushchev 
and Polish leaders headed toy 
Gomulka. The entire Polish debt 
to the Soviet Union, amounting 
to the equivalent of $600 million, 
was cancelled and a two year 
credit fo r 1.44 million 'tons of 
wheat and a 700 m illion ruble 
loan were granted to Poland. In 
addition the “ independence”  of 
the Polish Party and government 
was publicly announced by the 
Kremlin, and the Polish govern
ment was promised the righ t to 
veto Soviet troop movements in 
Poland. The troops, however w ill 
remain.

The outlines of the agreement 
were announced in  a jo in t state
ment released in Moscow Nov. 
18. The section of the statement 
dealing w ith  Hungary reads: 
“ Both sides w ill give support to 
the revolutionary workers and 
peasants government. . .”  This is 
the name “ both sides”  give to 
the Kadar regime imposed on 
the Hungarian workers by Soviet 
bayonets and tanks. Gomulka 
thus lined up with the Kremlin 
butchers against the Hungarian 
revolution.

¡When Gomulka returned- to

Warsaw from the Moscow talks, 
fie was greeted a£ the railroad 
station by a crowd of 5,000 (al
though his arrival had1 not been 
announced), besieged w ith bou
quets of flowers, and cheered 
when he sdid: "We talked with 
our Russian comrades as equals.”  
However, according to Sydney 
Gruson in the Nov. 20 New York 
Times, "There was considerable 
unhappiness about that part of 
the Moscow declaration dealing 
with Hungary. . . A  better re
flection of Polish feelings on 
Hungary was provided today by 
the youth newspaper, Sztandar 
Mlodych. The paper sharply as
sailed Glos Pracy, the trade 
union newspaper, fo r having 
printed reports try ing to white
wash Soviet behavior in Buda
pest.”

KREMLIN PLUNDER
This solidarity of the Polish 

masses with the Hungarian rev
olution has more to i t  than sym
pathy, or the fact that the Hun
garian events strengthened Go- 
mulka’s bargaining power. The 
terms on which the Polish debt 
was canceled reveal the condi
tions of economic subordination 
and distortion to which the East
ern European countries have been 
subjected by the Soviet bureau
cracy. The Soviet leaders admit
ted that the Poles had been 
forced to sell their major ex
port, coal, to the Soviet Union 
at well below the market price 
since 1948,

Such conditions prevail in the 
rest of the Eastern European 
countries. The terms of this 
agreement help reveal the lim i
tations of the Gomulka regime 
in the development of the Polish 
revolution. On the one hand, 
concessions are won fo r Polish 
independence, on the other hand, 
Gomulka fails to defend the prin
ciple of independence fo r the 
other East European countries, 
especially for another country be
sides Poland where a figh t for 
that independence is going on. 
But socialism cannot be built in 
one country, and Poland cannot 
become independent on her own.

The road to economic progress 
fo r Poland lies through economic 
cooperation w ith  her neighbor
ing states, a cooperation based 
on voluntary federation, not of 
subordination to the Soviet 
Union. So long as the other 
East European states are sub
ordinate to the Soviet Union so 
must Poland be. She has gained 
some relief from the worst 
abuses of Kremlin economic do
mination, but she has not gained

the opportunity fo r direct eco
nomic development w ith  her 
neighbors because those states 
themselves have not gained their 
independence.

In addition, the betrayal of the 
Hungarian resolution weakens 
the struggle against Kremlin do
mination waged by the Polish 
masses. The Soviet troops re
main within Poland as a con
stant threat to the development 
of workers’ democracy and na
tional independence, both of 
which are necessary fo r the fu r 
ther economic development of 
Poland, and the solution of the 
workers’ problems.

TRADE UNION OVERTURN
The powerful mass pressure 

to throw off. bureaucratic rule 
was revealed at the plenary ses
sion of the Central Council of 
Polish Trade Unions which was 
held in Warsaw at the same 
time t h e  Gomulka-Khrushchev 
talks proceeded in Moscow. The 
council used to be composed of 
120 accredited bureaucrats, but

at this meeting, “ more than 1,000 
delegates from factory meetings 
jammed into the council cham
ber,”  says a Nov. 16 Associated 
Press report. “ For two hours,”  
the report continues, “ the meet
ing argued whether the ‘unof
fic ia l’ delegates from factory 
meetings were eligible to vote. I t  
decided they were.”

The old leadership of the coun
cil was thrown out and' a ne,w 
one elected. The report by a com
mittee set up to reorganize the 
council listed three weaknesses 
of the old body: 1. “ Bureaucratic 
centralism.”  2. “ Trade Unions 
lost their independence.”  3. “ They 
dogmatically accepted the inter
ests of the Party and the Gov
ernment as identical w ith  those 
of the trade unions.”

In ridiculing, W iktor Klosie- 
wicz, the replaced chairman of 
the council, one young delegate 
Baid: “ A factory truck driver had 
to work 16 hours a day to earn 
1,400 Zlotys a month. How much 
was Klosiewicz paid?”  The an
swer was 40,000 zlotys a month

CP Rank-and-Filer Outraged
Editor, Daily Worker:

Friday night I  attended a New 
York Communist Party meeting 
called to discuss the Hungarian 
events. A  m ajority of the speak
ers and thé audience opposed the 
position of the Daily Worker and 
the resolution, of the National 
Board on the Hungarian crisis.

Several people spoke scorn
fu lly  of "emotionalism”  and de
manded we support proletarian 
internationalism by supporting 
the Soviet Union’s action in Hun
gary.

I  answer—yes, I  am emotional: 
I ’m emotional on behalf of the 
working class of Hungary, and 
of the Hungarian people. I  am a 
Communist, and I  am a human 
being. The supporters of the So
viet action say i t  had no choice 
but to bring in troops to save 
"socialism.”

/What kind of “ socialism”  did 
they have in Hungary, that after 
twelve years the workingclass of 
Hungary, the youth of Hungary 
(raised under “ socialism” ) fe lt 
i t  had to take up arms against 
the government, and is s till f ig h t
ing and striking after two weeks 
of bloodshed, hunger, and all 
kinds of promises and threats.

I  hâve been a member of the 
Communist Party fo r 19 years 
and a member of the YCL fo r five 
years .before that; When the 
“Stalin revelations”  broke last 
Spring, many members fe lt this

would toe the end of the C.P. 
I  fe lt there was still hope, that 
i f  we really analyzed and cor
rected all1 our mistakes we could 
s till become the party to lead 
the American people to socialism.

But now I  do not want to be
long to an organization whose 
members feel socialism should be 
imposed on the ends of bayonets. 
This is not the socialism I  worked 
fo r and dreamed of,

I  do not feel the speakers or 
audience at the meeting reflected 
the m ajority of the Party. I 
urge a ll our members to speak 
out and write to the Daily 
Worker.

— T.M.
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the factories to the capitalists or 
the land to the landlords.”

*  *  *

On Oct. 29, the Revolutionary 
Committee of Hungarian Inte l
lectuals issued a manifesto, 
which saluted the revolution of 
the Hungarian y o u t h  and 
thanked the .Soviet soldiers who 
“ refused to shoot at our revolu
tionary fighters.”  The Commit
tee also issued a nine-point pro
gram as follows: (1) Immediate 
withdrawal of all Soviet troops 
from  Hungary. (2) Immediate 
cancellation of all commercial 
agreements [ w i t h  the Soviet 
Union] unfavorable to Hungary. 
Publication in the future of all 
commercial agreements. (3) A 
guarantee of general elections by 
Secret ballot. (4) A ll factories 
and mines to belong to the work
ers. (5) Revision of all wages 
and production quotas. (6) Trade 
unions must be organs that are 
really representative of the work
ers with elected officials. A sim
ila r type of organization fo r the 
agricultural workers. (7) Man
agement of agricultural coopera 
tives by private individuals, not 
state functionaries. (8) Finan
cial and legal compensation to 
farmers fo r injustices they were 
forced to suffer. (9) October 
23, the anniversary of the revo
lution, shall be declared a na
tional holiday.

#  $  *

The Nov. 5 M ilitant already re
ported on the eight-point pro
gram issued by Hungarian army 
officers on Oct. 23. Point five of 
their program called: fo r the 
“.creation of Hungarian social
ism on a really democratic 
basis.”  I t  remains to be added 
that the Revolutionary Commit
tee of the Army, which had is
sued the above program, de
manded that Nagy should take 
a Communist officer as his De
fense Minister. This was Gen. 
Pan Maleter, hero of the fig h t
ing at the Killian barracks, Oct. 
23-Oct. 28. Maleter was a m ili
tant Communist of long stand
ing before he became an officer.

On Nov. 4, the Soviet troops 
were ordered to crush the Hun
garian revolution. One of the 
last two revolutionary radio sta
tions to operate . was Radio 
Rakoczy. I t  launched an appeal 
to the Soviet troops that said 
in part: “ Soldiers. Your state 
has been created at the cost of 
bloody fighting in order that 
you shall have freedom. Today 
is the 39th anniversary of that 
revolution. Why do you want to 
crush our liberty? You can see 
that i t  is’ not the factory pro
prietors, not the land-owners and 
not the bourgeoisie that has taken 
arms against you, but the Hun
garian people fighting for the 
same rights for which you 
fought in 1917.”

On Nov. 14, the workers’ coun
cils of Buda (Buda and Pest are 
tw in cities) declared that end
ing the general strike was con
tingent on the granting of four 
demands ( l )  Reorganization of 
the Kadar government to meet 
the w ill of the people. (2) Free 
elections fo r parties which have 
declared their readiness to ac
cept the country’s “ socialist 
achievements,”  (3) Release of 
ail insurgents. (4) Immediate 
withdrawal of Soviet troops from 
Budapest and negotiations fo r 
their withdrawal from all of 
Hungary.

/On November 4, as the Soviet 
troops were ordered to march 
a second time against the 
Hungarian revolution, Gesa Lo- 
sohezy appealed to t h e  rev
olutionary- councils in  tne coun
try  fo r backing to the Nagy gov
ernment. In the name of that 
government he said: “ The gov
ernment declares unanimously 
that it  w ill not make a single 
concession pertaining to the posi
tive conquests of the last twelve 
years, such as the agra-rian re
form, nationalization of the fac
tories and the social conquests. 
I t  insists equally that the con
quests of the present revolution 
remain intact—equality of rights 
•and the building of socialism not 
by dictatorship, but on the basis 
of democracy. . . . The govern

ment is resolved not to tolerate 
the restoration of capitalism in 
Hungary.”

WHAT KADAR 
PROMISES SHOW

The Kadar government has al
ternated between slander of the 
revolutionists and promises to 
fu lf i l l  their aims. The promises 
consequently become an indica
tion of the real aspirations of 
the Hungarian working people 
and give the lie to Kadar’» charge 
that the Hungarians were en
gaged in counterrevolution. Thus 
a Budapest government radio 
broadcast by the Kadar govern
ment on Nov. 6 (the day after 
the regime was installed by iSo-

“9,000,000
Fascists”

According to the Nov. 16 
New- York Post, the follow
ing notice was posted recent
ly in a Budapest store:

“ Nine million Fascist coun
terrevolutionaries, all former 
factory owners, bankers, car
dinals, remain hidden in the 
country. Their main strong
holds are the aristocratic res
idential districts of Csepel 
and Ujpest [both working 
class d istricts]. Fortunately 
there are s till six real Hun
garians le ft who have built 
a government to save the coun
try .”

viet tanks) stated: “ What real
ly  happened in the last two 
weeks? The working people 
through bloody sacrifices won 
its  rightfu l claims, its national 
independence and its liberty. 
These b rillian t successes were ap
plauded abroad and we do not 
want to change them. . . . Kadar 
and the others who formed the 
new government are working in 
the interests of the revolution
ary youth movement, the work
ers and the peasantry. . . . The 
workers are to elect their own 
leaders in  the factories, the 
compulsory delivery of agricul
tural produce is to stop. .

Again, on Nov. 13, the Buda.- 
pest radio announced that work
ers’ councils had been approved 
retroactively by the government. 
“ The workers’ councils w ill have 
the right to make decisions, and 
directors are obliged to carry 
them out,”  the radio said. “ Part 
of the new profits of factories 
w ill be distributed among the 
workers according to decisions 
of the workers’ councils.”

MINDSZENTY
DISCLAIMER

'A t no time during the course 
of the revolution did even the 
capitalist restorationist openly 
champion the return to capital
ism. While the ir intention was 
without question to bring such 
a return about, this aim had to 
be masked w ith  declarations of 
loyalty to the existing social 
foundations o f Hungary. Thus, 
Cardinal Mindszenty, fa ith fu l 
servant of the Horthy regime, 
was compelled to declare on 
Nov. 4: “ I  declare that the ques
tion of restoration of the po
litical system that existed be
fore the war had never been 
raised in the course of the figh t 
fo r freedom. Accordingly, no
body wanted the exploitation of 
the working class in the future.”
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