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Letter from Trotsky 
To Soviet Workers

(The following letter, printed for clandestine 
circulation in the USSR, was written in  May, 
1940, a few months before Trotsky was murdered 
by a Stalinist assassin.. It sums up his position 
on the defense of the Soviet Union and the 
revolutionary opposition to Stalinism. — Ed.)

Greetings to the Soviet workers, collective 
farmers, soldiers of the Red Army and sailors 
of the Red Navy! Greetings from distant Mexico 
where I found refuge after the Stalinist clique 
had exiled me to Turkey and after the 
bourgeoisie had hounded me from country to 
country!

Dear Oomitrades! The lying Stalinfet press Iras 
been maliciously deceiving you fo r a long time 
on all questions, 'including those which relate to 
myself and miy political eo-thinkers. You possess 
no workers^ press; you read only the press of 
the bureaucracy, which lies systematically so as 
to  keep you in darkness amd thus render secure 
the rule o f a privileged parasitic caste.

Those who dare raise their voices against the 
universally hated bureaucracy are called “ Trot
skyists,”  agents of a foreign power; branded as 
spies — yesterday i t  was spies of Germany, to
day i t  is spies of England and France — and 
then sent to face the firing squad. Tens of thou
sands of revolutionary fighters have fallen be
fore the muzzles of the GPU Mausers in the 
USSR and in countries abroad, especially in 
Spain. A il of them were depicted as agents of 
Fascism.

Do not believe this abominable slander! Their 
crime consisted of defending workers and 
peasants against the bru tality and ratpacity of 
the bureaucracy. The entire Old Guard of 
Bolshevism, all the collaborators and assistants 
of Lenin, a ll the fighters of the October revolu- 
tioq, a ll the heroes of the C ivil War, have been 
murdered! by Stalin. In the annals of history 
Stalinis name w ill forever be recorded wiith the 
imfaimious brand of Cain!

Revolution Not for Bureaucrats
The October revolution was accomplished fo r 

the sake of the tollers and not for the sake of 
new parasites. But due to the lag of the world 
revolution, due to the fatigue and, to a large 
measure, the backwardness of the Russian 
workers and especially the Russian peasants, 
there raised itsqjf over the Soviet Republic and 
against its peoples a new oppressive and 
parasitic caste, whose leader is Stalin. The 
former Bolshevik pasty was turned into an 
apparatus of the caste. The world organization 
which the Communist International once was, 
is today a pliant tool of the Moscow oligarchy. 
Soviets of Workers and Peasants have long 
perished. They have been- replaced by degenerate 
Commissars, Secretaries and GPU agents.

But, fortunately, among the surviving con
quests o f the October revolution are the na
tionalized industry and the collectivized Soviet 
economy.'Upon this foundation Workers’ Soviets 
can build a new and happier society. This 
foundation cannot be surrendered by us to the 
world bourgeoisie under any conditions. I t  is 
the duty of revolutionists to defend tooth and 
nail every position gained by the working class, 
whether i t  involves democratic rights, wage 
scales, or so colossal a conquest o f mankind as 
the nationalization of 'the means of production 
and planned economy.

Those who are incapable of defending con
quests already gained can' never fight fo r new 
ones. Against the imperialist foe we w ill defend 
the USSR with all oua- might. Htowever, the 
conquests of the October revolution w ill serve 
the people only i f  they prove themselves capable 
of dealing w ith the Stalinist bureaucracy, as in 
their dlay they dealt w ith the Tsarist bureau
cracy and the bourgeoisie.

I f  Soviet economic life  had been conducted 
in the interests of the people; i f  the bureaucracy 
had not devoured and vainly wasted the major 
portion of the national! income; i f  the- bureau-

cracy had not trampled underfoot the vital in
terests of the population, then the USSR would 
have been a great magnetic pole of attraction 
fo r the toilers of the world and the inviolabilfiity 
of the Soviet Union Would have been assured. 
Buit the infamous oppressive regime of Stalin 
has» deprived the USSR of its attractive power.

During the war with Finland, not only the 
majority of the Finnish peasants but also a 
majority of the Finnish workers, proved to be 
on the side of their bourgeoisie. This is hardly 
surprising since they know of the unprecedented 
oppression to which the Stalinist bureaucracy 
subjects the workers o f near-by Leningrad and 
the whole of the USSR. The Stalinist bureau
cracy, so blood-thirsty and ruthless at home 
and so cowardly before the imperialist enemies, 
has thus become the main source of war danger 
to the Soviet Union.

The old Bolshevik party and the Third Inter
national have disintegra ted and decomposed. 
The honest and advanced revolutionists have 

1 organized abroad the Fourth International 
.\fthich has sections already established in most 
of the countries of the world. I  aim a member 
of this new International. In participating in 
this work I  remain under the very same banner 
that I  served together with you or your fathers 
and your older brothers in 1917 and throughout 
the years of the Civil War — the very same 
banner under which together with Lenin we 
built the Soviet state and the Red Army.

Goal of the Fourth International
Tire goal of the Fourth International is to 

extend the October revolution to the whole world 
and at the same tame to regenerate the USSR 
by purging i t  of the parasitic bureaucracy. This 
can be achieved only in one way: By the work
ers, peasants, Red Army soldiers and Red Navy 
sailors, rising against the new caste of op
pressors and parasites. To prepare this uprising, 
a new party is needed — a bold and honest 
revolutionary organization of the advanced 
workers. The Fourth International sets as its 
task the building of such a party in the USSR.

Advanced workers! Be the first to rally to 
the banner o f Marx and Lenin which is now the 
banner of the Fourth International! Learn how 
to create, in the conditions of Stalinist illegality, 
tigh tly  ' fused, reliable revolutionary circles! 
Establish contacts between these circles! Learn 
how to establish contacts — through loyal and 
reliable people, especially the sailors 1— with 
your revolutionary co-thinkers in bourgeois 
lands! It  is difficult, but i t  can be done.

The present war w ill spread moire and more, 
piling ruins on ruins, breeding more and more 
sorrow, despair and protest, driving the whole 
world toward new revolutionary explosions. The 
would revolution shall re-invigorate the Soviet 
working masses w ith  new courage and resolu
teness and shall undermine the bureaucratic 
props o f Stalin’s caste. I t  is necessary to prepare 
fo r this' htovtr by stubborn systematic revolu
tionary. work. Tire fate o f our ocMmtry, the 
future of our people, the destiny of oiur children 
and grandchildren are at stake.

Down With Cain Stalin and his Camarilla!
Down With the Rapacious Bureaucracy!
Long Live the Soviet Union, the Fortress 

of the Toilers!
Long Live the World Socialist Revolution!

Fraternally,
Leon Trotsky 

May, 1940
*  *  *  *

Warning! Stalin’s press w\ill of course declare 
that tMs letter is transmitted to the USSR by 
“ agents of imperialism." Be forewarned that 
this, too, is a lie. This letter w ill reach the 
USSR through reliable revolutionists who are 
prepared to risk their lives fo r the cause of 
socialism. Make copies of this letter and give it  
the widest possible circulation.

— L. T.

One-Party System in Theory and Practice
(An excerpt from Leon Trotsky’s The Revolution Betrayed, written in 1936. The selection ist*)' 

entitled “ Democracy and the Party,”  and forms Section 3 of Chapter X, “ The Soviet Union in the 
M irror of the New Constitution. The Revolution Betrayed is available from Pioneer Publishers, 116 
University Place, New York 3, N. Y.)

By Leon Trotsky
The promise to give the So

viet people freedom to vote “ fo r 
those whom they want to elect”  
is rather a poetic figure than a 
political formula. The Soviet peo
ple w ill have the right to choose 
their “ representatives”  only from 
among candidates whom the cen
tra l and local leaders present to 
them under the flag  of the party. 
To be sure, during the f irs t  pe
riod of the Soviet era the Bolshe
vik party also exercised a mo
nopoly. But to identify these two' 
phenomena would1 'be to take ap
pearance fo r reality.

The prohibition of opposition 
parties was a temporary meas
ure dictated by conditions of civil 
war, blockade, Intervention and 
famine. The ruling party, repre
senting in that period a genuine 
organization o f the proletarian 
vanguard, was liv ing a full-blood
ed inner life. A  struggle of 
groups and factions to a certain 
degree replaced the struggle of 
parties. A t present, when social
ism lias conquered “ finally and 
irrevocably,”  |the formation of 
factions is punished w ith con
centration camp or fir ing  squad. 
The prohibition of other parties, 
from being a temporary evil, has 
been erected into a principle.

The righ t to occupy themselves 
wtih political questions has even 
been withdrawn from  the Com
munist Youth, and that at the 
very moment of publication of 
the new constitution. Moreover, 
the citizens and citizenesses en
joy the franchise from the age of 
18, but the age lim it fo r Com
munist Youth existing until 1936 
(23 years) is now wholly aibol 
ished. Politics is thus once fo r 
all declared the monopoly of an 
uncontrolled bureaucracy.

NO BASIS FOR PARTIES?
To a question from an Amer

ican interviewer as to the role 
of the party in the new constitu
tion, Stalin answered: “ Once 
there are no classes, once the 
barriers between classes are dis 
appearing ["there are no classes, 
the barriers between classes— 
which are not!—are disappear
ing”—L.T.], there remains only 
something in the nature of a not 
at all fundamental difference be 
tween various litt le  strata of ebb 
socialist society. There can be 
no nourishing soil fo r the cre
ation of parties struggling among 
themselves. Where there are not 
several classes, there cannot be 
several parties, fo r a party is 
part of a class.”

Every word is a mistake and 
some of them two! I t  appears 
from this that classes are homo- 
geoneous; that the boundaries of 
classes are outlined sharply and 
once fo r a ll; that the conscious
ness of a class s tric tly  corre
sponds to its  place in society. 
The Marxist teaching of the class 
nature of the party is thus turn 
ed into a caricature. The dynamic 
of political consciousness is ex
cluded from  the historical proc
ess in the interests o f administra

tive order. In reality classes are 
heterogeneous; they are torn by 
inner antagonisms, and arrive at 
the solution of common problems 
no otherwise 'than through an 
inner struggle of tendencies, 
groups and parties.

I t  is possible, w ith certain 
qualifications, to concede that “ a 
party is part of a class.”  But 
since a class has many "parts” — 
some look forward and some 
back—one and the same class 
may create several parties. For 
the same reason one party may 
rest upon parts of different class
es. An example of only one party 
corresponding to one class is not 
to be found in the whole course 
of political history—provided, of 
course, you do not take the police 
appearance fo r the reality.

WHY SPLITS OCCURRED
In  its social structure, the prole

ta ria t is the least heterogeneous 
class of capitalist society. Never
theless, the presence of such “ l i t 
tle strata”  as the workers’ aris
tocracy and the workers’ bu
reaucracy is sufficient to give 
rise to opportuniftic parties, 
which are converted by the course 
of things into one of the weap
ons of bourgeois domination. 
Whether from the standpoint of 
Stalinist sociology, the difference 
between the workers’ aristocracy 
and the proletarian mass is “ fun 
damental" or only “ something 
in the nature o f" matters not at 
all. I t  is from  this difference that 
the necessity arose in its time 
fo r breaking w ith the Social De 
mocracy and creating the Third 
International.

Even i f  in the iSoviet society 
“there are no classes,” neverthe
less this society is at leas’t in
comparably more heterogeneous 
and complicated than the prole
tariat of capitalist (countries, and 
consequently can furnish ade
quate nourishing soil for several 
parties.

In  making this imprudent ex
cursion into the field of theory, 
Stalin proved a good deal more 
than he wanted to. From his 
reasonings i t  follows not only 
that there can be no different 
parties in the Soviet Union, but 
that there cannot even be one 
party. For where there are no 
classes, there is in general no 
place fo r politics. Nevertheless, 
from this law Stalin draiws a "so
ciological”  conclusion in favor of 
the party of which he is the Gen
eral Secretary.

w n o  WOULD DECIDE?
Bukharin tries to approach the 

problem from another side. In 
tlie Soviet Union, he says, the 
question where to go—whether 
back to capitalism or forward to 
socialism—is no longer subject 
to discussion. There, “ partisans 
of the hostile liquidated classes 
organized in parties cannot be 
permitted.”  To say nothing of 
the fact that in a country of 
triumphant socialism partisans 
of capitalism would be merely 
ludicrous Don Quixotes incapable 
of creating a party, the existing

political differences are fa r from 
comprised in  the alternative: to 
socialism or to capitalism. There 
are other questions: How to go 
toward socialism, w ith what tem
po, etc. The choice of the road 
is no less important than the 
choice of the goal.

Who is going to choose the 
road? I f  the nourishing soil fo r 
political parties has really dis
appeared, then there is no reason 
to forbid them. On the contrary, 
it is time, in  accordance w ith the 
party Iprogram, to abolish “ all 
limitations lof freedom whatso
ever.”

In  try ing to dispel the natural 
doubts of his American inter
viewer, Stalin advanced a new 
consideration: “ Lists of nominees 
w ill be presented not only by the 
Communist Party, but also by all 
kinds of nonparty social organ
izations. And we have hundreds 
of them. . . > Each one of the l i t 
tle strata [o f Soviet society] 
can have its  special interests and 
reflect [express?] them through 
the existing innumberable social 
organizations.”  This sophism is 
no better than the others.
THE RUN-AROUND

The Soviet “ social”  organiza
tions—trade union, co-operative, 
cultural, etc.—do not in the least 
represent ¿he interests of d if
ferent “ little  strata,”  for they all 
have one and the same hierarchic
al structure. Even in those cases 
where they apparently represent 
mass organizations, as in the 
trade unions and co-operatives, 
the active role in them is played 
exclusively by representatives of 
the upper privileged groups, and 
the last word remains w ith  the 
“ party” —that is, the bureaucra
cy. The constitution merely re
fers the elector from Pontius to 
Pilate.

The mechanics of this are ex 
pressed with complete precision 
in the very text of the funda
mental law. Artic le  126, which is 
the axis of the constitution as a 
political system, “ guarantees the 
righ t”  to all male and female 
citizens to group themselves in 
trade unions, co-operatives, youth, 
sport, defensive, cultural, tech 
nical and scientific organizations.

As to the party—that is, the 
concentration of power—there i t  
is not a question of the rig h t of 
a ll, but of the privilege of the 
m inority. . . The most active 
and conscious [so considered, 
that is from above—L.T.] c iti
zens from the ranks of the work 
ing class and other strata of the 
to iling  masses, are united in the 
Communist Party . . . which con
stitutes the guiding nucleus of 
all organizations, both social and 
governmental.”  This astounding- 
ly  candid formula, introduced in 
to the text of the constitution i t 
self, reveals the whole fictitious
ness of the political role of those 
“ social organizations”  — subordi
nate branches of the bureaucratic 
firm .

But i f  there is not to be a 
struggle of parties, perhaps the 
d ifferent factions within the one

Kremlin Assailed for Silence on Anti-Semitism
By Harry Ring

For three months a deeply troubled U.S. Communist 
Party membership has waited fo r an explanation from  
the Krem lin about admissions o f governmental an ti
semitism under Stalin. They ®------------------------------------------------
have met w ith a stubborn re
fusal to give such explanations 
and w ith disturbing new reports 
of continuing anti-!Semitic prac
tices.

Last A p ril 4, Folksstimme, a 
Jewish paper published in Po
land, revealed the shocking facts 
of the mass slaughter of the 
leaders of Jewish cultural and 
political activity in  the Soviet 
Union. The Stalinist purge of 
Jews occurred in two waves: in 
the Thirties during the Moscow 
Trials and in the period follow
ing World War H up to 1953.

The silence of Khrushchev and 
bis associates about (theBe .'dam
ning admissions .is deliberate.
This was demonstrated when 
Pravda on June 27 reprinted a 
statement on the 20th Congress 
by Eugene Dennis, secretary of 
the American CP, and deleted 
from i t  the phrase, “ snuffing out 
the lives o f more than la score of 
‘Jewish cultural figures,”  from 
Dennis’ catalogue of Stalin’s 
crimes.

The only official Kremlin com
ment on Soviet anti-Semitism to 
appear in this country thus fa r 
comes in the form of a fla t de
nial of its existence. The denial 
appears in the Progressive Party 
weekly, the National Guardian,
Which June 25 featured an ex
clusive interview w ith  Ekatrina 
Furtseva a member of the Cen
tra l Committee of the CPSU, by 
Guardian correspondent Tabitha 
Petran.

“ MANY PROMINENT JEWS”
The Guardian reports that Mrs.

Furtseva “ denied emphatically 
that there has ever been any sup-

& •

pression of Jewish culture or re
pression of the Jewish people.”  
She fu rther assured Miss Petran 
that although she had not read 
the Folksstimme revelations, she 
was positive that i f  they were- 
true “ we would have published it  
ourselves and would not need to 
have i t  published in the Polish 
press.”  Jewish culture has de
veloped freely in th e  Soviet 
Union, she asserted, and there 
are many prominent Jews in the 
arts and sciences.

Mrs. Furtseva conceded there 
had been talk of Soviet anti- 
Semitism based on a misunder
standing of government actions. 
I t  seems that “ The government 
had found in some of its depart
ments a heavy concentration of 
Jewish people, upwards of 50% 
of the staff. Steps were taken to 
transfer them to other enter
prises, giving them equally good 
positions, and without jeopardiz
ing their rights. A ll o f this was 
in accordance w ith Lenin’s prin
ciples on the national question, 
she said.”

As final, bone-crushing proof 
of the absence of anti-Semitism, 
the Soviet bureaucrat pointed 
out that 80% of the musicians 
who played at the” Kremlin re
ception fo r Tito were Jewish. 
Miss, Petran does not report 
whether any of Mrs. Furtseva’s 
best friends were Jewish.

The interview appeared in the 
Guardian under a banner head
line, “ High Soviet official in 
frank interview; denies Jewish 
curbs.” Reaction to this brazen 
whitewash was quick and sharp.

One angry letter in  the July 9

Guardian said, “ I t  is a remark
able commentary that, after al
most 40 years of socialism, a 
member of the governing party’s 
central committee should smugly 
deny anti-semitism by ‘pointing 
to many Jewish people prominent 
in science and the arts’ . . . this 
is like a Washington official re
fu ting  the persecution of the 
Negro people by pointing to 
Ralph Bunche, George Washing
ton Carver, Cab Calloway and 
Louis Armstrong.”

Another letter asks: “ How do 
you find out there are too many 
Jews or any other except either 
by secret police or, just as bad, 
biased questionnaires which are 
anti-iSemitic or anti-other m i
nority, as any American who has 
fought fo r the elimination of 
Buch bias knows.”

Freiheit, ,Stalinist Yiddish lan
guage newspaper published in 
New York, b itterly declared in  a 
June 25 editorial: “ When Eka
trina Furtseva asserts in the in 
terview that nothing happened 
•to Jewish culture, and that there 
are no problems o f anti-Semitism, 
she Unfortunately showed that 
she does not comprehend "what 
the Jewish question is about.”  

C iting the Jewish schools, 
newspapers and theater® in the 
early days of the USSR, Frei
heit asks: “ Where is all this now? 
What has 'become of this mag
nificent edifice ? I t  wais destroys 
ed! I t  fe ll victim  to the crippling 
of (Soviet democracy. I t  became 
a victim  of terror, a victim of 
great-Russian chauvinism, which 
was so stubbornly fought by 
Lenin. In 1948 when the Jewish 
Anti-Fascist Committee was l i 
quidated Jewish culture was com
pletely eradicated.”

The editorial adds, “ Can there 
be such a thing as a system of

quotas on government jobs ■— 
something which is impermissi
ble i f  anti-Semitism is to be up
rooted? . . . The interview given 
by E. Furtseva has only brought 
more unclarity and has further 
upset the friends of the Soviet 
Union.”

Other developments show that 
Mrs. Furtseva was not simply 
speaking fo r 'herself. In  his In ter
view with a  French Socialist del
egation in  Moscow l a s t  May, 
Khrushchev spoke of la dispro
portionately high number o f Jews 
bolding office in  (the early days 
of the iSoviets (and that the num
ber o f Jews (in (professional posi
tions is now restricted to the 
relative proportion o f Jews in the 
population. [New York Times, 
June 10.]

Khrushchev’s statements on the 
Jewish question, coupled w ith  his 
silence on this subject in  his 
Stalin indictment, does not help 
to refute the charge made by C. 
L. .Sulzberger in the July 9 N. Y. 
Times that Khrushchev bears 
much personal responsibility fo r 
Soviet anti-Semitism.

.Sulzberger, a Well-informed 
journalist, writes: “ When Khru
shchev was Prime Minister of the 
Ukraine after World War I I  he 
issued regulations barring Jews 
from important local positions. 
He was the firs t Premier of a 
Soviet republic to prohibit ac
tiv ity  of Jewish theaters, schools 
and publishing houses.”

RABBIS REPORT
The statements of Khrushchev 

and Furtseva also lend credence 
to the report of the American 
rabbis who returned from a re
cent v is it to the Soviet Union. 
They 9aid in the July 13 N. Y. 
Times that the condition* of the 
Soviet Jews have substantially

improved in the past several 
years but that there was s till a 
complete absence of Jewish cul
tural institutions. Such institu
tions were absent, Soviet officials 
told the rabbis, because the Jew
ish people did not want them.

W ith  a Jewish population of 
two-to-three million in the So
viet Union, the rabbis said, there 
is but one twice-weekly Yiddish 
paper, published in remote Biro
bidzhan, w ith  a circulation of 
1,000 to 2,000. They added that 
while each Jew has the word 
“Jew”  stamped on his passport, 
he does not have any of the 
privileges accorded other Soviet 
national minorities.

The Khrushchev regime has 
also drawn the fire  o f Folks
stimme. On July 7 the Warsaw 
paper declared th a t “ so-called 
assimilation o f the millions o f 
Jews of the ISoviet Union”  as a 
reason fo r elimination of Jew
ish cultural institutions “ cannot 
stand .up under criticism land does 
not correspond (to rreality.”  »

(Folksstimme poses two ques
tions: 1. “ Why was the Jewish 
subject passed in silence in the 
speech by Khrushchev and in the 
discussion at the 20th Congress ? ”
2. “ Why is there ho fu ll re
habilitation and revival of Y id
dish cultural and social life  in 
the Soviet Union?”

These questions explode Folks - 
stimme’s original contention that 
the crimes against the Soviet 
Jews were the responsibility of 
one man—the hated secret police 
chief, Beria. This contention, 
which has been echoed here by 
the Daily Worker and Freiheit, 
does not hold water.

While Beria bears his share of 
guilt, he certainly was not alone.
He did not have the power to lead | 
the anti-Semitic purges of them the Soviet Union.

Thirties. Nor was i t  he who en
gineered the infamous “ Jewish 
Doctors P lo t" of 1963.

CULPRIT PROMOTED
The doctors frame-up was en

gineered on Stalin’s orders by 
the then Minister of 'State Se
curity, S. D. Ignatiev and his 
deputy Ryumin. A fte r Stalin’s 
death the case was reviewed by 
Beria, and Ryumin was shot fo r 
to rturing  “ confessions”  out of 
the doctors. Ignatiev escaped ar
rest and was restored to the 
party apparatus by Khrushchev. 
He is now firs t Secretary of the 
Bashkirian Provincial Committee.

Denunciations of the “ Beria 
gang”  do not explain anti-Semi
tism in  the ISoviet Union any 
more than they can explain 
frame-ups. )Nor w ill reference to 
Stalin’s personal aberrations be 
of any aid. What is required is a 
Marxist analysis o f the reaction
ary politics pursued under Sta
lin as well as his successors.

These politics flow  from  the 
privilege seeking of a ruling bu
reaucratic caste in the Soviet 
Union, and the need to defend 
the usurped power and privileges 
from the Soviet masses. The bu
reaucratic regime destroyed the 
workers’ democracy of Lenin’s 
time as well as the international
is t outlook o f the Bolshevik party. 
Under the slogan of ‘“building 
socialism in one country”  i t  re
vived great-Russian chauvinism. 
And in direct proportion to such 
chauvinism the bureaucracy in
stituted oppression of national 
minorities. The Jews—as always 
under this form of reaction— 
were among the worst sufferers. 
This is the key to understanding 
the p light of the Jewish masse®

Supreme Soviet- Rubber-Stamps Rulers
The session of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR which con

vened in Moscow last week, after having been rendered virtua lly 
non-existant. by Stalin, hardly matched the picture of revitalized 
democracy promised by Khrushchev at the 20th Congress.

In its main legislative session of July 14, the upper house of 
the Soviet met for 35 minutes and the lower house fo r 40 
minutes. Both unanimously adopted Kremlin-sponsored legisla
tion increasing pensions and ratified decrees reducing the work 
week from 48 to 46 hours and abolishing criminal penalties for 
tardiness at work or quitting jobs without permission.

Apologists for the Kremlin, while deploring the lack of 
debate, offer the consolation that while there was little  discussioq 
at least some progressive legislation was enacted. But the fact 
is that only the amount of such legislation as the Kremlin deemed 
advisable was passed.

A number of delegates offered liberalizing amendments to 
the pension bill from the floor. But debate was cut o ff and the 
amendments summarily rejected after Khrushchev branded them 
impractical.

The Supreme Soviet’s lack of real authority'was revealed 
by (he fact, that its agenda (also adopted unanimously) did not 
provide for discussion or action on the historic revelations of the 
20th Congress of the CPSU.

Last May four members of the Soviet Academy of Sciences 
called for the right to form a second party as a means of 
avoiding repetition of Stalin’s dictatorship. The proposal was 
denounced by Khrushchev as a “ right-w ing”  deviation and the 
four were promptly expelled from the party. The present session 
of the Supreme Soviet underscores the merit of their proposal.

party can reveal themselves at 
these democratic elections ? To 
the question of a French jour
nalist as to the groupings of the 
ruling party, Molotov answered: 
“ In the party . . . attempts have 
been made to create special fac
tions but i t  is already several 
years since the situation in this 
matter has fundamentally chang
ed, and the Communist Party is 
actually a unit.”  This is proven 
best o f all by the continuous 
purgations and the concentration 
camps.

A fte r the commentary of Molo
tov, the (mechanics of democracy 
are completely clear. “ What re
mains of 'the October (Revolution,”  
asks Vic'tor 'Serge, “ i f  every work
er who permits himself to make 
a demand, or express a critical 
judgment, is ¡subject to imprison
ment? 'Oh, after that you can es
tablish as many secret ballots as 
you please!”  I t  is true: even H it
ler did (nofi. infringe upon the 
secret ballot.

The reformers have dragged in 
theoretical arguments about the 
mutual relations of classes and 
parties by the hair. I t  is not a 
question of sociology, but of ma
teria l interests. The ruling party 
which enjoys a monopoly in the 
Soviet Union is the political ma
chine of the bureaucracy, which 
in rea lity has something to lose 
and nothing more to gain. I t  
wishes to preserve the “ nourish
ing soil”  fo r itse lf alone.

*  *  *

In a country where the lava of 
revolution has not yet cooled, 
privileges burn those who pos
sess them as a stolen gold watch 
bums an amateur thief. The ru l
ing ISoviet stratum has learned 
to fear the masses w ith a per
fectly bourgeois fear. Stalin 
gives the growing special p riv
ileges of the upper circles a 
“ theoretical”  justification with 
the help of the Communist In 
ternational, and defends the So
viet aristocracy from popular dis
content w ith the help of concen 
tration camps. In order that this 
mechanism should keep on work
ing, Stalin is  compelled from 
time to time to take the side of 
“ the people”  against the bu
reaucracy—of course, w ith its 
tacit consent. He find's i t  useful 
to resort to the secret ballot in 
order at least partia lly  to purge 
the state apparatus of the cor
ruptions which are devouring it.

As early as 1928, Rakovsky 
wrote, discussing a number of 
cases of bureaucratic gangster
ism which were coming to the 
surface: “ The most characteris
tic  and most dangerous thing in 
this spreading wave of scandals 
is the passiveness of the masses, 
the Communist masses even more 
than the nonparty. . . Owing to 
fear of thqse in power, or sim
ply owing to political ind iffe r
ence, they have passed these 
things by w ithout protest, or have 
limited themselves to mere grum
bling.”

During the eight years which 
have passed since that time, the 
situation has become incompar
ably worse. The decay of the po
litical machine, exposing itse lf 
at every step, has begun to 
threaten the very existence of 
the ^tate—no longer now as an 
instrument I fo r the socialist trans
formation o f society, but as a 
source of power, income and p riv 
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ileges to the ru ling stratum.
(Stalin was compelled to give 

a glimpse of this motive to the 
reform. “ We have not a few in
stitutions,”  he told Roy Howard, 
“ which work badly. . , . The 
secret ballot in the Soviet Union 
w ill be a whip in the hands o f the 
population against badly work
ing organs of power.”  A  remark
able confession! A fte r the bu
reaucracy has created1 a socialist 
society w ith its own hands, i t  
feels the need . . of a whip! 
That is one of the motives of 
the constitutional reform. There 
is another no less important.

In  abolishing the soviets, the 
new constitution dissolves the 
workers in the general mass of 
the population. Politically the so
viets, to be sure, Jong ago lost 
their significance. But w ith  the 
growth of new social antagonisms 
and the awakening of a neiw 
generation, they might again 
come to life. Most of all, of 
course, are to be feared the city 
soviets with the increasing par
ticipation o f fresh and demand
ing communist youth. In the 
cities the contrast between lux
ury and want is too clear to th,e 
eyes.

The firs t concern of 'the 'So'ict 
aristocracy is to get rid o f work
er and (Red Army soviets. W ith 
the discontent o f the scattered 
rural population i t  is much easier 
to deal. The collectivized peas
ants can even with some success 
be used against the city workers. 
This is not the firs t time that a 
bureaucratic reaction has relied 
upon the country in its  struggle 
against 'the city.

"Whatever in the new consti
tution is principled' and s ign ifi
cant, and really 'elevates i t  high 
above the most democratic con
stitutions of bourgeois countries, 
is merely a watered-down para
phrase of the fundamental doc
uments of the October revolu
tion. Whatever has to do w ith 
estimating the economic con
quests, distorts reality with false 
perspective a n d  braggadocio. 
And fina lly  whatever concerns 
freedom and democracy is satu
rated through and through w ith 
the sp irit of usurpation and cyni
cism.

Representing, as i t  does, an 
immense step back from socialist 
to bourgeois principles, the new 
constitution, cut and* sewed to the 
measure of the ruling group, fo l
lows the same historic course as 
the abandonment of world revo
lution in favor of the League of 
Nations, the restoration of the 
bourgeois fam ily, the substitu
tion of the standing army fo r 
the m ilitia , the resurrection of 
ranks and decorations, and the 
growth of inequality. By ju r id i
cally reinforcing the absolutism 
of an “ extra-class”  bureaucracy, 
the new constitution creates the 
political premises fo r the birth 
of a new possessing class. 1
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