
A  Belated Stalinist Correction
A fte r 15 years the American Communist 

Party has fina lly  taken o ffic ia l cognizance 
o f the ir betrayal in  1941 of the funda
mental principle of working class defense 
o f democratic rights and c iv il liberties fo r 
all victim s of capitalist persecution. The 
case in point was the firs t Smith Act tria l 
in  Minneapolis in which 18 members and 
leaders of the Socialist Workers Party and 
Minneapolis Teamsters Union were ra il
roaded to prison under tha t anti-labor, ■ 
w itch-hunt statute.

In a report to an enlarged plenum of 
the CP national committee, Simon Gerson, 
chariman o f a special committee on civil 
liberties, noted that, “ the P arty” had 
“ made ‘some serious errors,’ including 
specifically the fa ilure to defend the M in
neapolis Trotskyites in the Teamsters 
Union in 1941.”  (Daily W orker, May 6).

W hile th is specific “ e rro r”  had been 
noted before by various individual Stalin
is t spokesmen i t  is the f irs t tim e tha t it  
has been made more or less “ o ffic ia l.”  This 
is ail to the good, so fa r as it  goes. But the 
“ correction”  does not go fa r enough. I t  is 
only a half tru th  which glosses over and 
attempts to minimize the magnitude of the 
error. Nor does it  disclose its  source. 
Unless the extent and source of the “ e rro r” 
is acknowledged no real and lasting correc
tion can ensue.

F irst, to put the record stra ight. The 
CP did not play a passive role in  the 
Minneapolis Smith Act case. I t  was not 
merely the ir “ fa ilure to  defend”  but the ir 
active opposition to the, defense of the 
Minneapolis victim s tha t aroused the burn
ing indignation of wide circles in the liberal 
and labor movement. They actively sup- 
pouted the prosecution and did everything 
an the ir power to sabotage the defense ' 
movement.

Fifteen years ago the Stalinists were a 
power in the labor movement. They con
trolled the Minnesota State CIO. They 
were in control of the CIO on the West 
Coast. They controlled numerous CIO

Slate and C ity CIO Councils, International 
and Local unions and the ir influence ex
tended into many AFL units. In each case 
they threw the weight of the ir power and 
influence on the  side of the w itch hunters. 
Despite th e ir rabid opposition, unions rep
resenting over five  m illion workers sup
ported the Minneapolis defendants.

I f  the Stalinists had added the ir weight 
to the Minneapolis defense movemen' 
against the firs t Smith Act frame-up the 
subsequent result could have been d if
ferent. I t  is undeniable tha t S talin ist 
sabotage o f the Minneapolis case led 
inexorably to the victim ization o f leaders 
and members of the American Communist 
Party under the same statute. No small 
“ frro r”  th is !

W hat about the source o f the “ error?” 
Was it  a transient aberration that led to 
an “ unfortunate”  violation of working- 
class principle ? I f  tha t was all tha t is in 
volved the confession of error, the correc
tion of a previously unprincipled policy, 
the promise not to repeat the “ e rro r”  in 
the future, could be taken a t its  face value. 
But more, much more is involved.

I t  is no accident th a t the “ error”  ,was 
committed precisely in a case involving 
Trotskyists. The American CP leaders are 
now in the process of repudiating the 
“ Stalin cu lt.”  They adm it tha t in the past 
they had accepted “ uncritica lly”  a ll of the 
pronouncements coming out of Moscow, in 
cluding support o f S talin’s purge tria ls. 
Their “ error”  in the Minneapolis case can 
be d irectly traced to the infamous Moscow 
frame-up tria ls . In fact, they repeated the 
same abusive slanders, stigm atizing the 
Minneapolis defendants as “ seditious 
spies, wreckers, diversionists and sa
boteurs.”

So long as the American CP does not 
openly repudiate the Moscow frame-up 
tria ls  the source o f the “ erro r”  remains 
untouched and can give rise to sim ilar 
“errors”  in the future. 'And its  no good 
w aiting fo r Moscow to do it  firs t.
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By Tom Kerry
In its  f irs t fu l l  m eeting since 

1951, the na tiona l com m ittee o f 
the Com m unist P a rty  m et in  New 
York recently, to  cod ify  the ex
trem e r ig h t  tu rn ’ .which has led 
the Am erican S ta lin is ts  deep in to  
the leprous swamp o f cap ita lis t 
pa rty  po litics . W ith  the CP na
tiona l com m ittee meeting, the 
S ta lin is ts  come out m ore openly 
as supporters o f th e  “ lib e ra l”  
w ing o f the Dem ocratic pa rty . 
W ith  the po licy decided, the 
membership w ill now be " c la r i
fied.”  A s usual, the  process o f 
c la rifica tion  involves “ s e lf-c r itic a l”  
repud ia tion  o f the .previous line.

Bach S ta lin is t z ig -zag carries 
its  own “ the o re tica l”  ju s tifica tio n . 
The cu rre n t “ lin e ”  was embodied 
in  a re p o rt by CP general sec
re ta ry  Eugene Dennis, rev iew ing  
the past, repud ia ting  previous 
po licy and .la y in g  down the line 
fo r  the fu tu re . “ Dennis’ searching 
exam ination o f the la s t decade 
o f the P a r ty ’s w o rk ,”  says the ' 
M ay 6 Sunday W orker, “ placed 
his p rinc ipa l emphasis on what, 
he viewed as shortcom ings and 
m istaken estim ates wh ich he 
characterized as ‘m a in ly  le ft-sec
ta ria n  in. character.’ ”  The re 
p o rt was adopted unanim ously.

U » fo rtu n a te ly , the . fu ll te x t o f 
the Dennis re p o rt has not yet

been made public. The D a ily  and 
Sunday W orker rep o rts  o f the CP 
confab do n o t cite the  precise 
“ le ft-se c ta ria n ”  e rro rs  to which 
the Dennis re p o rt alludes.

T h is  gap is  filled  in  by  S ta l
in is t  “ labo r exp e rt”  George 
M o rris  w r it in g  in the A p r i l 22 
D a ily  W orker. The “ le ft is m  in  
the ranks o f the M arx is ts ,”  says 
M orris , con tribu ted to the s p lit 
in the CIO in  w h ich the  S ta l
in is t-con tro lled  unions were ex
pelled and subsequently cu t to 
pieces. The e rro r o f the “ le f t , ”  
according to M o rris , was its  
“ re fusa l to  re tre a t and com
prom ise some when th a t was 
im pera tive , especially on the 
pres identia l race and on- the 
M arsha ll p lan .”

E R R E D  ON CO LD W A R ?
The expulsion o f the S ta lin is t- 

contro lled unions oaime as an 
a fte rm a th  o f  the 1948 CTO cou- 
ve.n'tilon fo llo w in g  the election o f 
H a rry  T rum an. The S ta lin is ts  had 
sponsored the Progressive P a rty  
and its  candidate fo r  president, 
H e n ry  W allace. The M arshall 
p lan was the cornerstone o f the 
T rum an. Doctrine w ith  its  po licy 
o f “ con ta inm ent”  and cold w ar. 
The S ta lin is t a ttem p t to  coin
prom ise on the M arsha ll p lan by 
proposing its  funds be allocated 
th rough  the U n ited  Nations was

Lab o r Statesman a t W ork

Joao Coulart, ( le f t )  V ice-President o f B raz il, chats w ith  
A F L -C IO  president George Meany. a t W ashington luncheon in  
G ou la rt’s honor. The South A m erican  ca p ita lis t governm ent 
o ffic ia l lectured th e  union group on the m ost e ffic ie n t ways to  
combat “ com m unist”  in f i lt ra t io n  in  the la bo r movement.

sum m arily  rejected. To say now, 
tha t the “ le f t ”  should have “ re 
treated and com prom ised”  on 
these issues can on ly  mean tha t 
the S ta lin is ts  should have sup
ported T rum an  and the cold war 
against the Soviet' U nion. Is  th is  
what they have in  m ind now w ith  
th e ir  .policy o f suppo rting  the 
“ F a ir  Deal”  w in g  o f the Dem
ocratic p a rty?

When ttlie S ta lin is ts  begin re 
w r it in g  h is to ry  they always have 
a po litica l m otive. The curren t 
emphasis on “ le f t  - secta rian”  
eiTors is  designed to  screen 
another o p p o rtu n is t zig-zag. W ha t 
was “ le f t ”  about th e ir  previous 
po licy? In  1948 they supported a 
c a p ita lis t “ th ir d ”  pa rty , w ith  a 
ca p ita lis t p ro g ra m  and a cap ita l
is t candidate. I t  was the po litics  
o f class collaiboa'atd'on. They 
spurned the class concept o f an 
independent labo r p a r ty  based on 
the mass o rgan iza tions o f the 
Am erican w o rk in g  class,, the trade 
unions.

Instead, they  spawned a pe tty - 
bourgeois hodge-podge. The c o r
rect cha racte riza tion  o f th a t 
po licy is no t “ le ft-sec ta rian ”  but 
op po rtun is t adven tu rism ; i.e., 
S ta lin ism . Thousands o f w orkers  
were v ic tim ized  in, the process. 
B u t th a t is always the by-p roduct 
o f (S ta lin is t po litics, w hether o f 
the “ le f t ”  o r “ r ig h t ”  va rie ty .

L E N IN IS T  P R IN C IP L E
The term s “ le f t ”  and ‘‘ r ig h t ”  

are meaningless unless some 
po in t o f departure is fixed. The 
S ta lin is ts  contend they are M a rx 
ists. N o t on ly  M arx is ts , belt 
Len in is ts  to boot. In  socia list 
though t and action, Lenin ism  is 
d is tingu ished as revo lu tiona ry  
M arx ism  in ' con trad is tinc tion  to  
socia l-re fo rm ism . I t  is  a funda
m ental Len in is t p rinc ip le  th a t the 
crossing o f class lines in  po litics 
is a be traya l o f socialism . Lenin 
was absolute ly in fle x ib le  in his 
adherence to  princ ip le . He com 
bined p rinc ip led  intansigeance 
w ith  the  utm ost tac tica l fle x - 
ib i l t iy .  Accord ing to  Lenin, tactics 
are a lways subordinated to p r in 
cip le and cannot be in  v io la tion  
(hereof.

When viewed fro m  the stand 
po in t o f M a rx is t-L e n in is t p r in 
ciple, the so-called “ le ft-sec ta rian ”  
po licy o f the A m erican S ta lin is ts  
is seen as no th in g  bu t bhe rankest 
opportun ism . And the “ th e o re ti
ca l”  ju s tifica tio n s  th a t accompany 
each change in  line  are com
pounded o f the flim s ie s t counter
fe it. i

A ccord ing to  Dennis, one o f the 
baisic causes fo r  . pas t “ le f t ;  
sectarian”  erro rs was th e ir  “ mds-

taken estim ates on the im m inence 
o f w a r,”  wh ich led to  a “ w rong 
tà'ctidal conclusion.”  T h a t is, the 
organization, o f the W allace 
“ peace”  p a r ty  in 1948. In  the 
W allace p a rty  the  illusion, was 
assiduously sown among the w o rk 
ers. that, w a r could be averted 
th rough the medium o f a “ th ird ”  
c a p ita lis t p a r ty  w ith  a  pac ifis t 
p rogram . W ha t is invo lved is no 
mere “ ta c tica l”  e rro r  b f.t a 
v io la tio n  o f M a rx is t p rinc ip le . 
Inasmuch as the Stall™  sits have 
raised the slag'a/n: Back to  Lenin, 
le t ’s check Dennis aga inst Lenin.

A S TO R M Y  EPO CH
Len in  characterized ou r age as 

the epoch o f wars, revo lu tions 
and colon ia l up ris ings . He re ite r 
ated over and over- again tha t 
cap ita lism  and socialism  could 
no t ex is t in d e fin ite ly  side by side. 
One o r the other m us t prevail. 
That so long as cap ita lism  exists 
w ar is inevitab le . T h a t the on ly 
e ffec tive  means o f conducting the 
s trugg le  aga inst c a p ita lis t w a r 
was th rough  the uncoortpixwiîsing' 
medium o f the class- s trugg le . 
T ha t the aim  o f the class s tru g 
gle is the abo lition  o f cap ita lism  
and the goal the v ic to ry  o f so
cia lism . O nly then would w ar 
vanish fro m  the face o f the earth.

The question o f the imminence 
or non-imm inence o f w ar is not 
a m a tte r o f d ra w in g  up a t im e 
table and then tu rn in g  the class 
s trugg le  on ¡or o f f  in accordance 
w ith  (he “ estim ates,”  m istaken or 
otherw ise, contained there in . Thai 
is not M a rx is t theory  but S ta l
in is t c lap trap . Dennis has a theory 
bu t i t  is not tha t o f the Le n in is t 
class s trugg le .

As ag a in s t Lenin, Dennis 
defends the Rhixishchev - S ta lin  
po licy o f “ peacefu l coexistence.”  
Th is “ theory.”  i f  i t  can be 
d ign ified  by the name, holds tha t 
the ca p ita lis t and non-cap ita lis t 
w o rld  chn exist, side by side; fo r  r 
prolonged and inde fin ite  period o f 
tim e. T h a t w a r under cap ita lism  
is n o t inevitab le . F rom  Liais con
cept flow s th e  class eollaboi’aiUon 
po licy  o f w o rld  S ta lin ism  as 
adapted to the na tiona l p e cu lia ri
ties o f each coun try . In  th is  
coun try  i t  is t-ramslated in to  sup
p o r t fo r  the Dem ocratic p a rty  
whose m ain c ritic ism  o f E isen
how er’« fo re ig n  p o licy  is th a t the 
Republican admind s tra t i on is not 
spending enough money fo r  m il i 
ta ry  -armaments.

Len in  and Dennis can’t  both be 
r ig h t .  A ll theories are subjected 
to  the  acid tes t o f experience. 
The events o f the  past ten years 
have proven, i f  a d d itio n a l, p ro o f 
be necessary, th a t Len in ’s ana lys is

o f our epoch has been confirmed. 
Scarcely a  single day has passed 
since the' end o f W orld  W ar I I  in  
w h ich the  w o rld  has no t w it 
nessed w ar, re vo lu tio n  and colo
n ia l u p ris in g . “ Peaceful coexi
stence”  is conspicuous by its  
absence.

Dennis’ second “ the o re tica l”  ex
p lana tion  is no be tte r than his 
f irs t. A no the r cause fo r  “ le f t -  
secta rian”  e rro rs  in  the past, he 
says, was due to “ an  over- 
estim ation o f the im m inence o f a 
deep cyc lica l economic c r is is ."  
As w ith  the  question o f w ar, 
Dennis muddies e ve ry th in g  up.

W hat “ tac tica l conclusion”  does 
Dennis derive from  the fa c t tha t 
p rospe rity  in  the U.S. has led to 
an am e lio ra tion  o f the  class 
s trugg le?  He proposes to ca ll i t  
o f f  fo r  the du ra tion  o f p rospe rity  
in o rd e r to avoid the “ le ft-sec
ta r ia n ”  erro rs o f the past. W hat 
is involved in. the Dennis “ theo ry ”  
is no t a .m atter o f tem po b u t o f 
fundam ental prognosis. There are 
pundits who contend tha t A m e r
ican cap ita lism  has solved the 
problem o f re c u rr in g  economic 
cris is. I f  th a t is  tru e  then so
cia lism  becomes a u top ia  and 
class s tru g g le  a figm ent o f the 
im ag ina tion . W here do Dennis 
and Company stand?

A t the  ve ry  m om ent th a t signs 
o f g ro w in g  c r is is  appear in the 
A m erican economy the S ta lin is ts  
propose to declare a m ora to riu m  
on the class s tra g g le  and in v ite  
the w orkers to  support the 
Dem ocratic pa rty , one o f the tw in  
bu lw arks o f ca p ita lis t ru le . S ta l
in is t po litics  have no th ing  w h a t
ever to  do w ith  M arx ism . 
v One no tew o rthy  cha racte ris tic  
o f thèse S ta lin is t “ le f t ”  and 
“ r ig h t ”  osc illa tions is th a t the 
pendulum never sw ings as fa r  
le f t  as before and always fu rth e r- 
to the lig h t .  The Itheoretieal 
rev is ion ism  o f the 20th Congress 
in Moscow accelerated the r ig h t - 
ward sw ing  o f w orld  S ta lin ism . 
The • o p po rtu n is t leaders o f the 
Am erican CP, a lw ays uncom 
fo rtab le  -in th e ir  periods o f “ le f t ”  
pretensions have embraced the 
r ig h t  tu rn  w ith  genuine en
thusiasm . I t  su its  th e ir  char
acter and mood.

T h e ir spurious “ re -eva luation”  
and repud ia tion  o f th e ir  past 
“ le ft-sec ta rian ”  line  is, in  essence, 
an adapta tion to the opportun is t 
po litics  o f the Am erican labor 
bureaucracy.
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SWP and Monthly Review DiscussionD E T R O IT — The Y oung Social
is t C lub o f W ayne U n ive rs ity  
has been suppressed. A ga inst 
the  wishes o f representative s tu 
dent and fa cu lty  opin ion, reac
tion a ry  forces in the u n ive rs ity  
a d m in is tra tion  have succeeded—  
te m p o ra rily — in rid d in g  W ayne of 
the on ly non-conform ist student 
p o litica l o rgan iza tion  recognized 
on th is  campus fo r several years.

The YSC, organized in the fa l l  
o f 1954, was fro m  the beg inn ing 
a tho rn  in the side o f the con
serva tive u n iv e rs ity  a d m in is tra 
tion . F a r more active than the 
Y oung Republicans and Young 
Dem ocrats, i t  aggressive ly  de
fended the theories and policies 
o f socialism  as w e ll as c iv il l ib 
erties— on and o f f  the campus. 
Last fa l l  i t  extended its  socia list 
propaganda w ith  the publication 
o f a magazine, the W ayne So
c ia lis t.

R edba iting  and general p o lit ic 
a l apathy combined to  keep the 
c lub ’s m em bership sm all, bu t i t  
won a repu ta tion  as a serious 
p o litica l group and go t a hearing 
fro m  m any students who were 
u n w illin g  to jo in  themselves. The 
f irs t  issues o f the W ayne Social
is t .got a favo rab le  reception on 
the campus, and indicated a 
g ro w in g  in fluence fo r  the club.

B u t the W ayne S ocia lis t got
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under the sk in  o f the u n ive rs ity  
a d m in is tra tion , w h ich  was then 
busy t ry in g  to get the State Leg
is la tu re  to accept W ayne as a 
state un ive rs ity . “ Get the Young 
Socia list Club o f f  the campus by 
hook o r by crook”  became the 
objective o f a d m in is tra tion  forces 
anxious to appear “ respectable”  
in the eyes o f the Republican 
State Leg is la ture .

No group on the campus cared 
lo  t r y  to end the YSC’s in fluence 
by engaging in debate over its  
ideas and policies. Instead, it  
was decided to ' suppress the club 
by chang ing the rules under 
which student po litica l clubs op
erate so as to make the YSC—  
and the YSC alone— in e lig ib le  fo r  
continued recogn ition . One Dr. 
R. F. Steadman, cha irm an o f the 
P o litica l Science Departm ent 
which supervises the student 
p o lit ic a l a c tiv itie s  program  at 
W ayne, was entrusted w ith  the 
job.

Steadman’s game was a sim ple 
one. He c a re fu lly  studied the 
com position o f the YSC and 
worked ou t a num ber o f changes 
in regu la tions th a t would resu lt 
in de p riv ing  the  YSC o f its  cam
pus recogn ition . Then he b u ll
dozed his P o litica l Science De
pa rtm ent in to  approv ing  the 
proposed changes by a na rrow  
m arg in .

One change was to  ba r fro m  
membership in  p o lit ic a l clubs a 
la rge po rtion  o f p a rt- t im e  s tu 
dents (m a in ly  fro m  w o rk in g  class 
and poor fa m ilie s  unable to go 
to school fu l l  t im e ). A no the r was 
to change requirem ents fo r  o f 
ficers o f the clubs so th a t the 
present YSC o ffice rs  would be 
unable to continue serv ing  as 
o ffice rs . A  th ird  was to subject 
a ll p o lit ic a l pub lica tions to cen
sorship (o n ly  the YSC had such 
a p u b lica tio n ). A  fo u rth  was to 
compel the  YSC to change its  
name to the Y oung Socialist 
W orkers Club (a lthough  m any o f
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STORM OF PRO TEST
Steadman then subm itted his 

proposed changes to the advisory 
council o f the P o litica l Science 
D epartm ent, which is composed 
o f representatives o f a ll three 
p o lit ic a l clubs a t W ayne and the 
chairm en o f the p o lit ic a l parties 
on the ba llo t in  W ayne County.

Even before th is  advisory 
council met, Steadman’s propos
als evoked a storm  o f pro test 
from  the campus. The Student 
Le g is la tu re  and many o ther s tu 
dent groups s tro n g ly  denounced 
them as a ttacks on free  discus
sion and academic freedom . Sev
era l student leaders and faculty- 
members signed a statem ent 
asking tha t they not be pu t in to  
e ffec t.

Then to top i t  o ff, the advis
o ry  council, in wh ich the social
ists were a m in o rity , decisively 
rejected every one o f Steadm an’s 
proposals a f te r  he had personally 
appeared before it ,  p leading fo r  
th e ir  acceptance, a d m ittin g  they 
were aimed a t the YSC alone, 
and severely c r it ic iz in g  the  s tu
dent groups th a t had dared to 
ob ject to  them.

B u t m a jo r ity  op in ion ra re ly  
stops bureaucrats. On the eve of 
the State Leg is la tu re ’s vote on 
the b ill to  make W ayne a state 
u n ive rs ity , Steadman bypassed 
the adv isory  council, ignored the 
pro tests on the campus— and pu t 
the  new regu la tions in to  e ffec t 
by decree. ( Iro n ic a lly , th is  action 
coincided w ith  the celebration o f 
Academic Freedom Week on the 
campus.)

The YSC was sim ultaneously 
suspended and proh ib ited  from  
m eeting on the  campus u n til i t  
could com ply w ith  the new rules. 
U nable to com ply, the club ap
pealed Steadman’s a rb itra ry  ac
tion  to the Council o f Deans. So 
fa r  the Deans have taken no ac
tion  bu t to "rece ive”  the appeal. 
B u t a ll signs ind ica te  tha t 
Steadman’s superiors v iew  his 
actions w ith  approval o r in d u l
gence, and th a t fo r  the tim e  be
in g  the on ly  voice o f o ff ic ia lly  
recognized p o lit ic a l dissent at 
W ayne has been s tifled .

Pending fina l d isposition o f 
th e ir appeal, the members o f the 
YSC have not decided on th e ir 
next steps. One th in g  is sure, 
however. The bureaucra tic  sup
pression o f th e ir  club hasn’t 
weakened th e ir be lie f in  the cor
rectness o f the ideas o f social
ism. nor th e ir  de term ination  to 
defend and spread those ideas 
wherever students are w illin g  to 
discuss them .

[In  its  M ay issue. M on th ly  
Review published a le tte r  from  
the election cam paign m anager 
o f the Socia lis t W orkers  P a rty , 
A r t  Sharon, ca llin g  on the 
magazine to  support the Socialist 
W orkers ticke t. We publish here
w ith  the  tex t o f Sharon’s le tte r, 
the rep ly  o f M R ’s ed ito rs and our 
own comment. —  E d.]

SWP LETTER
Dear M,r. H u berm an:

We note w ith  in te re s t you r 
s ta tem ent in the  M arch  issue o f 
M on th ly  Review  s ta tin g  you r in 
ten tion o f suppo rting  a  soc ia lis t 
tic k e t in  the com ing national 
elections.

You say y o u r choice o f so
c ia lis t ticke ts  w ill be made fro m  
among the fo u r  soc ia lis t pa rties : 
the Oommuni'st P a rty , the Socia l
is t  P a rty , the S ocia lis t Labor 
Party,, o r  tihe S ocia lis t W ork  era 
Party .

On the basis o f you r c r ite r ia , 
the C om m unist P a rty  obviously 
cannot be supported. I ts  po licy is 
one o f suppo rting  Dem ocrats and 
in line  w ith  th a t i t  wiilil n o t enter 
a na tiona l t ic k e t in  th is  com ing 
electora l contest.

The S oc ia lis t P a rty  has a 
s im ila r  e lectora l pos ition ; con
sequently no slate o f the Socia list 
P a rty  w ill appear on the ba llo t. 
T h is  is fu r th e r  a ttested bo by the 
fa ilu re  o f the S oc ia lis t P a rty  to 
enter p res iden tia l candidates in  
the recent im p o rta n t Pennsyl
vania nom inations.

T h is  leaves on ly  the  Socia list 
Labor P a rty  and ourselves. We 
subm it th a t you r ,position  on the 
Russian R evolution and the Soviet 
Un ion rules out the SLP on p r in 
ciple.

You c r it ic iz e  the Socia list 
W orkers P a rty  as advocating so
cia lism  “ in  an un rea lis tic  sec
ta ria n  w ay.”  W e don’t  th in k  we 
do, b iit  we would be happy to ex
plore be tte r methods o f “ ad
vocating socia lism .”  W e would be 
hlappy to discuss w ith  you any 
specific expression o f ou r alleged 
secta rian ism . F u rth e r you c r i t i 
cize the SW P fo r  “ focusing its  
energies on a tta ck in g  S ta lin ism .”  
Perhaps since the' 20th Congress 
o f the  CPSU you are now re 
eva lua ting  th a t p a r tic u la r  c r it ic 
ism. A t  any ra te  you m ust re 
cognize th a t a long w ith  ou r re 
jec tion  o f “ S ta lin ism ”  goes its  
co ro lla ry  defense o f Lenin ism  and 
the conquests o f the  Russian 
Revolution.

There is a vas t accum ulation o f 
m isunderstand ing, d is to rtion , and 
slander th a t  make up the  body o f 
attacks on. the SWP. This- in  large

measure deters m any “ le f t  ele
ments”  fro m  suppo rting  the SW P 
pled to ra lly . We are in terested in 
separa ting honest d ifferences 
fro m  fa n c ifu l nonsense, and to 
th a t end welcome every oppor
tu n ity  to do so.

In  sho rt we are asking fo r  your 
support in  the 1956 elections. W'e 
would like  fu r th e r , to  present our 
case few electora l support to the 
SWP in your pub lica tion . A  good 
beg inn ing w ould be the publica
tion  o f th is  le tte r.

MR EDITOR'S REPLY
F o r  the present, we w a n t on ly 

to make a few  b r ie f comments 
on the le tte r  from  A r t  Sharon of 
the S oc ia lis t W orkers  P a rty  
which is the fina l cotfim unication 
prin ted  below. The purpose is to 
remove possible ariisunderstandiug 
abou-t M R ’s basic position.

In  h is  le tte r  to  Joan R ---------- ,
Leo H aber man w ro te : “ The T ro t- 
sky ite  S ocia lis t W orkers P a rty  
advocates socialism , bu t in  an un
rea lis tic  sectarian w ay w ith  a ll 
its  energies focused on a ttack ing  
S ta lin ism .”  To th is  M r. Sharon 
rep lies: Perhaps since the 20th 
Congress o f the GPSTJ you are 
now' re-evailuating th a t p a rtic u la r 
c ritic ism . A t  any ra te  you m ust 
recognize th a t a long w ith  our re 
jec tion  o f ‘S ta lin ism ’ goes its  
co ro lla ry  defense o f Lenin ism  and 
the conquests o f the Russian 
Revolu tion .”

The im p lica tion  o f th is  ob
v iously is  th a t we would no rm a lly  
determ ine ou r a tt itu d e  and posi
tion in  the lig h t  o f w h a t happens 
in the Soviet U n ion. In  respecit 
to  some th in g s  —  p a rtic u la r ly  
in te rn a l developments in  the so
c ia lis t countries —  th is  is  o f 
course p e rfe c tly  true . B u t we 
w a n t to  make i t  as clear as we 
possib ly can th a t w h a t we th in k  
about the  U n ited  States —  in 
c lud ing  each and every .political 
p a rty  o r g roup ing  in  th is  country 
—  is com ple te ly  independent, o f 
w ha t happens in  the Soviet U n ion. 
The notion th a t because o f the 
a ttack on S ta lin ism  hy the 20th 
Congress o f the  OPSU (w hich in 
and o f i ts e lf  ce rta in ly  has 
positive aspects), the re fo re  we 
would re-evaluate ou r c r it ic is m  o f 
the SW P fo r  focusing its  energies 
o-n a ttack ing  S ta lin ism  proves no t 
on ly thiat the SW P doesn't under
stand us b u t also th a t the SW T 
its e l f  s t i l l  th in k s  in  essentia lly 
“ Russian”  term s. A t  bo ttom , the 
weaknes and sectarianism  o f the 
SWP has had precise ly the same 
roots as the weakness and sec
ta ria n ism  o f the Com m unist 
P a r ty :  bo th  have been dom inated

by Soviet developments; ne ithe r 
has ever succeeded in  w o rk ing  
ou t Am erican solutions fo r  A m e r
ican problem®1.

T h is  b rings us to the second 
sentence quoted fro m  M r. Sharon's 
le tte r. The SWP, he appears to  be 
saying, bases its e lf  on Leninism  
and the conquests o f the Russian 
Revolution. Is  th is  the correct and 
appropria te  position fo r  the 
Am erican L e f t  to take? W ith  
regard to  the  conquests o f the 
Russian R evolution, the answer is 
an unqualified a ff irm a tiv e . The 
Russian and Chinese Revolutions 
are to the tw en tie th  cen tury what 
the A m erican and French Revolu
tions were to the eighteenth. They 
belong to  a ll o f progressive 
hum an ity , and anyone who claim s 
to be o f the L e ft  and s t i l l  refuses 
to1 defend th e ir  h is to r ic  achieve
ments is e ith e r a fraud  o r a foo l.

Is  the same tru e  o f Lenin ism  ? 
In  our view, the answer depends 
on w ha t you understand by the 
term . Lenin was one o f the 
g reatest men who ever lived, and 
much o f w h a t he accomplished 
in the fie lds o f tho ugh t and action 
has un iversa l v a lid ity . B u t Lenin 
was also the  m aster s tra te g is t o f 
a revo lu tion  th a t took place under 
unique h is to rica l and geographica l 
conditions, and some o f h is  most 
f r u i t f u l  ideas and discoveries 
were designed to cope w ith  the 
problems o f the ezarislt empire 
in the w o rld  o f the la te  nineteenth 
and e a rly  tw e n tie th  centuries. 
How fa r  they are applicable to 
o ther countries and tim es the re 
fo re  depends to a ve ry  la rge 
exten t on how closely conditions 
resemble those o f pre -1917 
Russia.

T h is  is  no t the place to a ttem p t 
to  se ttle  the  question o f how 
much o f Len in ism  has relevance 
and v a lid ity  fo r  the U n ited  S tate1' 
a t m id -cen tu ry . B u t i t  is a good 
place to s tate th a t fo r  our p a rt 
we are certa in  th a t no t a ll o f 
has, and th a t the k ind  o f undis- 
e rim in ia ting  acceptance o f Len
in ism  as a Whole and w ith o u t 
qua lifica tion  th a t has always 
characterized both the SW P and 
the CP can he, has been, and 
w il l  continue to be a fa ta l politics? 
e rro r.

One fina l p o in t: one o f the 
nuann purposes o f the di seuss’o r 
w h ich is now go ing  on in  le ft-  
w ing  circles, and o f w h ich  th is  
discussion in  M R is  on ly  a sm all 
pa rt, mucst be prec ise ly  to  re 
assess past re la tions and a tt itu d e 1 
not on ly to S ta lin ism  b u t also to 
Lenin ism . And among the point« 
th a t oannot and should not. be, 
avoided a re  the na tu re  o f the

L e n in is t p a r ty  its e lf  and the 
L e n in is t*  conception o f the so
c ia lis t in te rn a tio n a l —  The 
E d ito rs .

OUR COMMENT
The le tte r  o f the  S W P  to the 

M on th ly  Review and the re p ly  of 
the MR editors obviously open a 
discussion on some o f the most 
fundam ental problem s o f A m e r
ican M arx ism . W e w il l  repo rt 
re g u la r ly  on the  progress o f the 
discussion and re p r in t the  most 
im p o rta n t documents. A t the o u t
set we w ish to make the fo llo w in g  
com m ents:

(1) The ed itors o f M on th ly  
Review have no t y e t rep lied to 
the specific question- posed in  A r t  
Sharon’s le tte r  —  nam ely, w ill 
Leo Huberm an support the SWP 
ticke t in 1956? In  the M arch issue 
o f M R H uberm an stated th a t he 
would have to choose between the 
Com m unist, S ocia list, S ocia lis t- 
La bo r and S ocia lis t W forkers 
Parties. B u t, as Sharon pointed 
out., the on ly  rad ica l pa rties  w ith  
candidates are the S oc ia lis t-Labor 
and SWP. W hich w i l l  Huberm an 
endorse and w hy?

(2) W e take note o f a ra th e r 
s ta r t lin g  change o f f r o n t  in- the 
c ritic ism  addressed by MR editors 
against the SW P. They used to 
smear the T ro tsky is ts  w ith  the 
S ta lin is t fab rica tio ns  o f the M os
cow F ram e-U p T ria ls . These 
slanders included alleged enm ity  
on. o u r p a r t to the Soviet Un ion 
and Lenin ism . Now  M on th ly  
Review concedes th a t *we do 
uphold [Leninism and do defend 
the Soviet U n ion —  h u t finds th is  
to  be precisely our crim e. F u rth e r
more, according to Huberm an and 
Sweezey we era in  these respects 
together w ith  •—  the Com m unist 
P a r ty !

T he  M R  ed ito rs have n o t ye t 
in fo rm ed the rad ica l w o rkers  
w h a t they now  th in k  o f the Mos
cow T r ia ls  —  Which they once 
endorsed; o f an ti-S em itism  under 
S ta lin  —  w hich they once covered 
up; o r o f S ta lin  h im s e lf —  whom 
they once exalted in  the best 
m anner o f the S ta lin  cu lt. They 
on ly  in tim a te  th a t they atre no 
longer defending these hideous 
perversions. B u t in th e ir  h u r ry  to 
get ou t fro m  under now th a t 
S ta lin ism  stands exposed by  the 
K re m lin  chiefs, themselves, the 
M R ed itors have resorted to  the 
dodge o f churning th a t S ta lin ism  
and T ro tsky ism  (th e  persecutor 
and the v ic t im ) are —  tw ins. This 
is  n o t a w o rth y  procedure.

(3 ) The CP and the SW P are 
both Len in is ts , say the  MR

editors. B u t the CP preaches the 
crassest fo rm  o f c lass-collabora
tion  by g iv in g  suppo rt to  the 
Dem ocratic P a rty . The SWP 
upholds the re vo lu tio n a ry  p ro 
gram  o f independent class po
lit ic a l action as a p rinc ip le . Len in  
fo r  h is p a r t  ta u g h t /that i t  was 
be traya l fo crass class lines in  
po lities  and guided the Com
munist. In te rn a tio n a l on th a t basis 
du rin g  its  f irs t  five  years. Isn ’t  i t  
c lear th a t the SW P uphold® the 
princ ip led  pos ition  o f Lenin ism , 
w h ile  the  CP has no th in g  in  
common w ith  it?

( I )  W e disagree fundam enta lly  
w ith  the declaration o f the M R  
ed itors contained in the  phrase 
tha t w ha t they “ th in k  about the 
U n ited S tates —  inc lud ing  each 
and every p o lit ic a l p a rty  o r 
g roup ing in  th is  coun try  —  is 
com plete ly independent o f what, 
happens in the Soviet LInion.”  The 
Russian Revolution has dom inated 
the ¡radical movem ent in  th is  
country and every o th e r cou n try  
o f the w orld  since 1917.

T h is  was no accident. N o r was 
i t  due to im m a tu r ity  on the .part 
o f revo lu tiona ry  w orkers. The ex
p lanation  fo r  the touchstone 
character o f the Russian question 
in  shaping every p o lit ic a l tendency 
is th is : The Russian R evolu tion 
was the f irs t  in  a pracess o f 
w o rld  revo lu tion . The develop
m ent o f soc ia lis t the o ry  and 
practice Could on ly  proceed fro m  
the lessons o f th a t g re a t event. 
The w o rld  revo lu tiona ry  process 
could on ly  un fo ld  under the in 
s p ira tio n  o f its  f ir s t  g re a t con
quest.

The degeneration o f the Soviet 
Union th rew  a te rr ib le  b lig h t over 
the course o f the S oc ia lis t move
ment. B u t-the , cure fo r  the  b lig h t  
is  no t to escape to an exclusive 
na tion a l v iew  —  as the M R p ro 
pose® a t the same tim e i t  con
tinues to apologize fo r  the K rem 
lin  bureaucracy —  but defense o f 
Leninism  aga inst S ta lin ism . T h is  
has been and continues bo be the  
course o f the SWP.
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