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I MEMO 
\Vhat's behind the Eisenhower srnile'! 
Next nlollth James M. Fenwick comes up .with all 

article on that well':'known Columbia educator and 
Hterary man \vhich "Ton't encourage anybody to vote 
for hiIn in 1952 .... It's the only ~uch political and 
social examination of the Ulan that we've seen, and 
took some digging .... Gunthel'jzed,it would be called 
hltdde E1iscuholuer . .. . 

• 
Is thcre a student 1110VCluent today'! 
Sinc.e the florescent days of the 'aos, nothing much 

has been heard about student hl0vements and activi­
ties on the canlpuses, but things are going 011 •••• Ju­
lius Falk, national secretary of the Socialist Youth 
LeHgue~ writes next month on the state of student 
ologanizations and radical n10vements in the colleges 
of the country .... What has happened to the \Yallace­
ites (Young Progressives of America) ? Is there a Stu­
dent League for Industrial Democracy still alive and 
kicking? \Vhat are the prospects for a socialist stu­
<.lent federation? ... And so on. 

• 
/tully St'uuuda, whose article 011 the Stalinist re~ 

giJlle in Czechoslovakia since the February 1948 coup 
appears in this issue, is one of the oldest militants of 
the Comlnunh;t and Trotskyist movement in that 
country .. , . Ben llall is the Detroit organizer of the 
\Vorkers Party. , .. Jack B1'ad is the man whose arti­
cles on China in Labm' Action have aroused so much 
tlttention and interest .. , . Henry Judd conducts the 
"\Vorld Politics" column of Labor Action, and Jacques 
is all American socialist of long standing in the l\1:arx­
ist Jll0Vement. 

• 
COl1Ullellts fron1 letters fronl abroad: 
An instructor at an Australian labor college 

wd tcs: " ... thank you for the great assistance you 
ha ve rendered us <l urillg the past year by sending 
Lubur ActioH and THE NEW INTERNATIONAL •..• As 
we are isolated aud receive scant news on political 
issues in Europe, etc., the iufornlation supplied by 
your publications is of h~enlendous assistance to stu­
dents here." 

FrotH India a lueIuber of the Socialist Party 
Inelnoes: HI alll pleased to get THE NEW INTERNA­
TIONAL f.fnd Labor A·ct'ioll . ... I aln circulating them 
to all meu1bers. of our unit and also to this district." 

Anpther Australian friend has this to say: "I take 
thi~ opportunity to tell you how much we here enjoy 
THE NEW INTERNATIONAL and Labor Action-· the 
Hrtides OJ} China ,verc ct;pccially good. Though I per­
Huually don't agree with you on many points, I think 
that your articles are quite the best thing coming 
fron1 the United States Left at the ftlOnlent." 

J 



THE NEW INTERNATIONAL 
A Monthly Organ of Revolutionary Marxism 

VOL. XV FEBRUARY 1949 NO.2 

Truman's Fair Deal: Payment Deferred 
The "New New Deal" and the Labor L.eaders 

Dictator Hitler pronlised del h'­
cry of a ne,,," Volkswagon. Millions of AnlericHll 
workers already own automobiles. In keeping "'ith the 
more prosperous standard of living in the United 
States, democrat Truman promises a \\Thole new New 
Deal. 

The United States is still a capitalist democracy 
while Germany was a totalitarian dictatorship; but 
the pronlise of the denlocrat, like the promise of the 
dictator, depends for its fulfillment upon \vinning un­
contested mastery of the ,vorld-and this in turn de­
pends upon the outcome of a new,vorld ,var. But prep­
arations for this ,var, to say nothing of the ,val" it­
self, make their o,vn denlands-demands ,vhich run 
counter to another Ne\" Deal. 

The next period of American politics could there­
fore be summarized under the following head: HA neu' 
N e~v Deal gua1'a'nteed but S01new hat deferred. S'I1Htll 
down paY'11~ents '}1'l,a'y be available /Tom tin1,e to tinwas 
conditions per'JJtit." The labor leadership has accepted 
the promissory note of the newly elected administra­
tion and like honest, understanding creditors are de­
termined to help the debtor achieve that situation in 
life which will permit speedy payment; hope seems to 
lie only in the adjustment of the economy of the whole 
world to the needs of capitalism in the United States. 

1'he labor officialdom will soon be play ing . a ne\v 
role in which they have hardly had tinle to become 
proficient: labor diplomats selling good will for Amer­
ican imperialism among the workers of the world. 

The so-called bipartisull foreign policy unites the 
Denlocratic and Republican Parties. '''hat dOlnestic 
policy is best suited to the needs of this nlutually 
agreed-upon foreign PQIicy'? The answer to this ques­
tion divides them. The Republican policy, despite its 
evasive character in the '48 campaign, can be SUll1-

111arized: Abandoll New DeaHsm; it is impossible to 
behave both like a \vorld ernperor and a reforIner. 

Haggling over Ininor itenls in the inlperialist ex­
pense account, the Republicans often seem like dinl­
witted misers; but these pinch-penny candidates for 
the post of administering the United States govern­
ment-over-governments sho\v that they understand 
how heavy the price of the tasks ahead and ho,v strict 
the need for co'nserving resources and checking bank 
balances to preserve stability at home. Senator Taft 

denlunded that the nUlll fr0111 Missouri sho\\' hinl how 
to continue ERP and military preparations and yet at 
the sanle time increase drastically the social services, 
housing, etc.; raise wages and the standard of living 
of the people; and in addition to all that, clamp th~ lid 
on inflation. No reply. 

The Republicans canle to the Senate hearing's 011 

BRP outfitted with powerful reading glass~s to scruti­
nize the small print in the reports of the Denlocratic 
officials. Can a nickel be shaved off here, a dinle there';' 

"Even assuming the reasonable success of what­
ever program we adopt," said Senator Hickellioopel' 
of Iowa, "for a long period [nothing] will in any way 
relieve us from the very substantial burden of mili­
tary strength . . . if ,ve spend billions of doBars in 
this period of time, the next few months or the next 
two or three years, for goods and materials that come 
out of the tight American economy, my view is that it 
is bound to increase the inflationary pressures on this 
economy here ... it is ,veIl to canvass the cost of t.his 
thing ... ,\?ith our eyes open ... ,vhat we are getting-
into ... " and more and more of the same. 

The Price We Pay 

In one of his rare references tq current problenls 
not limited to artistic platitudes, Governor Dewey 
spoke of inflation: "The first c~use is the terrific cost 
of the war ill nloney and goods .... rfhe second cause 
... is our peace-waging program which we have 
adopted to help free nations get bac1{ on their feet and 
to strengthen our OVvll national defcnsc.~' 

Paying high prices is a patriotic duty according to 
Stassen, who said, "Clearly the pritnary causes of high 
prices are the wor ld-wide shortage of goods in the 
,vake of war, coupled with the unsound policies of the 
Administration after the war artd the further urgent 
neccssity of sending quantities of American goods 
abroad to help the peoples of other nations to regain 
their feet. Every tiIuc all Anlerican fanlily ot' all 
Anlerican housewife pays a high price for food, she 
is paying a part of the price for America's assistance 
to millions of people abroad. This is a price that we 
should be proud to pay." 

• 
Abandonment of a policy of extensive refortllS and 

a(~ceptance of the inevitability-evell the desirability 



_. of inflation (desirable because inevitable under 
"free enterprise"; the bourgeois formula is: high 
prices equals high profits equals high production 
equals lower prices) means the abandonmsnt of that 
labor policy which is associated with reforms. 

The labor policy of the' old New Deal bought off the 
labor leadership with a series of reform-ransoms; 
the loyalty of the union movement to the administra­
tion was guaranteed; the stability of the labor official­
dom reinforced, But a policy of withdrawal of reforms 
would so undermine the stability of the labor leader­
ship that with the best will in the world it could not 
control its ranks. A conservative leadership might in 
all sincerity promise to continue conservative policies; 
but who can promise that they will be able to keep 
their promises and who can guarantee that the guar­
an tors will remain leaders? 

The Republican party would cancel the policy of 
controlling the union movement primarily through 
th~ union leadership; it would establish direct state 
control of the union and its officialdom. The Taft­
Hartley Law with its anti-Communist affidavits was 
the clearest expression of the new line. It controlled 
the unions and their officers. From affidavits applica­
ble to members of the Communist Party to general 
~'Ioyalty" affidavits applicable to all genuine union 
militants is a short step. 

Truman and the Democratic Party 

The 1948 elections settled only one thing: dreams 
are to be tested against reality. Truman promises to 
harmonize the clashing needs of capitalist world 
policy and liberal reformism. He was trapped into 
making this promise despite himself. 

Nominated with Roosevelt in 1944 as a concession 
to the more conservative elements of his party, Tru­
man, the president, tried his best to carry out a right­
wing policy. But the more success crowned these ef­
forts, the less did it smile on his chances of re-elec­
tion. He reacted to the outraged cries of the capitalist 
class in the first two strike waves that plagued his 
administration. He unearthed statutes to justify in­
junctions and fines against the United Mine Workers. 
He dusted off n10ldy law books to discover the right 
to draft all railroad strikers; and to the almost unani­
mous applause of its members, dramatically inter­
rupted his address to Congress to announce his suc­
cess in breaking the rail stoppage. He could not quite 
decide whether to sign or- to veto the Taft-Hartley 
Law, and when he finally acted he put himself on rec­
ord for a more "reasonable" law restricting labor. 
Under pressure from the meat packers, he abolished 
meat price cOL trol and soon found himself signing 
away price control completely. 

All was in order except one thing: the Democratic 
Party and the president-by-act-of-God were totally 
superfluous for such a policy.' The Republican Party 
could serve just as well and had the advantage of 
prior copyright. While the continuation of this policy 

did not necessarily mean that Truman 'would have to 
re-enter the haberdashery business, it did mean that 
he would have to move out of the WhiteHou~e. 

The labor leadership became more and more Ull­

easy. Murray denounced Truman in extreme ternu;. 
Whitney of the Railway Trainmen pledged himself 
solemnly to raise millions to ensure Truman's defeat 
in 1948. Rumors, suggestions, threats that the.officiaJ 
labor movement would embark upon some new politi­
cal path were heard. Even-lord forbid-maybe a 
labor party! Wallace walked out to form his third 
party threatening to wean away millions of Demo­
cratic voters by a very radical platform of renewed 
New Dealism. Inside the Democratic Party the stop­
Truman movement began. 

Strategy and Its Result 
The CIO officials and their intellectual camp fol­

lowers of the Americans for Democratic Action spear­
headed the drive to nominate some other Democrat in 
'48. Eisenhower, Douglas ... better the unknown evil 
than the known. Mayor O'Dwyer of New York City 
joined the anti-Truman bandwagon. This archetypi­
cal product of the Northern political machine whose 
political power has more and more come to depend 
upon votes of the organized workers had previously 
proclaimed a "Taft-Hartley Veto Day" in his own 
home town to hold the votes of unionists for his local 
party. 

Things looked bad for Truman. But the trend was 
reversed by his shift to the left made necessary by a 
most realistic and vulgar estimation of his chances of 
holding power through any other course. Predictions 
about the speedy disintegration of the Democratic 
Party and the rapid emergence of some new political 
formation proved to be premature and based upon a 
failure to estimate the full effects of the turn in Demo­
cratic Party policy. 

The most signifi.cant aspect of Truman's electioll 
and the victory of his party was not the fact that the 
victory took place but the switch in policies which 
made it possible. The turn began toward the end of 
1947 with Truman's report to Congress in which he 
outlined in vague terms a program for a continued 
New Deal. He continued with the enunciation of a 
civil-rights program with drove the Dixiecrats out 
of the party and conducted his election campaign with 
vigorous attacks on "Wall Street" and denunciations 
of the Taft-Hartley Law as its instrument. 

The new strategy was not adopted simply as a des­
perate measure to make an election victory possible 
but also to ensure the retention of party strength in 
the event of defeat, looking toward a possible come­
back. A defeated Democratic Party was to emerge 
from the election as the party of the New Deal, carry~ 
ing on opposition to the Republican administration 
as the true representative of the "people" and as a 
fighter for liberal principles. Now, however, the 
would-be New Dealers must assume responsibility for 
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the execution of their fine promises, since they com­
mand control of all department~ of government. 

Plucking the Fruits of Imperialism 

Can imperialism today be reconciled with a policy 
of liberalism and reform at home '! 

The sweeping- victory of the Democratic Party in 
the elections made possible by Truman's swing to the 
left tests this proposition again. Prosperity ,and sta­
bility in the U. S., upon which a new New Deal would 
depend, is not a simple domestic affair but a problem 
of the complicated connections of the United States 
with world economy. In the minds of the liberal Dem­
ocrats, imperialism, far from contradicting their lib­
eralism, is inseparably associated with it. Let us see 
how this works out. 

Early 1946: President Truman transmits a report 
to Congress on foreign loans and the Bretton Woods 
agreement, a report which is signed by James M. 
Byrnes, Marriner S. Eccles and-none other than 
Henry A. Wallace, who at this time held a common 
view with them. These days of bright optimism have 
vanished, days when the thoroughgoing nature of the 
rift with Russia was still unclear. Nevertheless, this 
report still floodlights the liberal capitalist mentality. 
And here are its main aspects: 

(1) America must have large foreign markets. 

"During the war many of our important indus­
tries, particularly in the field of capital goods, were 
built up to capacities far in excess of any foreseeable 
peacetime domestic demands. With the elimin~tion of 
war demands, much of this American productive. ca­
pacity may be unused." 

The foreign-loan program of the United States "is 
directed toward the creation of an international eco­
nomic environment permitting a large volume of trade 
among all nations. This program is predicated on the 
view that a productive and peaceful world must be 
free from warring economic blocs and from barriers 
which obstruct the free flow of international trade 
and productive capital. Only by the re-establishment 
of high levels of production and trade the world over 
can the United States be assured in future years of a 
sustained level of exports appropriate to the main­
tenance of high levels of domestic production and em­
ployment." 

(2) But the nations of the world do not have the 
price-they must have dollars to purchase American 
goods. The United States has an enormous favorable 
balance of trade with the rest of the world. (In 1947, 
for example, the U. S. exported fifteen billion dollars' 
worth of good and imported only six billion.) 

The' report tells us that dollars must be supplied 
to the world by loans and by the investment of capita] 
abroad by the American capitalist class. "In' a world 
of peace, prosperity and a liberal trade policy, there 
lnay ,veIl be a revival and continuation of American 

private investment on a large scale including· rein­
ve~tment of the profit~ of indu~try .... Such an in .. 
crease of invcHtment iH a Jluturul and wholesome de­
velopment for a wealthy community." 

(8) These loans, however, will have to be repaid, 
with interest of course. 

(Drastic steps soon had to be taken to meet the 
threat of Russian expansion. The Marshall Plan, de­
vised later, involves grants, not loan.'5, to European 
nations to help seal them off from Russian influence. 
As a weapon of the "cold" war with Russia, the Mar­
shall Plan differs from the scheme devised in this re­
port which presents a long-term conception based 
upon the exploitation of a normal, peaceful world; 
that is, one in which the United States has no serious 
riva1. Grants made under the Marshall Plan make no 
formal provisions for payment of interest either in 
money or in any other way. As Paul Hoffman, Eco­
nomic Cooperation Administrator, has said: "The 
power of the purse is more effective if it is not formal­
ized." ) 

We will keep investing and lending. These loans 
and investments will earn profits which must be paid 
by the nation blessed with the indebtedness. So long 
as the total of new loans and investments exceeds the 
amoun,t which the foreign nations will have to pay to 
us in the form of (a) payments of interest and prin­
cipal on the old debts, plus (b) dividends paid on the 
capital invested by our bourgeoisie abroad, plus (c) 
payments to cover their excess imports from the 
United States-so long as this is the case, the affair 
will run smoothly for the U. S. We will enjoy pros­
perity. They will enjoy loans and investments and the 
rig-ht to pay for the same. 

Day of ReckoninCJ 

(4) But the day of reckoning will come. At some 
point in this scheme the nations of the world will havp 
to pay us such enormous amounts to cover the princi­
pal and interest on loans and profits of American­
owned industry that new investments will fail to keel) 
pace. "Receipts on foreign investment will exceed new 
investment," predicts the report. "Net repayment" 
will begin. 

(5) Happy thought: the United States will then 
be able to live off the rest of the world. 

When net repayment begins, whether this he a few years 
01' many decades from now, it will involve an excess of im­
ports of goods and services ... over our total exports of good~ 
and services. The growth of our population and the depletion 
of our natural resources and the increase in our staridard or 
living will increase the need for imported products and these 
developments together with the maintenance of a high ami 
stable level of employment will facilitate this adjustment .... 
The receipt of payments on our foreign loans in the form :of 
goods and services is entirely consistent with increased ex­
ports from this country and rising production at home amt 
will contribute to a rising living standard in the United States 
in the same way that a private individual's earnings on his 
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invflstHI(·.nt~ nud,(~. }1of;sthle :tu jllerNlse jll his OW)) livhlg' f41 atH)4 

ui·us. 
• 

This is the "One World" of imperialisnl. Amer­
icancapitalism is to buy up the world to provide for 
its ·old, ~,ge. Such is the "liberal" perspective for "\vo1"1(1 
development and the inseparable connection which it 
establishes· between foreign policy and reform 11oli-· 
f:ieR~ 

Leaving aside the question of whether this per­
spective is possible under any circumstances, \ve must 
write across the report in, heavy lilies: "Net payment 
deferred,." Unfortunately for this Utopian landlord'~ 
dr~am. ot world rent collections, other dreamel"~ 
d.t:-eam.ed dreams. 

The pacific execution of this plan depended upon 
an ··agreement . with Russia, which by "agreement" 
was:to'take its place as a lesser partner assigned to 
a'slow·and steady reduction by the nlight of the Amer­
ican dollar. If we could buyout the rest of the wodd. 
why not Russia? rrhe Russian ruling class, ho\vever, 
!ia\v no reason to shape the world to the needs of the 
Alnerican bourgeoisie when it could just as well be 
subordinated to the needs of the Moscow bureaucraey. 
The 3talfnists took control of half of Europe, wrested 
ib;industry out of the American world and attached 
it to Russian economy. Showing no sign of altering­
it~ policy, Russia was transformed from a "gIoriouR 
ally," fighting in its o,vn peculiar way for the free­
dOID of the earth, into a horrible dictatorship bring­
j ng tyranny and its own trade ag'reements to whol{' 
~()l1ntries. 

The fruit of imperialism doesn't fall into our lap. 
\Vhen "re shake the tree we dislodg'e a ,vild bear. And 
~o, instead of enjoying the fruit we must arm OUI'­

selves and hire assistants to kill the bear. Thus enrlp.d 
Experiment No.1 in post-war New Dealism. 

For Imperialism-at a Lower Price 
The Republican spokesmen understand in their 

own way that in the long run in1perialism is incom·· 
patible \vith a liberal policy. lIenry A. Wallace undet'" 
stands it in a somewhat different way. Instead ofa 
turn in domestic policy he proposes a turn in foreign 
policy, or mor~ accurately, a return to the illusions 
that accompanied the first flush of victory in 'val". 

One of the authors of the plan for a painless con­
quest of the ,vorld by purchase, Wallace turned 
abruptly ·a way from his co-signers when it becamc' 
increasingly c1ear that this path led to\\rard war. To 
participate comfortably in an easy exploitation of tl1(~ 
world-that is one thing. To fight a war anrl to pre­
pare for it-that is something else ngain. 

The Wallace movement, ((part from, iff; Stalinixf 
aspect.'l, represented a peace movement of the pett~1 
bourg'eoisie to enjoy the benefits of international 
conquest but unwilling to bear its expense. In the ah­
sence of an~' leadership from the labor movement, it 

Wa:.; the Stalilli.st::; wll() I.'Hpital iZt'd ()fI the pY'l'V:ti r ng 
peace sentiment. 

The keynote of the Wallace campaign was: war 
and war preparations would make a New Deal inl­
possible. "I • •• in a. great arsenal of two world wars," 
he. said in Bridgeport, "I speak for peace .... We ca.ll~ 
not: raise living standards and armies too. We cannot 
huild homer-; and barracks too. , .. 1'he two old parties 
are, after all, the same. Given a foreign policy rlirectcd 
clgainst the common man all over the wo'rld, they mu:.;t 
combine on a bipartisan domestic policy directed 
against the common m.un in the U.S.A." Instead of the 
singlehanded domination of the world by the United 
States, he proposed H condominium with Russia, t.o 
Hvoid war. 

The costs of war ano imperialism are borne not. 
by the working class alone but by all the poorer· and 
even the not-so-poor sections of the population. Du r­
ing the last war, thousands of small enterprises were 
swamped by t~e needs of war production. Whole sec­
tions of the middle class, white collar workers and pro­
fessionals were even less able than the organizerl 
working class to defend themselves against i,nflation. 

A sympathetic audience heard Wallace ask: "flow 
CHn Democrats or Republicans or the labor mislcaders 
who support them check inflation when they won't cut 
the arms expenditures which cause inflation?" Re­
form and war are irreconcilable .... From the stand­
point not of the lower but of the highest sections of 
the bOLlrg'eoisie, Republican policy l'ests on the same 
gronnd. 

Labor Leadership 
The WallaceiteH and the Republicans, each in their 

own way, comprehend the basic tendency of Amer­
ican imperialism. The labor officialdom, however, is 
hound to the Democratic administration by the com­
mon hope of reconciling the imperialist Ijne of the 
United States with a continuation of liberal policies. 

The leaders of the CIO hailed General· Eisen­
hower ClS one of the pretenders to the throne of King­
Franklin. They thereby concretized the connection in 
their minds between the might of American arms and 
continued New DeaHsm. At the CIO convention, Su­
fH'eme Court Justice Douglas stressed the importance 
of the intel'national role of the ·American labor move­
ment in a speech which so impressed the delegates 
that the~' decided to distribute thousands of copies of 
his ren1Hl'·ks. 

He said:· The American workers ha'oe an inter­
national task to perform. The European labor move­
ment, struggling' to free itself from Stalinist domina­
tion, needs the assistance of its American section. 
But so far, only submission to American domination 
and dictation has been offered as a substitute for Sta­
Iinisrn. Not being American labor leaders, the Euro­
pean workers do not glow with enthusiasm. But let 
the most powerful section of the world working class, 
the American working class, which is itself striking 
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Stalinisnl uown, ~peak out openly and aggl'CSSlvety 
in defense of the democratic rights of the peoples of 
the world and Stalinism will.ha;vereceived a terrible, 
even nlol'tal, blo'\v. But that means to speak out with­
out evasion or diplomacy against all oppression and 
dictatorship, that which originates fron1 the 'United 
States as well as that which originates from Russia. 

But, sadly, what Douglas has in mind, of course, 
is not thiS' but the inestinlable value of the labor lead­
ership as walking' delegates for American imperialism 
among the skeptical European workers. And, just as 
sadly, he is justified in his expectations. When John 
L~ Lewis denounced the shooting of French miners by 
the American-financed governluent we listened in 
vain for some sympathetic echo fronl the labor ofll­
da:ldom. Walter 'Reuther speaks voluminously on al­
most every subject of current events, on plans for 
prosperity, 011 raising wages 'without increasing 
prices; but he is ~n "architect of th~ futllre" whose 
plans leave him little time to concern himself ,vith 
the rights of peoples dominated by our government', 
peoples whose fnte ,viII Rffert that future. 

"Internationalism" ? 

Faithful advocates of the bipartisan foreign pol­
ICY, our own labor leadership parrots, with a certain 
delay, the phrases emanating- from \Vaghington. \Vhen 
the administration anticipated a long period of col­
laboration with RusRia, the IVfurrays maintained H 

close alliance with StaliniRl11 at home and abroad. A~ 
American diplon)ab~ exchanged friendly greetings 
with the Stalinist delegates at ,vorld conferenceR, the 
representatives of the CIO tipped their' hats to the 
dictatorially appointed Russian "union" delegateR at 
the World Federation of Trade Unions. The warm 
fraternity chilled when lVlosco\v frowned on \VaRh­
ington. Our labor leaders a-woke to their differences 
with Stalinism; and so the big offensive in the ulljon~ 
against it and the pending demise of the \VFTU. 

As Wallace-Truman dreamed of ensuring Amer­
ican. prosperity by the peaceable financial conquest of 
the world, the CIO sn1iled in its slun1ber. One of ib; 
pamphlets issued to popularize the above-mentioned 
Bretton \Voods agreement quotes 1\1 urray: "In addi­
tion to a domestic program for full production in the 
U. S. there must be a vigorous long-term program of 
international commerce," he said. The pamphlet con­
tinued: "Our hope for 5,000,000 jobs through foreign 
trade lies in the industrialization of nations and con­
tinents sllch as China, Africa, Latin America, India 
and a big expansion of industry in theSoviet Union." 
And to avoid any misunderstanding': "This money 
(loans) is invested, not spent. Countrie~ that secure 
aid from both the Bank and the Fund will repay the 
loans. The fact that loans will be lnade only for pro­
ductive purposes is the guarantee of that ... [some 
people] fear that Bretton Woods will \vipe out pri­
vate banking. This is not so, since banks will continue 

to 1uake loans supervised by the Dank fol' Reconstruc­
tion and Development." 

Soon the breezes will blo,;v a spate of "labor" 
~pceche~ 011 the glories of internationalism. The· inter­
nationalism of the American worker~l however, can 
consist of one kind or another: that is, the American 
workers can hitch their fate to the. progress of Amer­
ican imperialism abroad or they can attach·themselves 
to the 'vorker~ and oppres~ed peoples of the \vorld. 
These are two different kinds of "internationalism." 
The first is laborite imperial ism; the second is gen. 
uine working-class internationalism. 

In ,Japan, strikes broken and governnlent \vorkers 
denied the right to organize; in France, American 
bullets for luiners; in Gern1any, hundreds of thou­
~ands of workers demonstrate in the Western zones 
for \vages to nleet the costs of inflation. From our own 
labor state~men, the ne,vly naturalized "'citizens of 
the \vorld," \ve hear only the mealy-mouthed diplo~ 
matic formulations of the recent rIO convention. 

Case of Greece 
In the true Amet'ican internationalist spirit is the 

\vretched Clinton Golden, chief labor advisor of the 
Americ~'ln IVIission for Aid to Greece 1947-8, trained 
for this noble mission Ufo; an official of Gitizen ~lur­
t'ay's Steel\Vorkers union. A few choice excerpts from 
his report, printed in the Labo'r lnfot'mation Bulletin 
of the Department of Labor, illustrate ho\v our \vorld 
h'n \'elel's become the weasel apolog'ist~ for semi-fa~" 
~i~t: l'eg'imes-A mel'iean Sll pporterl. 

They. [the Communj~hll had control for a time of the Greel .. 
Confedel'ation oJ Labol.' hut the court~ had un~eated th~ Com­
nlllni~t executive, because of election irregularities and ap­
l)ointed other pel'~otl~ as proviHional appointees. Under their 
hl\\"foI [everything stl'ietly "Leg'aI" you see], the courts named 
twenty-one persons, :-::ev'en each from the tht'ee major political 
gt'oup:;:: Lihel'als, Populists, and the left-wing Communist. 
gTOllp. Six of the seven left-wingers' decided they wouldn'J 
:-;ervc and challenged the action of the courts as being "of a 
fasciRt character. Thi~ ('mlhled them to ('(\nfll~f' the ,lahol' union," 
i~t::-: of the cOllntl'~·.'~ 

So you see, the tt'ouble with the above "legal" ac­
tiol1\vas Hot that itwa.'i fascist in cha. .. acter but that 
it: helped the Communi~b~ "eonfl1~e" the worker~ by 
(,Rlling it fascist! 

The Communh;ts hud tl'ied to convey the impression and J 
think they were fairly. Rtlccessful [Stalinist propaganda-how 
~tt'tfl1l!] that in Greece there was no freedom, no civil rights! 
no free speech or assembly. They had claimed the government 
was fascist and the American Mission was primnril~' concerned 
with maintaining that kind of government .... 

An emergency session of the Greek Parliament convened 
because of"l'eports of a possible Communist coup passed a law 
prohibiting strikes and lockouts with a death penalty. But after 
we had been there awhile and when the Greek government re­
ceived protests from the AFL and t.he CIO against the anti­
strike law they cooled off on that iRSlW. Strikes have heen called 
since and 1'10 one has been arrested or shot, and J am informed 
that the law will be repealed soon. 

How can one call this government "fascist"? It 
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promises not to execute strikers, when pressed. True 
the law is still on the books, says Golden, but "soon ... " 
About six months after his optimistic report on the 
progress of a liberalism which promises under duress 
not to shoot strikers, it required the intervention of a 
UN subcommittee to compel the Greek government to 
abandon preparations for the execution of ten Greek 
maritime unionists. 

Just Not Interested 

Accepting the same analysis of the world role of 
U. S. capitalism as the bourgeoisie, our labor leaders, 
especially those of the CIO, have been content to leave 
questions of "foreig-n policy" in the safe hands of the 
official diplomats. When the administration for its 
own reasons was denouncing the crushing of the oppo­
sition by Stalinism in the countries of the Russian 
sphere of influence, they were only moderately inter­
ested. 

Walter Reuther engaged in a two-year bitter fac­
tional fight with Stalinists during' which every con­
ceivable issue that served the strukgle ,vas raked to 
the fore by both sides. One of the largest single na­
tionality groupings in the U AWare the Polish work­
ers, intensely coneerned with the murderous actions 
of the Stalinist gangsters in Poland. Reuthef' over­
looked this question. The top leadership of the CIO 
has just concluded a fight against the CP concentrated 
on the issues of the ~Iarshall Plan and support of 
Wallace, both alosely related of course to international 
policy. We saw disciplinary measures invoked, abrupt 
commands issued, but we heard no political exposure 
of the reactionary work of Stalinism everywhere in 
the world against the working class. 

What accounts for this indifference? Simple de­
votion to American foreign policy would seem to de­
mand a different attitude. We must conclude, however 
simple the answer, that the "world citizens" of th~ 
CIO were just not interested. And now, if they an~ 
to busy themselves with international affairs at the 
invitation of a government which is sorely in need of 
apologists throughout the world, we must be excwwd 
for our lack of enthusiasm. 

The new international role of the American labor 
leaders is closelY associated with the whole question 
of the new New Deal. American capitalism can pro­
vide itself permanently with effective labor ambas­
sadors abroad only if it can afford payment at home 
for services rendered. The alliance between the Demo­
cratic Party and the labor movement, which just man­
ng-eo to surv'ive the strains of the last three years, is 
an unstable treaty resting upon momentary, vanish­
ing factors, What made the left turn of President 
Truman possible '! 

New Dealism and war preparations, as the Repub­
licans and WaJIaceites .contend, tend to be mutually 
(·xclusive. But the capitalist state acquires an ade­
quate political line in a complieated faRhion under a 
bourgeoiH democracy where all claHHes, above all the 

,vorking class, maintain their rights, their organiza­
tions and their ability to carryon a coordinated strug­
gle in their own behalf. Not the best policy but the 
best possible policy prevails. In the intricate struggle 
between parties and factions, corresponding to) con­
flicts between classes and Hocial groupings, momen­
tary and opportunist interests playa big' part. (One 
virtue of fascism from the point of view of the capital­
ist class is that it is relieved of many of these tedious 
problems and can reach decisions more abr"uptly and 
more drastically.) 

A minimum of social conflict at home is indispen­
sable to meet the conflicts abroad. Elections, the test­
ing ground of political platforms and policy, show 
what policies can receive the maximum popular sup­
port and therefore how far the l:egime may go at any 
n10ment without coming into violent clash with its 
own working class. Those policies which receive a 
n1inimum of popular endorsement can be held in abey­
ance for new times and new tests. The 1948 elections 
slowed down the tendencies toward the right but did 
not and cO,uld not eliminate them. 

Not Another New Deal 
The United States today affords a short period of 

extended life for the antics of watered-down liberal­
ism-in-words. War production is hardly begun and it~ 
inflationary effects hardly felt. The full impact of the 
Marshall Plan is not yet felt; the United States has 
not yet thrown its own resources fully into the effort. 
vVhile not powerful enough to buy off the working 
class of the whole world, industrial United States is 
rich enough to provide its ruling class with rising 
profits and still, for the moment, tolerate meager con­
cessions to its own working class. 

The most authentic representatives of big capital 
have been willing to forgo a show-down battle with 
organized labor; in the strike movement of 1948 we 
sa w General Motors, Ford and Chrysler after a brief 
moment of hesitation reach amicable wage settlements 
which set a "pattern" of peaceful a·greements for the 
decisive sections of industry. 

To continue this pattern, acceptable (o~ at least 
tolerable) to the capitalist class, it is possible to 
modify the most extreme provisions. of the Taft­
Hartley Law. This temporary objective situation 
made the Truman turn not only a policy whtch could 
assure a Democratic victory in the elections but one 
vvhich was within the limits of what was immediately 
acceptable, even if not most desirable, to indl1str~r. 
Possible and acceptable-but not for very long. 

Truman represents not another New Deal but n 
temporary dabbling in liberal trivialities, especially 
in words. The irreducible need of the new adminis­
tration is to ·prepare for war. It has therefore no in­
tention of freeing the union movement from govern­
ITIent controls. It intends to replace the hated T-H Law 
with a more "t'eusonahle" n1easnre of control which 
will insulate the economy fron1 the electric shock or 
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mass strikes. In this one instance, th,e whole new New 
Deal is exposed. The government does not have full 
confidence in the union movement and its leadership 
hecause it has no confidence in its own ability to 
pacify them with reforms. 

There is a certain justification for this lack of con­
fidence. The Democratic Party, the labor leadership, 
fI,nd the rank and file of the unions all approach the 
putative new New Deal in a different fashion. Capi­
talist politicians may modify their attitude toward re­
forms, offering or withdrawing them as suits the 
basic needs of the system and class whose wealth oil~ 
their poJitical machines and personal careers. Election 
dflfeats are no tragedy. When the great liberal, New 
Deal Senator Brown of Michigan, was defeated by the 
JtepubJican Ferguson, he soon found employment as 
head of the Detroit Edison Company. A brief synop­
sis of his biography is the biography of all liberal 
oemocrats: he was liberal-but not too liberal. 

IIReasonable" Labor Control 

For the labor officialdom, this is a life-and-death 
question: almost (if the word does not seem out of 
place in this connection) a matter of "principle." 
Periods of reform mean stability for the leadership; 
periods of reaction undermine this stability. Fresh in 
the mind of every porkchopper is the nightmare ex­
perience of World War II. The conservative leader­
ship summarized its loyalty to the war in the no-strike 
pledge just as today it hopes to pledge its loyalty to 
the Marshall Plan by accepting "reasonable" meas­
tires of labor control. 

But while the war made it difficult to make gains 
for the workers it did not prevent the capitalist class 
from striking blows at the unions. Rank-and-file move­
ments developed within the unions against the leader­
ship under the slogan "Rescind the No-Strike Pledge." 
In at least three important CIO unions, the leader­
ship faced serious opposition: John Green in the 
Shipbuilders Union saw his regime threatened; Sher­
win Dalrymple in the Rubber Workers Union saved 
his administration only by resigning in favor of L. S. 
Buckmaster, who in turn held on to the presidency 
at the last convention of his union by a few votes; 
R. J. Thomas and George Addes in the Auto Workers 
Union were utterly and finally defeated by Walter 
Reuther, who knew how to take advantage of the dis-
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content that had accumulated during the war years. 

The end of the war brought relief to the sorely 
In·essed leadership, but it had hardly exhaled a collec­
tive sigh of relaxation following the celebration over 
the election of Roosevelt for a fourth term than the. 
rightward swing' of the new Truman administration 
and the Republican victory of 1946 shocked them into 
new moods of anxiety. The 1948 elections permit thenl 
another short respite to chase rainbows. At last they 
can begin to usher in the brave new world which they 
have spoken of for so many years and prayed for so 
often in vain. Are the new hopes any more lil{f:)ly of 
flllfillment than the 01<1 '! 

• 
During World War II, various maps and atlases 

were sold with the promises by the publishers that, 
upon conclusion of the war and the peace settlements 
that would follow, new and more up-to-dat@. editions 
would be forthcoming gratis or at some nominal fee. 
As the trusting purchaser of one of these atlases, I 
Htill await redemption of this promise some years af­
t(ll' the hostilities have ended. But one can bear no 
grudge: with the best will in the world the publishers 
cannot achieve the impossible. If the simple promise 
to deliver a new map of the world cannot be redeemed, 
how much faith can one put in the pledges of the 
Atatesmen and politicians to deliver not a map but the 
new world itself-a liberal, progressive world-at 
least for the American people? 

The difficulty is that while the New Deal is to 
come as the promised fruit of victory in warfare, the 
preparations for war and, of course, the war itself 
yield only the fruits of reaction. That is ,,,hy we can 
have no confidence in the Truman regime. The labor 
holder of the promissory note of the new administra­
tion will be faced not with a future of slow and steady 
payment but of more and increasingly insistent de­
mands for more credit. 

HEN HALL 

a quarterly of student socialist opinion 

STUDENT PARTISAN 
livest student periodical on the campuses 

NOW OUT! Winter 1949 issue-special issue 
on the German Problem in World Politics 

published by the 

POLITICS CLUB 
University of Chicago 

Order from Politics Club 
University of Chicato 
Chicato 37. III. 

1 5 cents a copy 
12 cents In bundles 

of five or more. 

THE HEW INTERNATIONAL. • fflRUARY J949 41 



The RDR-An Interpretation 
A View of France's New Socialist Movement 

f;Vithout /indlng it nccessCl'l'y to e:cpress ou r opi'u­
ion on all the pointB Tai8ed in the tlPO a,rt'icles

l 
'which 

follow, the Editorial BonTd wishe8 to 1nake clear its 
di.culgree1nent mith the aplJ1"oach and views of Jacques, 
-tha.t is, his cOlnpletely n.egcdi've attit'lule toward the 
RDR-and its agreement luith Com,ra.de Judd that the 
RDR "1nerits the friendlier.:t and 'Jrwst 'welconling 1"e­
sponse frorn A n~erican socialists." The reply by .Tudd 
l"as 10riUen at 0111' request. We are also m,a/Cing plans 
for fur'ther discussion of this irnportanf new socialist 
1novement in Francp in ,'";ub:;:equent issues.-THE ED­
ITORS. 

• 
Every ne,,, current of thought in the 

present period is scanned eagerly for the possible 
light. it may throw on coming events. Particularly is 
this true ill thoRe countries which show every sign 
of social instability since the end of the ,val'. The 
sudden prominence of the RDR (Rally of Revolution­
ary Denl0crats), involving some of the foremost 
French intellectuals, deserves more than passing­
analysis for the significance it may have as a portent. 

The leaders of this n10vement. have held some sur­
prisingly well-attended meetings in Paris, notably 
one in the Salle Pleyel reported at length in their 
press, La Gauche, of December 20, 1948. Here we 
find the speeches of leftist writers from a number of 
countries : Jean-Paul Sartre, David Rousset, Breton 
of France; Theodor Plivier of Germany; Carlo Levi 
of Italy; Richard \Vright of the United States. All 
these writers have certain traits in common, revealed 
clearly in their speeches. 

They voice, all of them without exception, a deep 
mistrust of political parties, not excluding vanguard 
workers' parties. This is the fruit of complete clis­
illusion with the aftermath of the October Revolution, 
to which most of these intellectuals felt drawn. Anti­
Stalinism, the antipathy to the totalitarian regime in 
Hussia based on the police power of the GPU and it~~ 
concentration camps, has rlriven them to turn thei r 
backs on all politics. 

ACJainst Party Affiliations 
Yet they know well the hollow fraud of bourgeois 

democracy and so, unlike many American writers, 
they do not yield before the pressure of the Western 
democracies and place no reliance on the democratic 
imperialists to overcome Stalinism. They speak openly 
for a revolutionary change in the economic bases of 
capitalist society. Since, however, this grouping con­
cludes from experience that there must be an in­
evitable bureaucratization of state power under the 

control. of a political party, their main concern and 
their 1"uison cl'etre, as a movement, is to defend liberty 
and democracy. 

Andre Breton tells us how he and Albert Camus 
vo\ved, after the French liberation, never to affiliate 
to any political party. Georges Altman, whose break 
with the Stalinists on the Franc Tireur was an im­
'portant occurrence,_ calls for an Internationalism of 
the Spirit to bring about the total emancipation of 
man, to combat all dictators and dictatorships, to 
fight all police states. Rousset, former Trotskyist, tells 
hrie'fly of his experiences in Spain where he saw an 
entire people rise up "outside of the rigidity of 
parties" to overcome oppression. As soon as the 
parties stepped in, the inevitable bureaucratization 
\\'as followed shortly by reaction. 

It is Sartre who expresses best of all the spirit 
of the RDR. An article of his in the left ~ocialist press, 
La Pensee SociaUste, sums up his "platform." 

He wishes to unite the immediate demands of the 
workers with larger revolutionary aims and above 
all with the idea of liberty. Apolitical party cannot 
do this, since it must be a centralized organization 
\vith a top apparatus which can only issue commands. 
Only the people themselves can really take care of the 
needs of democracy from day to day. The masses 
must) organize as both producers and consumers in 
local committees, village committees, shop committees. 
It·is necessary that the toilers take power "one day," 
but if \ve do not want them to be replaced immediately 
in pO'wer by a bureau'cracy which pretends to repre­
sent them, then it is necessary to realize, outside of 
parties, in an extra-parliamentary domain, the bases 
of the democracy of the masses, something never 
before attempted. 

Sartre's Semi.Syndicalism 
Sartre proposes his movement for the purpose of 

realizing this in practice, as an experience, somewhat 
along the lines of the unions. "C'etait dans Ie syndicat 
que I'on pouvait Ie mieux etre un homme." (It wag 
in the unions that one could best be a man!) 

If this is not the orator's phrase used to flatter 
the organized "vorkers, it shows a singular illusion 
concerning the unions. The all too recent miners' 
~trike, in ,vhich the miners were forced to sacrifice 
their,own interests for those of the Stalinist hierarchy, 
causes Sartre to hark back to the past. But his nos­
talgia for the period of syndicalist control is hardly 
in keeping with the facts. One has to be incredibly 
naive to speak against bureaucracy and then to praise 
the unions in the same breath. 

• f t would be easy to ~,yeep aside the views of these 
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intellectuals as ineffectual abstractions which fail to 
deaL with concrete reality. Democracy is treated not 
as a method for attaining certain worthwhile goals 
but as an end in itself, as a "way of life." The class 
~truggle becomes emptierl of content in the hRnd~ of 
these non-M arxists. 

Sartre thinks he has found a new solution in the 
form of a ,vateved-down syndicalism. In their day the 
really revolutionary syndicalists had no doubt that 
their minority vanguard would finally succeed in 
leading the workers to power in the fa\!tories, mines 
and mills, the state being left to wither away. These 
'were not timid syndicalists 'who )"ejected the very 
thought of taking power because it must lead to 
corruption and would thus besmirch them spiritually. 

Sartre wishes a division of labor that, is utterly 
utopian. He takes it for granted that only a vanguard 
party can lead the workers and peasants t.o victory 

I 

in the taking of po,ver, but he cannot see that such n 
party must be molded from within by an alert and con­
scious membership and leadership that knows how to 
preserve democracy. Sartre sees the need for a mass 
force outside the party or parties which must preserve 
democracy and liberty despite the party leaders. This 
task he assigns to the new movement, the RDR, which 
he denies is a political movement since it has no desire 
to take power. To foster this aim, Sartre seeks the 
help of organizations, even parties, as 'well as in­
dividuals. 

Politics AII.lmportant 
The attempt at this late day, after the Octoner 

and post-October experiences, to organize the m~sses 
outside of political pa~ties so as to exert some measure 
of control over the state, can be looked upon only as 
a variety of neo-syndicalism. It shows a singular lack 
of insight into the history of this petty-bourgeois 
movement. The syndicalists, on every critical occasion, 
have invariably been forced to discard their previous 
tenets. They have split into two groups, one entering 
the ranks of the proletarian vanguard, the other 
allying itself ,vith the 'counter-revolutionary bour­
geoisie. Syndicalism is the historic expression of the 
inability of the petty bourgeoisie to make up its 
mind in the class struggle until forced to do so .by 
events. 

The RDR betrays this same trait. It stops before 
a major decision unable to solve its problems. France 
is today extremely unstable, ruled by a government 
'v~ch stands between the main contending forces in 
society, representing neither one. The all-important 
question .is the political one and no other: which class 
shall rule the state, for whose benefit shall it be used? 
The intellectuals of the RDR will stand aside froni this 
question in vain. They wish to shun the political path 
because they refuse to see that political parties are 

.like other human institutions which can and do out­
gro,Y their usefulness and sink into decay. What is 

ncce~sary when a party of the working' class degener­
ates is not to turn one's back on politics, but to build 
a new party. imbued with fresh revolutionary spirit. 

Sartre remarks: "We cannot do great things, 
except to denounce oppression every time under whnt­
ever its forms." It is necessary, he adds, to conduct 
this common struggle together. We will not enter 
into any .Socratic dialogue with Sartre concerning' 
how decisions are to be taken for the "struggle" in an 
organization such as the RDR. One may go all-out for 
discussion for democracy, yet it must be said that 
never have decisions been taken, in a loose organiza­
tion such as the RDR. except at the top. among the 
intellectual leaders. 

What Sartre and the others ~ay they intend is 
to create an "atmosphere," one in which liberty and 
democracy will thrive. We are more interested in 
the realities underlying this social phenomenon. The 
nlovement is itself not born in a vacuum but in a 
certain social atmosphere already existing. Why does 
it come into being precisely now? Intellectuals are 
frequently the first harbingers of a distinct change 
of sentiment in the environment. The RDR is both 
the product and the vocal expresRion of such a change. 
It: seeks and has found a responsive chord. 

What RDR Reflects 
The sudden growth of the RDR reveals that Stalin­

ism has passed its apogee in France and is now in 
decline. The masses extended a considerable credit 
to the Stalinist party after the liberation for several 
reasons. 

There was the success of Russia in the war which 
helped' bring French liberation. There ·was the role 
of Stalinism in the resistance movement, a good part 
of which was a self-created myth fostered by the 
typical propaganda of the Communist Party. Finally 
there was no other working-class force in being to 
which the masses could turn for leadership, so that 
the Stalinists 1;illed a virtual vacuum. It is the cynical 
treachery of the Communist Party that has brought 
about a positive working-class reaction against it. 
Disgust has mounted against a party whose high­
handed methods so clearly sacrificed the interests of 
the proletariat for those of the remote Kremlin. The 
callousness with which the mines were destroyed with 
not the faintest regard for the livelihood of the miners" 
the assault on Frenchy economy with no visible,benefit 
for the French masses - that has brought a change 
in the atmosphere. The Stalinists are forced to recog­
nize the new mood and to try a new tack. 

The RDR is also an expression of alarm over the 
menace of fascism in the deliberately toned-down De 
Gaulle movement of the Rally of the French People 
(RPF). De Gaulle pretends that his Rally is not a 
political party, that it is above political parties. Th<t 
leftist writers have imitated De Gaulle in this mysti­
cism, perhaps hoping to divert to the left the growing 
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Hentiment of mistruRt of the present political pal'tie~ 
HlHl away from the De Gaulle form of faschml. Thi~ 
i:-; all CITor for which ~o many paid in the pa:-;t. Tht' 
masses can defeat fascism only on the road of pro­
)fltnrian revolution. 

The RDR reflects accurately the rejection by 
French workers of the sharp posing of but two 
alternatives before them - either Western capitalism 
or Eastern Stalinism. Not only does neither of these 
alternatives embody their real needs and hopes, but 
they are profoundly anti-war and they see nothing 
but war in this dichotomy. The French Inasses have 
lo~t ~ympathy with Russian Stalinism as its totali­
tarinnism and brutality have been increasingly re­
vealed to them. But that has not meant any growth 
of sympathy for American imperialism with its Mar­
RhaJI Plan aid meant to stave off not only Stalinist 
penetration but the authentic proletarian revolution 
ClR well. 

The mistake, made by socialists and by the RDR as 
well, is in thinking that use· could be made of the 
preRent mood to build a "third force," opposed to both 
axes, east and west. The very term "third force" 
makes no appeal to workers, especially to the advanced 
layer. That section feels the need for a powerful 
movement of its own which shall become the first 
force, not the third. Many workers turned to Stalin­
ism because they felt it represented a great power 
which could be used to further their aims. Thev have 
turned away from it when experience taught them 
that this power was being exerted in utter indifference 
to their interests. 

Prospects for the Movement 

It is the natural fate of all half-way, indefinite 
movements without any real historic program to de­
cline rapidly. The RDR is a phenomenon that cannot 
Jive in its present form for very long. There is a 
distinct feeling that already it has begun to suffer a 
relapse. An "atmosphere" devoid of all tangible organ­
ization cannot maintain itself in being. The RDR can­
not build the type of committees of which Sartre 
s,peaks. These would approximate soviets and could 
appear only. in the throes of a revolutionary situation 
in which power would be immediately at stake. Nor 
can the RDR build anything in the nature of a svn­
dicalist movenlent. That too requires organizing 
abilities beyond those of the present leaders of this 
jntellectual movement. 

What then? The Sartre movement is the contradic­
tion that epito111izes France today. It reveals with the 
clarity of an etching the unmistakable feeling of the 
masses that they need a new revolutionary party to 
defeat fascism and to usher in socialism. The "atmo .. 
sphere" is there but the party fails to spring up and 
flourish for lack of leadership. 

Had such leadership been already in existence, 
there can be little doubt that these French intellectuals 

would have found politics not so hopeless and they 
might we]] have moved fo),ward from the llnhmabl(l 
position they now occupy. S~l1'tre and hi~ feIlow 
writers modestly recognize that they are not aft.er' 
all Lenins and Trotskys. They can participate in the 
intellectual struggle and help to reveal and to create 
an atmosphere; but far, far more than that is neces·· 
sary. When Breton, in his speech in the Salle PleyeL 
mentioned Trotsky's name in connection with the 
Manifesto to the Intellectuals which Breton and Diego 
Rivera signed with Trotsky in 1938, there was imme·· 
diate spontaneous applause. That was no accident. 
Breton mentioned it precisely because he knew where 
the sympathies of the audiehce lay. Of course he men­
tions a Manifesto which he did absolutely nothing to 
further after he signed it. But the incident is symbolic 
in that the need for such a man as Trots)<.y 18 felt, to 
act as the polarizing force to really rally the masses. 

How It Harms Socialism 

It is possible that a section of the RDR may 
crystallize out to form one nucleus for the formation 
of a real mass vanguard party. There is no sign of 
this at the moment and it becomes therefore increas­
ingly less probable. Insofar as the RDR tends to 
create syndicalist moods among workers - that is, 
tends to turn away from politics and the building of 
a strong party of their own - it does harm to the 
movement. Its movement forward depends on forces 
other than itself, with far greater understanding of 
social motion. 

But its complete disappearance would mean that 
a time and a mood has been allowed to pass when the 
active vanguard could have been gathered into a 
revolutionary grouping. The time tests the leaders! 
This is the sense in which the total frustration of a 
movement which in and of itself could only prove 
abortive, would nevertheless represent a working­
class defeat, since the possibilities were present for 
the buildinr of a vanguard movement which yet failed 
to be achieverl. 
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The Real RDR-A Reply 

It i~ approximately one year 
since the RW3::;em,blenu;nt De'mocratique Revoluiio'lt­
nuit'e (Revolutionary Democratic Assembly, or Group­
ing) was founded in France. To have been founded 
in the first place and then to have grown ,within the 
space of one year to its present size and significance, 
certain unique circumstances must necessarily -have 
existed. These were found in the France of 1948. They 
may be summarized in the following terms: 

A poiarization,both political and ideological, took 
place rapidly in France after the end of the war. This 
polarization occurred at both the proletarian and 
bourgeois extremes of French society, and naturally 
tended to draw the numerous middle-class layers of 
France (peasantry, urban professionals and shop­
keepers, etc.) to one or the other side. In the general 
milieu of the Left, the French Stalinist party nat­
urally dominated. The tendency was toward the freez­
ing .fast of all political programs and doctrines. Ide­
ology, in working-class and progressive circles, be­
came compartmentalized, narrow and hard. In view 
of the fact that Stalinism was everywhere supreme in 
the field, that the Socialist Party had sunk back into 
a more than ever hopeless version of its pre-war re­
formism (after a short Resistance period of new life) , 
and that French official Trotskyism had proved its 
bankruptcy to all who cared to examine it, the politi­
cal outlook in France was gloomy indeed. One real 
movement existed-Stalinism; the rest was confusion 
and despair. 

RDR's Maior Role 
It is here that the RDR enters into the picture, 

I and if this is not understood then the RDR's great 
contribution and function can never be grasped. It 
broke up the icefields of Stalinist ideology and set the 
flux of French left-wing political life in motion once 
again. If it had accomplished no other purpose, its 
foundation would have more than outweighed its 
faults. 

One of the RDR's creators, David Rousset, has 
explained its historic function in these terms: 

We are thus faced by a vast social zone extending' from the 
moderate wing of the middle classes to working-class groups, 
either hostile to the Communist Party or disturbed and hesi­
tant with respect to its policies. Hundreds of thousands of men 
and women retire from public life. It is the most important 
social phenomenon in France today. It ruins any p?~sibi~iti~s 
for the traditional democratic play of forces. PolItICS IS 1n 

abeyance. If it persists and becomes aggravated, it will call 
forth a totalitarian solution. It indicates, finally, a dangerous 
sclerosis in French society. Our Assembiy, however, tends pre­
cisely to fill up this emptiness, to lead back to public life those 
ma:o!~e!'l who were (hawing away from it. This is what I mean 

Its Political Views and Role in France 

uy again giving' a popular basis to democracy. ["Discussioll 011 

Politics," Les Temps Model'1'leS, September 1948, p. 390.] 

Or again, in an article published in Le Senteu'l', 
organ ,of the French Federation of Christian Student 
Organizations, Rousset explains the origin of the RDR 
as follows: 

It is a framework for political action adapted to today's 
conditions, but due to the general decomposition of soci~d 
forces throughout France and Europe it is premature, so it 
seems to me,. tQ pose the problem of a new party demanding all 
ideological homogeneity that no one ca,n achieve at this moment. 
What is important is the assembling, on a broad front from 
an ideological viewpoint but more precise so far as immediatt~ 
program of action is concerned, of the very great number of 
Frenchmen who are tired of all that has happened these past 
years. Because the immediate danger, internally, is some au­
thorit.arian solution and ... externally, involvement in war. 
To prevent that, large masses, capable of expressing them­
selves, must be rapidly mobilized ... so that the existing rela­
tionship of forces may be modified. 

Within the context of the RDR's actuel and'liviIlg 
struggle against war and Gaullist reaction, of course, 
it is believed that the vital clarification of political 
and ideological problems will take place. 

New, Progressive Alternative 
Now, this is not the place to examine in any detaH 

whether the RDR, in one brief year, has lived up to 
all its hopes and expectations. Furthermore, its lead ... 
ers and spokesmen are best qualified to handle this 
question. We should only like to point out that the 
RDR has grown significantly and stabilized its organ­
izational framework considerably. In view of the 
prevalent political apathy-the very condition of the 
RDR's creation I-the fact that the RDR has definitely 
entered into the stream of conscious French political 
life is noteworthy in and of itself. Particularly in left­
wing circles, the RDR, together with its press and 
publications, has become a major factor. 

Above all, it has become a center of attraction for 
those turning away from the SFIO (Socialist Party) 
and the Stalinist movement, yet desiring to remain ill 
active political life. At the precise moment when alter­
natives of withdrawal or a deepening ideological decay 
in either the Stalinist or reformist political organiza­
tions seemed to exist as devil's choices, the RDlt 
emerged and presented a new, progressive alternative. 
Again, only in this way can it be understood and 
welcomed. 

• 
It is clear that Jacques, author of the preceding' 

article, hardly shares this view. We shall attempt to 
indicate how his anHly~is of the R DR is based upon 
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little else than his own sadly lacking information, to 
begin with, and on an approach ,vhich jn advance pre­
vents him fronl attaining· the slightest undeJ;:standing 
of what this new movement is all about and why it 
merits the friendliest and most welcoming response 
from American socialists. 

The essence of Jacques' charges against the RDR 
seems to be as follows: This new movement, particu­
larly in the presence of its intellectual leadership; rep­
resents a turning a\vay from political life and activity, 
a revulsion against party life and action, and a with­
drawal in the direction of an idealized and spontane­
ous "syndicalist" philosophy and practice. The social­
ist and revolutionary cause in France has been posi­
tively harmed by the formation of the RDR since it 
encourages these Hsyndicalist" moods and prevent~ 
the building of a vanguard revolutionary party. The 
RDR is thus not Inerely a failure, a "total frustration,'~ 
but a reactionary tendency in French political life, 
although Jacques does not specifically state this obvi-
ous conclusion. ' 

It is possible to ans\ver Jacques in many and alter-
1lative ways. On one level, many of his remarks re­
veal an ignorance of the bare facts about the RDH ~ 
everl to an inaccurate translation of its nanle. J 

.. Antj·Politics" Charge False 
The RDH is headed by a group of intellectuals 

who, QecauHe of their anti-Stalinism, their antipathy 
to the totalitarian regime in Russia, etc., have decided 
to "turn their' backs on all politics." So says Jacques. 
Is this not absurd? 

vVhat is the RDR's program, if not "political" '! 
\Vhat are its activities (its press, meetings, branches, 
org'anization, etc.) if not "political"? Finally-and 
perhaps this will convince even Jacques of its "politi­
cal" character-the RDR's National Executive Conl­
nlittee, nleeting J unuary 30 and 31, decided to present 
RDR electoral lists in the coming cantonal elections 
in lVlarch, as well as to prepare for a national conven­
tion of the RDR in October of this year (La Batalla, 
February 7, 1949). 

\Vhat Jacques means, of course, by his "anti-poli­
tics" eharge is that the RDR does not fit into his con­
ception of it revolutionary vanguard party. That the 
RDR is not a revolutionary Marxist vanguard party 
is . .. true. Did it or any of its leaders ever Ciaim that 
it\vas? Or is it Jacques' real point that it should have 
become one, from the day of its foundation? 

'Vehave tried to indicate the origin of the RDR 

1. ""e eilt' thi;; tlUl uut vf Pl'lt~" pulelllical :;pite, but becaube it 
is 80 n~yealillg of his mi:mndel'stantling" of the RDR's natUl·e. Jt 
is not :l "Rally uf HeyuJutionary Democrats." as Jacques state~, 
but. a political a$~embly C~ll1illg' people tog'ether on a democratit: 
and l'eYolutioI1Hl'.v program which was clearl~' speCified in its ven' 
first manifesto (i. (-' .. against war. against Europe's division into 
pro-RussIan t'.nd pl"o-.\merican .. b]ocs. for·the socialist reorganiza­
tion of l .... reul.'h life. ete.). Jacques' title makes the RDR out to lw 
some kind o'f neo-Jacobin movement or, worse stil1, nothing at 
all. It is on~ thing' to attack and' criticize the RDR foI' its pro­
gram, its practice and Hi; claims: but.it is another thing' to deny, 
in effect, that it ha!"; I-\Il~' Rhap{' 01' form or progTam. 

and ,ve challenge anyone to conceive how the. French 
crisis of one year ago could have given hirth to a 
"vanguard party." The need was not another ai~tificjal 
attenlpt to call forth a "vanguard party"-had not 
the French Trotskyists been blowing upon this futile 
theIne for a minimum of 'fifteen years without the 
slig'htest success ?-but the creation of such abroad 
grouping as could eventually, after a long period of 
practice and experience, produce precisely such a 
party. 

Rou~~et ha~ explai ned this clearly enough: 

'Ve Il1U~t, however, find these answers [to political ques­
tions], and we can succeed in this oilly by maintaining a living 
contact with daily sociul development. It is only through OUI' 
uE.·ing in and practising a common struggle that the necessary 
lileol'etical. sulutions will be found. It is this that explains, on 
the one hand, why we are not ready to found a party and, on 
the othel' hand, why we are founding an assembly. This assem­
bly itself expresses our agreement on more limited, more imme­
diate objectives, which correspond more dir'ectly to the present 
situation .... It thus allows for a l'egroupment of new 0)" for­
mer militants-that is, it creates a 'Jniiieu for work. It there..,. 
f01'e responds to immediate and necessary tasks; the pr~ncipuI 
onc for us being the need to give a popular base to democracy, 
and it permits the creation of conditions indispensable fot" 
effective theoretical research. In simpler terms, by fi1'st re­
grouping' the great mass of those who desire a transformation 
in their means of existence, it opens the way for the fOl'Jluition 
of a new political vanguard. This is why, without any hesita­
tion or any demagogic intent, we are not' a party but all 
assembly. [lb'icl., p. 387.] 

But it i~ not the HDR's only Bin that it refuses to 
be what it never' could be in the circumstances. The 
leaders of this movement, according to Jacques-all 
of thenl, without exception-' distrust political parties 
a~ well as politics in general. It is Sartre who even 
denies that the RDR is a "political movement" (we 
are ,not given the source of this denial) and therefore 
becomes, in 4 acques' eyes, the one "w,ho best expresses 
of .all the spirit of the RDR." At one point, 'it is even 
referred to as "Sartre's movement." 

Wild Errors 

The errors and misrepresentations here run wild. 
To begin with, distrust of the existing political parties 
in France was the beginning of wisdom and a sina, 
qua non for any kind of progressive reorientation. 
That certain individual intellectuals, reacting in a 
fanliliar manner, have extended this skepticism on 
their part into a paralyzing generality is beside the 
point. Jacques claims this is characteristic of all the 
RDR's leaders, and does not hesitate to give a rather 
dishonest example in proof. After quoting a speech of 
Rousset in which the speaker cites the fact th~t the 
Spanish masses rose, at the start of the civil war, 
,vithout being tied to rigid political parties (a state­
ment of fact!), Jacques continues: "As soon as the 
parties stepped in, the. inevitable bureaucratization 
,vas followed shortly by reaction." Is it not clearly 
intended to give the reader the impression that this 
is the subs.equent content and thought of Rousset's re-
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nlarks? This unfortunate inlpressioll could not be ful'­
ther from the truth, as any reader who examines 
Rousset's speech (La Gauche, December 28,1948) can 
easily ascertain. 

The same· kind of false impression is left with re .. 
gard to Sartre. Whatever criticisms can be made of 
him, from the standpoint of Marxist politics and phi­
losophy, the most stupid one is to accuse him of an 
anti-political bias! If only American intellectuals 
\vould function with the same political consciousness 
and activity as Sartre! His whole work is permeated 
by political thought and action and, in fact, the only 
po~sible basis on which one could make an adequate 
and objective study of the man and his doctrine is 
clearly through a political and social analysis of his 
work. 

This holds particularly true for his important 
play1l1ains Sales (Paris version, not the New York 
distortion) which contains his interpretation of the 
relationship in political life between ends and means 
_. -an interpretation which, in our opinion, is strongly 
open to criticism and must be rejected. But Sartre's 
philosophy and doctrine, having as it does many ele­
ments in common with the best of Marxist teachings, 
must be approached not only squarely but fairly. 
Jacques' remarks are simply fah;c. 

How Sartre Puts It 
It may well be, for exanlple, that Jacques confuses 

the French word syndicalis1ne (meaning trade-union­
ism) with our ternl syndicalism (IWW, etc.). bt~t 
there is nothing inSartre's writings to indicate the 
latter trend. Actually, he has virtually nothing to say 
about labor unions and workers' organizations, beyond 
perfectly acceptable conlments and generalities about 
democracy and the need for the French labor move­
ment's rank and file to find a means of expressing its 
will on issues of Stalinist-called political strikes, etc. 
In France, as a moment's reflection will indicate, the 
struggle for trade-union democracy is vitally dift'erellt 
from that in America. There it is bound up in the 
closest conceivable fashion with political problems. 

Let us see what Sartre himself understands by the 
role of this RDR which he helped to create. We quote 
again from his discussion with Rousset (ibid., p. 339) : 

Inasmuch as we are not only-we do not want onl)7 to be­
the expressi,9n of a class, but that, placed as we are on the line 
of demarcation between the middle class and the working class, 
we seek l'ather to bring about a reunion of these two classes 
which, on many levels, have the same interests. That implies 
different ideological elements facing each other. That implies 
that we will be in the presence of people impregnated with 
Marxist culture and others with different points of departure-­
particularly for the intellectuals with their standpoints stem­
ming from bourgeois philosophical thought which is, in its 
best aspects, a democratic philosophy. 

What is of importance .for us is that the functioning of our 
Assembly's internal democracy leads to the constitution of­
I will not sayan ideology-but a powerful ideological current 
held in common between these different elements. And this 
wish is not utopian, because all those united ir. our Assembly 

have certain essential ideas in commOll, be they Marxist 01' bt:.! 
they not. 

And whether we share Sartl;e'::; vie\vpoil1t that an 
ultimate common ideology can be created betweell 
these diverse currents or not, the whole point of the 
matter is that Marxism and revolutionary.socialism 
in France can gain nothing but credit and benefit by 
participating in this effort! This is one road to the 
creation of the essential revolutionary party. This is 
why one finds in the RDR today such tendencies as 
pacifism, World Federation (the Garry Davis move­
ment) , intellectual socialists of all shades and varie­
ties, Christian Socialist youth and students, revoht­
tionary socialist youth elements (Acf;ion Socialiste 
Revohltionnaire, etc.) , and the group of French Trot­
skyistswho had enough courage and understanding 
to break with their hopeless past ties. 

Did RDR Block New Party? 
The masses of France, pur8ues Jacques, ,,,,ere 

ready for a new party but the leader8hip to create 
such a party 'vas lacking. The RDR stepped iJ,l and 
instead of progress we had a "relapse." For one who 
quotes Trotsky at such length and w'ith such approval, 
this reveals a deep ignorance of a major tenet in 
Trotsky's teaching: the relationship between class and 
party. Is there the s1ighte~t truth in his statement 
that, one year ago, the French nlasses were set for a 
ne,v revolutionary party, with all its consequences, 
but the RDR blocked them 'f I-Iow could a handful of 
"allti;"political intellectuals" accomplish such a task '? 

The truth is thnt, suffering from defeat in the 
fatuous general strike of winter 1947, plus a deepen­
ing disillusionment with Stalinism, a mood of pessi­
miSln and apathy had set in. This is common knowl­
edge. A revolutionary party cannot be created out of 
nothing, and that ,vas the situation in France-at 
least until Jacques proves that the facts were contral'i­
\vise. No RDR could have heen born and survived a 
month if the over-all teildency had been in the other 
direction. 

Sufficieht has ueell 8aid, we believe, to sugge8t 
sonle important fallacies in Jacques' approach to the 
problenl of the RDH. He has criticized it for not being 
\vhat it never could be; for being something that it is 
not; for ainling at some mythical goal it cannot attain; 
and for 110t ainling at some goal .(acceptable to 
Jacques) which it never could have attained. His criti­
cism is doubly faulty and valueless since it blocks our 
seeing the real problen1 of the RDR, its Teal faults and 
\veakl1esses. 

The destiny of the RDR is clearly a hig'hly unde­
cided matter. Whatever our opinion as Marxi~ts may 
be, nothing could be worse than the laying do,vn of a 
doctrinaire formula which would exclude, in· advance, 
the possibility of revolutionary socialists working in 
such a movement, in the most open, friendly and ob-

(Continued on 1Juge 6:-2) 
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What Is Chinese Stalinism? 
Notes on the N·ature of the New State Parfy 

Throughout Asia the post-war 
period ha~ been one of vast social upheaval. What 
happened in Europe after the First World War is now 
happening in Asia after the second. 

Without the organizing technology of modern 
~ociety which links together great area~ and people~ 
and without extensive industry which creates a more 
homogeneous and substantial working class, Asia's 
revolutions have taken varied forms. 

In no case have these changes been organized by 
u ~ocialist revolutionary party basing itself on the 
workers. Leadership ha~ fallen to national bourgeoi~ 
c]a8~es, social- democrat~ (Burma) or to nlixed 
element~ of the bourgeoi~ie and nationalist landlords. 
Though in most instances these elements have sought 
and obtained mass support from the peasantry and 
the working class, the leadership has never passed to 
these latter. Thus the great transformation is taking 
place under conservative auspices and with limited 
objectives. 

While Stalinist parties exist in almost all the 
countries of Asia, in only two of them is the national­
ist movement operative in the name of Stalinism as 
such, and only here does Stalinism so completely dom­
inate the movement as to clearly stamp its own char­
acter on it in exclusive fashion - in China and in 
North Korea. Elsewhere national bourgeois groups 
(India, Indonesia, Siam, Ceylon), social-democrats 
(Burma) or landlord elements (South Korea) are in 
the forefront. 

The Pattern in China and Korea 
In several of these countries social-democracy i~ 

active (India, Indonesia, Viet Nam). Thh; is a new 
)Jhenomenon which deserves examination, since Social 
Democracy in colonial areas on a large scale is come­
thing new. Trotskyist or left anti-Stalinist groups 
exist on a larger scale then they do anywhere in the 
West in Ceylon, India, Bu,ma, Indonesia and possibly 
Indo-China. 

The exception to the above pattern is Indo-China, 
where the CP is a leading but not exclusive or conl­
pletely dominant force. The rea~on for this is the 
protracted struggle which forces Indo-Chinese na­
tionalism to seek int~rnational allies; that i~, the 
national struggle is forced into the inter-imperialist 
framework. If warfare is renewed in Indonesia, as 
seems likely, the movement there may also be forced 
onto the alien tracks of Stalinism. Wherever imperial­
ism has been too weak and has made· serious conces­
sions Stalinism has had to take second place. 

Both China and Korea have this feature in com­
mon: in both countries the two world powers face 

each other directly, creating a fixed inter-imperiali~t 
limitation to the struggle - unless it took the road 
of social revolution. Without that alternative (and 
the reason for its failure in Asia needs to be studied) 
nliddle elements between the powers were doomed. In 
the revolt of Asia, which is one of the great new forces 
of the post-war period and which is the most dynamic 
progressive factor in the world today, only in China 
a.nd North Karea has Stalinism become dominant; 
these two instances are deviations from the general 
pattern, for they represent a new tyranny and en­
slavement. 

1 

Thus in China, the U. S. supported Kuomintang 
rule, but at the same time tried to strengthen the 
"liberals." This was the essence of Marshall's pro­
posals. But neither the Kuomintang nor the CP 
wanted the liberals as U. S. ~pokesmen, and the 
liberals w,ere too weak to accept such a role. The 
dolorous fate of the Democratic League is the full 
history of Chinese liberalism. 

The Kuomintang is no longer and has not been 
for many years the party of nascent capitalism. Un­
able to make headway against the continuous war­
fare and conquests of the Japanese, the bourgeoi~ie 
lost political power. Never fully emancipated from 
imperialism, part of it under Wang Ching-wei ·sold 
itself completely to Japan. Never fully divorced fronl 
usury and landlordism, it could not resist the growing 
dominance of feudalism over the Kuomintang during 
the war, when the state was in the interior renloved 
from the seats of power of the bourgeoisie and depen­
dent on the landlords. 

The KUOlnintang, during the, Chungking period, be­
came a narrow dictatorship re~ting on local landlord 
alliances in the distant provinces and on the Whampon 
clique of militarists who were personally sworn to 
Chiang. The top families of the state utilized their 
monopoly of political and military power to take over 
the nation's economy. When the government moved 
back to Nanking this economic power was extended 
to the entire country. This bureaucratic ~tate capital­
ism was anti-bourgeoi~, its methods and practices 
""ere aimed at limiting and hampering the capitalist 
class. The Kuomintang had gone full cycle and had 
become a brake on capitalist development. 

The Democratic League was largely representative 
of the intellectuals, the university professors and the 
students. The key .program was prevention of civil 
war through establishment of a national congre~s ill 
w·hich all parties would be represented. This coincided 
with the program of the U. S. for China, and Marshall 
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later singled out these men of the Democratic Leag'ue 
a~ "the splendid body of men" with whom alone he 
wished to work. Today the Democratic League is un­
derground in Kuomintang China; its main center is in 
exile in Hong' Kong. Its greatest aspiration is to enter 
a coalition with the CP in an attempt to win minimal 
conditions for the survival of the bourgeoisie. 

The Democratic League is the last effort of a 
capitalist political party to play a role in China. Its 
present condition is a good measure of the miserablt) 
insignificance of capitalism. There can be no capitalist 
development without a capitalist state po\:ver and 
political party; these the enfeebled, demoralized, com­
promised, economically shattered bourgeois have lwen 
unable to create. 

Failure of Chinese Capitalism 

The historic failure of Chinese capitalism is the 
EUl(lanlental underlying cause of the f~'.ilure, o/' 
American policy there. I t was the on1y pm;sible 
<.~ounterweight to socialist or Stalinist development. 
Its failure opened the dikes to Stalinism as the lead('1' 
of the "national revolution." It is Stalinism whieh 
has fallen heir to the unfinished tasks of the bourgeois 
revolution begun in 1~)l1. \tVar since l!.>ng and five 
~\'tmrs under puppet rule have exhausted the capitalist 
class ~o that today, like the proletariat, it is a SPI:'('­

tator in the civil war, unable to determine its own 
future. Neither of the two great classes of nlodpl'll 
society is a leading factor in the present civil war. 

Capitalism failed in Chilla because it was unable 
to solve a single one of its pressing problems. It could 
110t oust the imperialists; it could only shuttle be­
tween them to sell itself to the highest bidder. It did 
1I0t unify the country g-eogTaphically, politically or 
economically. It failed to develop a centralized state 
of l'epresentative chal'Hcter. It could not even begin to 
introduce the nlost moderate land reform because it 
wa~ itself corrupted by usury-land relations': Nor 
did it succeed in achieving- the ba~ic requisite of 
moderll national existence--industrialization. Havillg' 
failed in every olle of these essentials, it could 110t 

hold power ag'ain~t the landlords or the Stalinists: 
nor did it have the strength to effectuate a new all i­
'ance with U. S. imperialism independent of the 
Kuomintang. 

Chinese capitalisnl is not alone ill this def(!at. It 
is doubtful indeed if any native capitalism will Huee(l('d 
ill making itself the dominant force any\vhcre in Asia. 
In none of the new states emerging out of the disillf('~'­
ration of capitalist imperialisnl is there a uourgeoisie 
strong enough to rule by itself; this class tends 
to develop its power through state-controlled econ­
omy, and it is not likely that it will be able to 
assert itself on a purely economic basis. This is 
certainly one aspect of Trotsky's theory of permanent 
revolution which remains valid. It is unlikely that 
classical capitalism has any more of a future in Asia 

than anywhere else. What forms will arise out of tht! 
dissolution of Oriental society are not clear as yet. 

Betvveen Chinese feudalism and Stalinism, 
"liberal" capitalism is being crushed. (The same is 
true in Korea.) The inter-imperialist conflict is pre­
cisely what creates the greatest difficulties for the 
native capitalists in these two countries. Thus the 
inter-inlperialist conflict establishes narrow limits 
for the national struggle, distorting it in its own 
interest. And where the U. S. intervenes it forces the 
national leadership into Stalinist channels. 

All over Asia the desire for national freedom goes 
hand in hand with the struggle against feudalism and 
the creation of modern industrialism. These are the 
soCial aspirations of the rising classes. Chinese Stalin­
isrnis an indigenous movenlent in the sense that it 
has secured to itself a monopoly of the leadership for 
these ends in China. Its party, program and leader­
ship are known and have established deep roots in 
the h istol'ic struggles of the last twenty years. 

Its name is linked with the desires of the peasantry. 
Its armies are Chinese and nowhere in these armiel:; 
is there an important amount of Russian power 01' 

Rus:-;ian armanlents-at least none has been revealed 
to this time. Like the Yugoslavs, the Chinese Stalin­
i:-\ts are conquering \vithout the Russian armies. They 
are establishing their own tradition of victories HIl<l 

their o\"n patriotism. 

A Native Stalinism 

This means that \vhile the Chinese CP is part and 
parcel of international Stalini~nl and takes its lead in 
all matters from the Krelulin, it'is not a movement 
of Russian expansion in a simple sense but the g'l'owth 
of a native Stalinism, whieh carries out the lleed~ 
of Russian foreign policy on its own. It is more like 
the Yugoslav CP in this sense than (say) like the 
Polish. 

Its leadership has Hot been Russified by long' yeal's 
of residence in l\/Iosco\\', althoug'h the Russians did 
bring their o\\'n Chinese commissars to Manchuria, 
who are now major factors in the leadership of the 
Chinese CP (Cep) ; and Chu Teh and Cho En-Iai have 
been to l\loscow. This party has fought its battles 
largel.\" without Russian nlaterial or even diplomatk 
help. Not that it has had no help. But its kind and 
quantity is as nothing conlpared with U. S. help to 
the K uomi ntang or Russian "aid" to the Polish CPo 
These distinctions are important for the future. 

Thus while the Chinese civil \var takes place 
wjthin the context of the inter-in1perialist struggle, 
this context distorts it but does not so dominate it as 
to replace or overshadow the elements of national 
and social conflict. Only if the U. S. altered its policy 
to one of full intervention and thus precipitated 
active Russian lueasures cOLlld the civi1 war become 
subordinated. 

But the inverse is not true either, The CCP is part 
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and parcel of world Stalinism. Its attitudes have 
always been governed by the latest requirements of 
Russian foreign policy just like every other CPo Its 
internal regime of hierarchy, discipline, bureaucracy 
and idolatry for the Leaders, including the entire 
Russian hagiography, as well as its slogans and 
foreign policy have followed every zig and zag of the 
Stalintern. When Trotskyists v.rere being purged in 
l\losco"r they ,vere also being purged in China. When 
the Bukharinists' turn came in Moscow, it came hl 
China too. 

One of the major crimes of Chinese Stalinisnl i:; 
its utilization of the great agony of the 400 million to 
the purposes of Russian foreign policy. Victory for 
the CP does not remove China fronl the inter-imperial­
ist struggle, as a socialist victory would, but transfers 
the alliance to Russia. This is one of the major reasons 
why revolutionary socialists cannot support Chinese 
Stalinisln any more than they can support it any­
where else. Far from bringing peace to China, the 
CP (no less than the Kuomintang) will involve China 
in vast international imbroglios and eventually in H 

,var in which it has 110 possible interest. This is the 
terrible price Stalinism exacts for its conquests. 

2 
The British historian R. H. Tawney has written 

that he ,vho achieves an alleviatioll of the abyslnal 
human degredation which is the lot of th(~ Chinese 
peasant will win the support of half a milliflll villages. 
This is the limitless source which feeds the Stalinist 
flood. 

The CP has beconle a peasant party in the sense 
that it seeks its base primarily in the countryside anrt 
that it has developed a theory ,vhich gives leadership 
of the Chinese social revolution to the peasant clas3~ 
through the instrumentality of the CPo It has not been 
connected with the struggles of the workers for over 
a decade. It has not had power in any sizable city. 
It is a rural party and its entire outlook and menlber­
ship is rural, as is most of its leadership. The problems 
of ,yorkers and cities are foreign to it. 

Stalinism and the Peasantry 
Nowhere else in modern history has a nation a) 

revolution been led by a party based on the peasantry. 
The unique Chinese experience is possible because 
Stalinism is that unifying ingredient ,vhich is absent 
in the peasantry as a class. With its discipline, ideo .. 
logy, leadership and indefatigable organizational 
labors it creates cohesion and gives unified direction. 

An extremely revealing and frightening state .. 
ment of the Stalinist theory of the Chinese revolution 
has been made by Liu Hsiao-chi, member of the 
Central Committee, and next to Mao Tse-tung, the 
leading theoretician; it is worth quoting at length. 

A. L. Strong, the reporter of his remarks, para­
phrases Liu: "Even the concept of the 'proletariat' 

rquotation marks in original] as a base for the Com­
Inunist Party is given a new meaning." And Liu says: 

An this [proletarian leadership applies to the westel'U 
world. But in China we have only a few such people. Of our 
500 million people ouly two or three million can be called 
industrial workers, whom the imperialists and capitalists are 
training to be the reserves of the CP some, day. Meanwhile 
Mai Tse-tung is training two or three million from another 
kinrl of people who are not only no less disciplined and devoteu. 
but in fact perhaps even more disciplined and devoted thUll 
the ind llstl'ial workers. 

China has only a few indush'ial workel's to be the founda­
tim1 but we have millions of kids [CP youtha like this. Such 
people have never known Mal'x, but they are broug'ht up ill tlw 
spirit of communism. Their discipline and devotion to public 
affairs is no less than that of the industrial workers. The~' 
give their lives to the fight against foreign impel'ialism ancl 
nativeoppressol's even when very young. They fight now fo1' 
the "new democracy" but if in the future it is time to build 
socialism, they will be ready to build it. If it is time for COlll­

iuunism, they will be ready for that also. Only one thing the)' 
will not build 01' accept-the old f01'111s of capitalism ... 

Today we are building capitalism but it is a "new capital· 
h,m" ... As the core of this "new democracy" and "new 
capitalism" we have three million people-the army, the party 
and the government--who have lived for twenty years ill 
what might be called "military communism." It h; not the 
"milital'y communism" they had in Russia, for here it is 
applied only to this leading group [the army, the party and tlui 
8tatc of three millions]. [Amerasia, June 1947, page 162-3.] 

In her comnlellt on this statenlent, Anna L. Strong 
adds: 

China's revolution is a peasant revolution. Its basic 
characteristic is that the peasants (not the workers) form the 
IH'incipal mass that resists the oppression of foreign capital 
and left-over medieval clements in the countryside. In the past 
Marxist analysis has not been applied to guide such a 
revolution. 

C P as Embryo State 

Since 1927 Stalillisnl has not been a political party 
in China but an armed camp, an embryo state. Party 
111embers and leaders ,,,ere equivalent to state officials 
Sonletimes the fortunes of the state party were low 
indeed, as after the Long' March when it was reduced 
to 40,000. In those days, and even today, not only were 
and are party and state identical, but the two are 
coefficients of the army's power and are identical with 
it too. 

Liu is exaggerating when he says "we have three 
million people ",rho have lived twenty years in what 
might be called 'military communism,' " for the pre­
sent CP and army of t.wo and a half to three million 
are post-war developments. But the process' he so 
clearly describes is inlportant. 

For t,venty years this group, acting as a state, 
military and political power, isolated from the work­
ing class and the cultural influences of the coast 
cities, has developed a hard bureaucratic corp. Care­
fully selected through numerous purges the leader­
ship is a tight homogeneous hierarchy. Not part of 
the peasantry, its self-arrogated role is to lead. 
organize, discipline and provide policy for the peasant 
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but never to become part of his class. While the 
peasantry renlains the atonlized mass it naturally i~, 
the CP takes its best sons to itself and manipulates 
the real needs of the n1asses in its struggle for po'wer. 
All this it does consciously. Relations between party 
and class are fixed from above. 

The bureaucracy for the entire country is developed 
in advance, in isolation, alnlost in laboratory fashion. 
This is the cadre of the state, which advances '\vith 
nli1itary victory, carries through the agrarian policy 
and organizes the new citadels of political power. 
'It deals ,vith social groupings as a separate entity 
and by retention of its ~oci-al independence determines 
the relationship between classes on the basis of the 
needs of its. own rule. Thus Liu informs us that the 
policy for today is construction of a "new capitalism" 
but that the party retains th~ liberty to move against 
this "new capitalism" and its economic classes when 
it decides the time has come for "socialism." It is 
the party-or more accurately, the state-party-arlny 
-which is the bearer of historic change, no matter 
in whose name it acts at the mon1ent. 

Distortion of the Revolution 
A close study of' Mao Tse-tung's writings indicate~, 

as Liu implies in the opening sentences above, that 
the CP considers itself the leader of the nation, of all 
classes 'in Chinese society and as such it fulfills a 
program which is above classes, Le., in its own inter­
ests as the state power. This Bonapartist conception 
gives the CP great tactical flexibility. At the same 
time it is a theory of social revolution, but not of the 
bourgeois-democratic revolution nor of the proletarian 
socialist revolution; it is the theory of the bureau­
cratic-collectivist revol ution. 

The social revolutioll ,vhich is clamoring for 
birth in China, as elsewhere in Asia, ;is conquered 
and distorted. As Liu puts it: "Today we are building 
capitalism, but it is a 'new capitalism'" like the 
"ne\v democracies" of Eastern Europe, and for this 
a national alliance of classes eases the ascent to 
power and also serves to kepp the masses quiescent. 
But as Mao put it so succinctly: "The United FJ'oJl1 
111Ust be under the firm leadership of the CP." (Tnrn~ 
ing Point, p. 20) But \vhen "It is time to build 
~ocia1ism [l'ead Stalinisnl-l. B.] ," after the COII­

solidation of power, the CP"will be ready for that 
also." This is the an~nver to those \vho speCUlate about 
the Chinese CP folJo\ving a path different fl'0111 that 
of StalinisIll elsewhere. 

3 
\Vhen placed against the background of the Great 

Revolution of 1925-27 the n10st striking feature of 
current events in China is the absence of the working 
class in all active role. Where are Canton's n1illiol1s 
who in 1925 challenged the nlight of foreign guuboat~ 
and Kwangtung warlords, gave the power to the 
Kuomintang and forced their way into the CP by 

tens of thousands? Where are the heroic masses of 
workingmen who paved the way for the Northern 
Expeditions by their independent militancy? 

The steel workers and coal miners of Hanko,," and 
\Vuhan are silent today, but in the turbulent years 
two decades ago they perforn1ed miracles, defied the 
British gunboats, organized InaS8 unions in the cities 
andol'ganizations of the poor peasants on the country~ 
side, and still had enough left to man the armies of 
the Kuomintang, later the "left" I{uomintang. And 
8till later~ when Chiang's terror had wounded and 
bled the aroused giant of China's revolution and Stalill­
isn1 had eviscerated its spirit, this proletariat ,vas 
8till capable of the l1nal defiance of the Canton 
commune. 

It wag under the leadership of this great urban 
dass that the pC3gantry organized the struggle against 
medieval leftovers and nli1itarh;t tyranny. The den10-
cracy of the upheaval was self-evident in the rise of 
localleadel'ships everywhere, freedom from traditional 
rcstraint8, the enormously rapid progress in political 
education. of minions of' the submerged and illiterate. 

The people held the stage and the workers took the 
lead. allying themselves with and creating political 
gTUl.l ps which {tc~ed on the people's needs. The 111asses 
hl ught the leaders, very often marching far ahead 
of them. The revolution in the villages was not a 
peasant revolt ill geographic or social magnitude 
but, under the advanced lead of the proletariat, it 
took on the radical character of an agrarian revolt, not 
l'efOrnl. Ties between urban and rural masses 'were 
i nel issoluble in the common struggle. 

This heroic populul' sOGial movement of hventy 
,Y(:'Hl'S ago is a luea8ure of the conservative, manipu­
lated, pdmarily milital'Y Inarch of Stalinism toda,y. 

Position of Working Class 
Today the Chinese proletadat does 110t have H 

party of its own; it is not anact.ive. organized, co­
hmdve social class. 1t does noi have a progr,an,l of 
leadership to express its desires in the present situa­
tioll. The intervening decades have brought cumula­
tive disasters. VVhCll the Canton COJ11rrlUIW ·WaH sup­
pressed thousands oJ workers were slaughtered, and 
in the I{uomintung' reaction in every city follo'wed 
the lllassacre of the n1ilitants. Police terror, assisted 
uy under\vorld hoodlumism and secret police, estab­
lished H regiIne over the "'orking class which did not 
pennit widespread organization. vVith the best miH­
tants assassinated or in hiding, the proletariat ,vas 
left leaderless and beheaded. The links with the 
peasantry were broken. Po1itical organization ,vas 
non-existent. 

The treason of Stalinist policy culminated in the 
exodus to the South. The workers were abandoned 
to the K uomilltang; nutny of the surviving nlilitants 
left with the CP peasant armies in the hills anu 
lllOuutains of South-central China. 

The CP desertion of the cities w,as a betrayal 
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from which the workers l1ever recovered. After theRe 
shattering defeats even an u nuerg-rou ntl of serious 
propol~tion~ could not develop. On occa~ionH ~ince 
1927 the CP has raided the cities and universities for 
new leadership elements which had aroused the 
police of the Kuomintang. This has been the only 
relationship the CP has had with the urban workerH. 

In addition to police terror and gangsterism the 
Kuomintang organized the workers into its own "bltlP 
unions." When after the war even these "unions" be­
came resti-ve, Chu Hsen-fan, Kuomintang- appointed 
p;resident of the Chinese Federation of Labor, was 
(]rlven to exile in Hong Kong. Chu joined with Mar­
shal Li in the "Kuomintang-Revolutionary League"" 
and is now a Stalini~t front in their recently launched 
Labor Federation. 

U Jlder ~J apancsc and puppet rule the workers were 
ullable to raise lheir ht~ads. They were cut off froHl 
the anti-.Japanese str·ug-gle. It is a weakened class 
which has not recovered from the disasters of 1D27 
and the subsequent twenty yean; of oppression. These 
were the cumulative diHasters which permitted the 
control of the revolution and its tran~formatioll into 
a Hew reaction by the CP: 

CP Attitude Toward Proletariat 
The CP of 1948 is not the party of 1 ~)2H. 'I t d()l~S 

not look upon the workers as the leading class. Its 
aUitude toward the workers is that they are necessary 
for production and to carry out directives, but its 
politics are not (~irected toward the workers. 

Piece work and speedup have been made universal. 
Production quotas for the individual worker as well as 
for each productive unit are established. Payment is 
made according to achievement. The entire Stalinist 
incentive system has been introduced under oppres­
sive conditions. Stakhanovism and "labor heroes" are 
the means of establishing fear on the job, for it i~ 
not well to fail to meet the goals set by the pace-set­
ters. "Labor h~roes'" Teceive public awards and state 
lecognition in the presence of their fellow workers. 
Congresses of "labor heroes" are held at which meth­
ods of speedup are discussed. The process of differen­
tiation in the factory is begun with the new "labor 
heroes" being set ab'ove their class. 

Since the CP is tied to its agrarian ba~e it will 
project the cost of industrialization onto the workers 
as the only class from which the tremendous burdens 
that are inevitable in such a program can be safely 
extracted. From this indicated assumption we may 
conclude that Stalinism will fron1 the beginning be 
especially oppressive to the workers of China. With 
their first contact with cities, there are already re­
ports of declining standards of living. 

In its relation to the working class the CP acts 
as a ruling bureaucracy exercising state power. Its 
separation from urban culture and urban classes 
and its complete Stalinization in the last twenty years 
has transformed it into a party alien to the proletari-

fit; it is a bureaucratized agrarIan party. It does not 
even manipulate the workers through detailed control 
of its organizations because its estrangement is so 
complete. 

During August 1947 in the Manchurian city of 
Harbin the CP began to re-establish connections with 
the urban working class through an All-China Labor 
Congress. Delegates are .supposed to have come frOITl 
Kuomintang cities representing underground unions. 
I t is significant that it is· three years after the war 
and after almost an equal period of Manchurian rule 
that such a congress is called. The scanty reports 
available on this meeting are all from official Stalin­
ist sources. What comes through clearly is that the 
workers were given no role in the overthrow of th(~ 
Kuomintang - except to "prepare to welcome thc 
People's Liberation Army; and to ~iUpport and take 
part in revolutionary movements of the people [the 
CP, that is--,LB.]." 

Relation to Capitalist Class 
HelatioIlS to the capitalist class are carefully de­

fined: H •••• workers .should make a distinction be­
tween thc 'comprador' capitalists of the ruling bureau·· 
cruey and national capitalists who are also oppressed. 
They should endeavor to win the latter for struggle 
against imperialism and the Kuomintang." (Above 
quotations from Chinct Di!lest, August 24, 1948.) 

The final official resolutions of the congress estab­
lished two programs for labor, one for Kuomintang 
areas and one for the "liberated areas." These state­
ments are important statements of policy. In Kuomin­
tang areas: 

(1) The com;olidati'on of their [workers,,] own strellgth 
and the expansion of their fighting· ranks so as to prepare for 
the arrival of the Liberation Army. (2) Cooperation with 
national industrialists in their common fight against the bureau~ 
cratic capitalists. (3) The dispatch of skilled technicians intu 
Liberated Areas ... (4) The protection of all factories and 
machines. [China Digest, August 21, 1948]. 

The relation of the workers to the CP armies is 
clearly defined as a ·passive one of "preparing" for 
the CP armies to take power. If there is to be "libera­
tion" the CP will bring it, and this task is exclusively 
and uniquely the CP's. 

In the directive on administration of newly COll­

quered cities (China Digest, August 13, 1948) the 
Central Committee orders: 

All law-abiding' enemy functionaries, personnel of econumic 
and educational organs and policemen should not be taken 
prisoner or arrested. They must be given duties and l'emain at 
their original posts under the orders of definite organs and 
personnel, to watch over their original organs. 

The directive very carefully states the role of each 
section of the bureaucracy and bourgeoisie but has 
not one single word on the part workers or their 
organizations are to have in the "liberation" and 
reorganization of the cities. On the contrary every 
effort is macie, as th(~ ahove qllotfltion Hhow~, to :keep 
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the administl'~tion intact until the CP politieal COD1-

Inissars arrive to ta,ke over. 1'hoRP "who viola1 p thesp 
policic:;; lllu~t lw thoroughly tHk(,1I (,0 tH~l\ ... " The 
policy is fixed and imposed, and woe to hinl of any 
dw.;s who dares to struggle against it. 

I n relation to the civil war the CP pursues a ton-­
~ervative military policy. Popular activities indepen­
dent of its own troops are frowned upon. There is no 
caB for workers or peasants to rise in revolt in K uo­
mintang areas . .social policy is likewise a function 
arrogated by the CP and carefully imposed by advance 
hureaucratic determination of its limits, stages and 
rrlPthods. 

No Surrender to Capitalism 
Every last element of spontaneity or mass parti­

cipation is ~trained out of the movement. In this vvay 
the entire direction of the real social revolution which 
is the profoundest desire of the people is transformed 
into a new tyranny of bureaucratic collectivism. The 
"new democracy" of Stalinism does not aim at elimin­
ating the bourgeoisie or the agrarian rich at this 
time. The only group put out of the pale of acceptance 
hy the CP is the Kuomintang itself. With all other 
classes it proposes a period of "joint reconstruction." 

In order to carry through such a program the CP 
must guarantee the quiescence of the masses. How­
ever, this does not constitute a surrender by the CP 
to native capitalism. Nothing would be further from 
the mark. For the power of all classes is strictly 
defined and limited by the CP, which retains all real 
power. Through its control of the peasant unions and 
the village poor, the CP can and will launch an offen­
sive against the new kulaks which its present policy 
is producing. Through similar control in the cities, 
the CP will (when it is decidedj be able to use the 
workers and petty bourgeois against the capitalists. 

The CP, by its position above the classes man­
ipUlates all of them to its own state needs. The class 
struggle is replaced by class manipulation. 

This is the actual relationship which is emerging 
under the "new democracy." Instead of a pro-labor 
Rtate we have the emergence of an anti-labor state; 
instead of a peasant power, an anti-peasant power; 
in the name of democracy the ne\v tyranny of Stalin­
ism arises out of the failure of capitalism and pro­
Jptarian independence. 

4 

It is hardly likely, since no serious alternative 
exists, that the urban working class will be able to 
avoid the fatal embrace of the CPo Yet it will take 
a long time before this party's roots are secure among 
the workers. Memories of the betrayal of '27 persist 
among older workers, and tendencies to reject the 
labor-capitalist collaboration policy of the CP are 
inevitable. A period of economic chaos is probable and 
restlessness with CP rule and with the bourgeoiRie 
will develop. Also, StaJinism's lahor' policy is one of 

intensified work ann increaSIng production at labor~s 
('XllCn~(', The ~gr;:1ri8n poliey of Stalinism tend~ "to 
en'ute a -newly rich ktllHI~ in HI<-' vi11Hg'C VdlO wiil 
threaten the food supply of the cities. All this. i~ in 
prospect and the sailing will not be easy for the nf\W 

masters. 
That the present Stali-nist revolution in China is 

led from and gives prior leadership to the village is 
of enormous in1portance. Much of the peculiar polit­
ical maneuvering in China today - the coalition 
program of the CP, its hesitancy to utilize the masses 
except under closest control, its slogan of "return the 
factories to their owners" - arise from this original 
diliiculty. The CP may actually be unable to organize 
and administer all of China because of this alienation. 

The key to the uprooting of feudalism, to a modern 
revolution in the village as well as national unifica­
tion, lies in the cities. Unless modern transport and 
communications are constructed the country cannot 
be held together physically. Unless agriculture is re­
(Jrganized to the needs of industry city and country 
wHI not be integrat.ed. Only an industrially-oriented 
agriculture can create the mentality which will accellt 
sharp breaks from traditional peasant patterns and 
introduce new methods adapted to local use as well as 
deal with such otherwise "insoluble problems" as land 
fragmentation. 

The lesson of the Gl"eat Revolution of 1927 is the 
very opposite of that stated by Liu above. The revolu­
tionary urban masses, at the head of which was the 
working class, did prove sufficient to take and or­
ganize the power. The Stalinists have put this tre­
mendous dynamic force in fetters, substituting them­
selves for it. It may well be that its alienation from 
the working class will prove to he the Achilles heel of 
ChineRe Stalinism. 

Notes for a Program 
A t this moment a socialist program must begin 

with this wor.king class \vhich is not yet committed to 
or permeated by Stalinism. This working class can 
still be imbued with independence. The CP is, as we 
have stressed, an agrarian party primarily. An inde­
pendent proletariat could eventually organize ib~ 
own organs, take the power in the rich coastal cities, 
organize an independent democratic movement which 
could call the peasants to revolutionary action .. 

I t could organize under the program of ousting' 
the capitalists regardless of party; for social and po­
litical democracy, not a new one-party regime; for 
maximum freedom to organize freely, without CP 
direction, through the democratic activities of the 
n1asses; against the CP doctrine of revolution by 
"stages"; restoration of the revolutionary leader­
f-ihip to the "Torkers; for full freedom of speech and 
press. Such a movement could extend its hand in 
comradeship to the peasantry with the call to arms, 
for an immediate arming of all the people in fighting' 
units of their own, 1I11c1Pf' ('l{'et(~d oflicers of their' own. 
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Against the central national political slogan of 
Stalinism (bureaucratic party coalitions in a new 
political consultative conference) can be. posed the 
call to democratic assemblies of freely elected dele­
gates,. first in each city and province and then nation·· 
alhr; rejection of a new political conHultative COIl­

ference as a coalition of leader~ in which the CP i~ 
bound to establiRh one-party rule, ~ince the other 
leaders represent nothing. And above all peace to 
China, not the "ne,v democracy" of Stalinist totalitat'-' 
ianism but the socia list democracy of the ,yorkers 
and peasant poor. 

The struggle against inlperialisITl i:-. the fight 
against all impel'ialisnl and its agents, Anterican and 
Russian. Drive Anle)~ican dollal'~ out of KtlOnlintang­
China and renounce Ru~sian control of .Manchuria 
through its control of the South Manchurian Railwa~'. 
Free the cities of Dairen and Harbin from the Rw;;­
sjan ~.rmy·; national freedom requires an end to Rus­
sian as ,veIl as American rule and spheres of influence. 

These are points in broad outline for a revolu­
tionary socialist program. 'l'he chief need is for a 
party, an independent ,vorkers' party. For the social 
base of the proletariat remains untapped. It is still 
possible to reorient the Chine:"le revolution by a 
leadership which believes in the ability and necessity 
of proletarian hegemony, which believes that the 
cities must lead the villages. 

Such an orientation strikes at the heart of Chinese 
Stalinism and is the basis of democracy. The workers 

One Year of Czech 

One cannot fully understand 
the developments of the past period in Czechoslovakia 
without a kno\vledge of some of the background eyents 
prior to the coup of February 1948. 

1 

The Versailles Treaty-that most monstro,us rob­
ber-treaty, as Lenin termed it in ignorance of our 
present times-thre,v together, into this country of 
hardly 15 million inhabitants, Czechs, Slov,aks, Poles, 
Ruthenians and Jews, without asking the individual 
minorities as to their national aspirations, even 
though the First ,\Vorld War \vas waged by the great 
powers under the slogan of the right of self-determi­
nation of all nations. The Czech econonlY inherited 
the larger part of its industry from the old Austro­
Hungarian monarchy but had no outlet to the high 
seas or to the great Continental markets. It was 
France which played the biggest role in influencing 
its politics and economics, and it was France \vhich 

of China need a party of their (fWD. 1"hat is the begin­
ning of a program. 

However; Chinese Stalinism has prepared the re­
pressive machinery with which to prevent activities 
designed to undermine its rule. Whatever temporal'~' 
] iberties are allowed to the small bourgeoisie of th(l 
tities it ,,,ill not permit any expression whatsoever to 
the working class outside of its own fully controlled 
organs. For it is a universal characteristic of Stalin­
ism that it fastens itself on the working class and that 
this class is its first victim. This means. that what is 
nlOst necessary, the closeRt relations between revolu­
tionary anti-Stalinist socialists and the workers, is 
the mORt hazardous and nlosi rlifficult and will be met 
by the sever'cKt counter-mea~ure~. The progrft,nl des­
cribed above is an orientation fraught with enormous 
difIicultieR and it is by no means certain that it can 
be effectuated in the immediate future. For the attack 
on all socialist and left opponents is 'already under 
way and it is a campaign of extermination. In these 
circumstances the problem of survival is of chief im­
portance; the vigilant as~df;tance of ~ocia1ists every­
where ·will be necessary if these cadres are to be saved. 
All manner of special forms of organization and 
struggle will be necessary and these very instruments 
of survival can also become the means of making con­
nection.with the workers and organizing the struggle 
'with them. 

JACK BRAD 
Df,(,pmbr1' 1948. 

Dictatorship 
Before and Affer the february Coup 

forced the country into the system of the anti-Soviet 
co}'do'Jl sanitaire. 

These circumstances permitted Czechoslovakia, 
soon after the First World War, to achieve self-suffi­
ciency in agriculture. Agricultural reform, which 
larg'ely contributed to this, imposed limitations upon 
bnt did not liquidate the Austro-German and Hun­
garian nobility. But the state did come into possession 
of large areas of forest and land. 

Soon, however, agricultural production increased 
to such an extent that prices threatened to fall far 
belo,,, those of the world market; a state grain mo­
nopoly ,vas therefore created to maintain a balance be­
tween production, prices and acreage. These economic 
nleasures ,vere politically possible because the bour­
geoisie had vested political leadership in the hands of 
the Czech Agrarian Party, even though agriculture 
and industry were of equal social weight in the coun­
try. This could take place only because the large proc­
essing industries solidari~ed themselves with the land-
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owners (breweries, paper, wood-processing- indus· 
tries, and distilleries). 

Industry as a whole based itself mainly upon heavy 
industry and the armament industry, upon mining, 
glass, textile and porcelain manufacture, besides the 
already mentioned agrarian ~ector. Besides glass, it 
was the shoe industry and sugar refineries ,vhich 
played an important role as export industries. 

The predominantly agrarian character and the 
rule of the Agrarian Party made necessary a coalition 
government of the parties representing the interest~ 
of industry. Foremost among these parties was the 
Social-Democracy, split up as it was into different 
nationalities. This party not only represented the 
needs of heavy industry but also rallied the most con­
servative and best-paid layers of the working class, 
and also based itself upon broad masses of the petty 
bourgeoisie. The party of Benes-the Czech People's 
Socialists-was supported by small public employees, 
the small businessmen, and the rather reactionary 
nationalist element~ of the free professions and the 
students. 

To this all-national coalition of the bourgeoisie, 
the proletariat counterposed a single all-national 
party which was not differentiated by nationality, the 
Communist Party, which (in relation to the size of the 
population) was the strongest in the world, and which 
"vas the only CP generally, outside of the USSR, with 
a significant trade-union movement of its own. The 
CP was made up of German, Czech and Polish indus­
trial workers together with Slovak and Hungarian 
farmhands and there were no internal national ten­
sions. 

The zigzag course of the Comintern, at the begin­
ning of the world economic crisis which caused the 
Czech bourgeoisie to impose the major burden of the 
crisis upon the national minorities, changed this re­
lationship so that the cadres of the working class 
turned toward the Social-Democracy. The Communist 
trade unions lost their influence almost completely by 
their policy of strikes-at-any-price and because the 
party became more and more the party of the unem­
ployed. Hitler's victory in Germany gave it the de­
cisive blow: the German proletarians of Czechoslo­
vakia were exhausted by years of misery and unem­
ployment, and though not in their majority turning 
toward Hitler, they fell into hopeless passivity. They 
left the ranks of the CP, which instead was flooded 
,vitha tremendous number of petty bourgeois who, in 
fear of Hitler, wanted to crawl under the protective 
,vings of Stalin. 

This was approxim,ately the situation existing ~t 
the time of the Munich agreement. The CP, through 
its spokesman Gottwald, together with the fascist 
,general Gajda, supported the government of General 
Syrovy only because the latter was in favor of imme­
diate war against Germany. But the masses were 
deeply disappointed, especially because of the non-

intervention policy of Stalin with regard to the Mu­
nich agreement. 

Immediately after Benes' flight,and after the ces­
sion of the Sudeten areas, large parts of eastern 
Slovakia and the Carpatho-Ukraine, the government 
banned the CP, but nobody shed any tears over it. 
Except for a few dozen paid secretarfes and a few 
stalwarts, it had been virtually liquidated. 

Hitler's march into the country on March 15, 1939 
merely completed what had already been an accom­
plished fact. The proletariat, petty bourgeoisie and 
bourgeoisie were still in the same condition of paraly­
sis i'nto which the Munich agreement had thrown 
them. The Stalin-Hitler pact contributed to this fur­
ther, and the CP was unable to throw off its lethargy 
until shortly befope the war's end. 

I-litler liquidated important parts of the bour­
geoisie by compelling the Jews-who had played a 
leading role in industry· and especially in banking-to 
fiee, or by exterminating th~m physically. Similarly, 
those elements of the ruling class who attempted to 
revolt were liquidated, while the small andunimpor­
tant remnants of the bourgeoisie collaborated with 
the Nazis. 

The working class, for the time being, profited 
from the intensified armament boom and had no ob­
jection to the liquidation of their hated masters i but 
this did not in the least nlean that it "vas friendly to 
the Nazis. It looked upon the imposition of their rule 
as a mere changing-of-the-guards on top. The only 
elements who strove to fight Hitler were from t.he 
petty bourgeoisie, which was hardest hit by the Nazi 
dictatorship economically as well as in national 
feeling. 

The May Days of 1945 
The sharpening of the internal difficulties, in­

creasing shortages of food in the latter years of the 
war, and-last but not least-the great military suc­
cesses of the Russian army brought about a stiffening 
of resistance. But again it was especially Benes who 
became the symbol of this resistance; the CP limited 
itself to backing him without qualification, and added 
to his slogans still more chauvinist slogans. 

The first significant action of the CP made itself 
felt only ,vhen Russian troops entered the city ex­
actly twenty-four hours after the Prague insurrec­
tion of May· 5-9, that is, exactly a day after the last 
German troops had capitUlated. Immediately posters 
appeared everywhere with the inscription: "They 
came in time," with a picture of a Russian tank roll. 
ing through the Prague city gate. The major burden 
of the struggle was borne by the police and by former 
professional soldiers, with the proletariat participat­
ing only in small numbers and with the CP acting as 
3·n undifferentiated section of the insurrectionists. 

In the May days of 1945 the power was in the 
streets. The bourgeoisie was practically non-existent, 
as we indicated above; but the proletariat, as a class 
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force of its own, was without leadership. Benes tri­
umphantly moved in with his government-in-exile. 

Did power really lie in the streets? The Yalta 
agreement had provided for the inclusion of Czecho­
Hlovakia in Stalin's sphere of influence. The West had 
handed over this area to Stalin. American and Rus­
Rian troops could therefore be withdrawn without 
hesitation; the bureaucratic apparatus of Benes had 
the leadership of the country in" firm hands. The ex­
pulsion of 3.5 million Germans took place with the 
consent and desire of all the great powers, at the same 
time representing the fulfillment of one of Benef-l' 
dreams. 

Stalin smiled slyly: the national homogeneity of 
the country-the Slovaks were easily held in check, 
on the one hand through the collaboration of their 
leadership, the backwardness of their country, the 
absence of significant layers of industrial proletariat, 
and on the other hand through pressure-compelled 
Benes to turn more toward his immediate neighbors. 
One of these was the USSR through its seizure of the 
Carpatho-Ukraine. Internally, Benes was likewise 
compelled to make all conceivable concessions to the 
agents of that closest of the great powers, the CPo If 
today former diplomats from Benes' circle nlaintain 
that Benes already recognized as far back as 1D45 
that he had fallen into Stalin's trap, then this is 
(considering what has been said above) quite credihle. 
It is indicative of the conditons prevailing that he 
never, not even in the February days, undertook to 
counterpose his o,,'n authority to that of Stalin. Upon 
whonl after all was he to base himself, considering 
that the West had approved all the measures of the 
bureaucratic USSR in advance? 

IJpswing of Stalinism 
The expulsion of the Germans, the confiscation 

of the property of the collaborationists, of the Hun­
garians, of the traitors (and of those who 'were so 
labeled) all this facilitated statification. The Stalinists 
took credit for the successes of this statification, 
'which was welconled not only by the proletariat but 
also by other large sectors of the popular masses. 
Almost all helieved the end of the exploitation of 
lnan by nlan had come. Those "Tho were less naive 
received land fron1 the confiscated properties or 
became trustees of confiscated small industries or 
retail shops. 

In addition to local adnlinistrative authorities 
(for whom the best ternl is "kleptocrats") ,\rho had 
organized the robbery of the property of the Germans 
(which means especially also of anti-fascist prole-
tarians) , there were bad elements who enriched them­
selves in great numbers and who were laughed at by 
the people as gold-diggers but who were given a free 
hand by the authorities. 

The elections to the 'first national assembly bore 
rich fruit for the Stalinists: in the Czech-speaking 
provinces they received almost 40 per cent of all 

votes, while Slovakia remained aloof to them. Because 
of its uncritical attitude-it became known as the 
anteroom of the CP-the SP became one of the 
weakest of the Czech parties, and the Benes party too 
remained far behind the CP in strength. 

The Stalinists had utilized the year between the 
collapse of fascism and the first elections to occtip~' 
all the decisive posts in the state and the economy 
exclusively with their own people; it was a well­
known fact that admission to one of the leading 
posts depended upon possession of a CP membership 
card. The nationalization of all industries with mor(.l 
than 100 employees, as well as the distribution of 
all land of more than 100 hectares, expanded its 
powers still more. 

At the same time the food situation was ver~' 
good-not the least reason being aid by UNRRA. Th~ 
non-nationalized light industry was in full swing, 
for the few smaller bourgeois who were left felt 
that this was their last chance. Since they were able 
to "rork without much overhead, they were able to 
pay wages above that prescribed by law. The CP 
began a campaign against these so-called "black 
wages." The revolutionary elements in the trade­
union movement-whose top ranks and apparatus 
was already in the hands of the Stalinists, but whose 
rank and file was still able to rebel-conterposed 
the slogan of "Black wages for alF' against this CP 
driv.e. 

Stalinism in Decline 
The CP began to organize workers' militia in the 

factories-that is, those already existing were built 
up further. The pretext for the existence of these 
anned bodies was to protect the shops from German 
revenge and from acts of sabotage. The members of 
the militia received full wages, "rithout performing 
any other work except guard duty and engaging in 
nlilitary training and drills. They were therefore 
looked upon by the other workers with distrust. 

The trade unions were gradually deprived of their 
democratic rights; the works councils were subjected 
to severe pressure from the trade-union apparatus: 
and an incredible law governing the election of work.~'\ 
couneils was introduced. This law provided that, if 
the workers of a factory disapproved of a list of 
candidates proposed by the trade unions, the trade­
union bureaucracy had the power to appoint works 
councils by administrative decree. The result was 
that half of these official lists were rejected in all 
factories. 

The influence of the CP was decreasing. Ever 
'wider circles of the proletariat resisted the imposition 
of extra work, which was to be performed under the 
guise of voluntary work brigades. The introduction of 
a system of rationalization in the factories which was 
not dissimilar to the so-called Rej'a system under 
Hitler (which had given the main impetus to the 
resistance of the worker;; under the occupation) 
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encountered decisive resistance from the workers. 
The rapid swelling of the state, communal and eco­
nomic apparat.uses, and the immense income of the 
"national administrators," the directors, and the 
pnrty and trade-union bureaucrats, cau:~ed wide­
Bpread dissatisfaction. With infallible insti net the 
workers referred to this new rising stratum as the 
"new nobility." 

The drought of the year 1947 gave the Russian 
bureaucracy the opportunity to force upon Czecho­
slovakia an unheard-of trade agreement, which was 
touted by the CP as if Russia were presenting great 
amounts of grain as a gift. They appeaJecl to tht' 
people to be grateful for this robbery of almost Hw 
entire industrial production. A preferential system 
permitted the Russians to buy export goods for the 
same price as did a Western buyer, and then to sell 
them for foreign ~xchange to these interested parties. 
while the Czechs were credited with the amount in 
I'U bles. On the other hand, goods were ordered in 
Czechoslovakia, the raw materials for which had to 
be paid in foreign exchange while Russia paid for 
them in rubles-or rather, these rubles were credited 
to the Czechs for the grain deliveries from Russia. 

All these events caused a drop in the influence 
of the CPo The next elections would have been bound 
to bring it a decisive defeat. It became clearer from 
oay to day that a coup ,vas necessary if they \vere to 
maintain their position; that the foreign situation of 
Czechoslovakia did not permit a defeat of Stalinism 
was clear. Thus arose the February crisis. 

2 
tJpon whom was the anti-CP opposition to base 

itself? The proletariat was without leadership; the 
petty bourgeoise as well as the peasantry was incap­
able of action on .. its own. The bourgeoise was no 
longer existent, with the exception of Insignificant 
remnants. Since May 1945 capitalist production in 
Czechoslovakia had gradually ceased. 

The congress of works councils, in which the trade­
union apparatus and reliable Communist delegates 
han made sure of a majority for themselves, was 
compellen to use the Russian methods notorious 
since the time .of the Moscow trials in order to Sl11'­

press all opposition. The delegates who dared to vote 
against the resolution despite open voting 'were ex­
posed to the sharp glare of spotlights and were 
yelled rlo\vn as traitors by org:anized claques. It is no 
slnall thing that there were nevertheless eight~, 
courageous delegates, out of 2,000, who voted against 
the resolution. This is especially significant since the 
nllmber of those abstaining was not ascertainabl(). 

The peasant congress, which met the next Sunda \' 
in Prague and which consisted mostly of employp(~s 
of the cooperatives as well as of l)eople who -onl,\' .\ 
iew months or even weeks before had received Jall(l, 
was a fiasco. Despite the fact that the delegates Wf\]'(\ 

brought to Prague in special trains and '.vf\re fp(] and 

lodged free of charge the attendance was small. 
But when Benes confirmed the new and almost 

completely CP government, thereby sanctioning and 
legalizing the coup, the Stalinists could no longer 
be ousted from their seat of power. The student groups 
which attempted to demonstrate against the coup 
were dispersed with police carbines, with the populact! 
looking upon the massacre without making any move. 
There was hopeless passivity everywhere and an 
atmosphere of dOOITl was general. 

3 

This atn108phere became evident with the suicide 
of I~'oreign IVlinister Nlasaryk. The streets 'were linert 
with people weeping at his funeral - but neither 
Benes, who was to speak ther~, nor any other repre­
sentative of the petty bourgeoisie moved as much as a 
tJnger. The polIce, concentrated in Prague for the 
security of the StalinH~t power, had no occasion 
to intervene. 

1'he elections, which were held in Mayas scheduled, 
were a tarce. rihe only list of candidates, that of the 
goVerllment, was openly favored: anyone who dared 
to think of voting the white ballot against the gov­
ernn1ent was labeled an agent of HItler. Nonethe­
less, tne result tor the government was so thin that 
it was necessary to deprive the elections of their 
secret character even in the early hours of voting, 
and finally to falsify the very election results. IVlore­
over there sat in every polling place an agent of the 
n1inister of the interior, taking written notice of the 
kind of ballot voted by each individual. 

Elections a Farce 
The writer of these lines broke the "unity" of one 

of the Prague polling places by openly voting the 
'white list against the government. The result was 
that immediately after him a number of voters ex­
hibited, equal courage. Having lived in this wOl'king~­
class ,district for many years and having been well 
known in political circles, he was able to confirm that 
the result of the election had been clumsily falsified. 
They simply counted all the empty ballot envelopes, 
as well as all the torn-up lists and all those votes in 
which were both lists of candidateH, as errors in 
favor of the government. 

The death of Benes, as well as the suicide of 
l\iasary k, was taken to be an act of grief; and the last 
flare-up of a petty-bourgeois and peasant opposition 
on the occasion of the Sokol congress was quickly 
liquidated by admLnistrative measures against the 
Jpadership of that gymnastic society. 

Ah'ead~r prior to February the Stalinists had at­
t('n1pted to ~tr(lngthen their basis in the ranks of the 
)Jl'oJd.al'iat by providing certain large pIantH with 
(\sT)t\eially good suppJies in the factory kitchens and 
by 1he alloeatiol1 of special provi~ions of shoes and 
elothing. Since, however, it was just theRe Rhops 
\"h ieh had b(\Pll old strongholds of the working-clas~ 
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movement, it was necessary to pump fresh human 
material into them and to withdraw old working­
class functionaries from them. After.February, at any 
rate, they proved anything but the reliable points of 
support which the bureaucratic clique had hoped. 

The first steps of the new government-the statifi­
cation of all enterprises with more than fifty enl­
plo:yees, the distribution of land up to fifty hectares, 
and the statification of the food-processing industry 
and of the wholesale trade-here and there perhaps 
still called forth certain illusions. These became 
intensified es.pecially because the CP promised that 
if the Two Year Plan, begun in 1946, were fulfilled, 
there would be an, increase in the standard of living 
by ten per cent over that of 1937t given a similar 
increase of production. 

The Two Year Plan-Htwo steps to pl'osperity"­
proved to 'be, however, the necessary preliminary 
groundwork for a complete assimilation of Czecho­
slovakian to Russian conditions. That this assimila­
tion brought about a steep decline in the standard 
of living of the population generally and of the ,vork­
ing class especially was a circumstance not entirely 
undesired by IVloscow. Since Russia ,vas able to pay 
only with grain, it was compelled to smash the for­
merly self-sufficient food-su~ply basis of Czecho­
slovakia; the highly"organizedagriculture had to be 
"distributed," and had to be transformed into un­
profitable petty farm enterprises, rendering them 
uneconomical from the social point of vie'w, if the 
republic was to be at the mercy of the Russians in the 
field of food provisions. 

Russification of Economy 

With this stranglehold on the throat of the Czecho­
slovak economy, with a powerful Stalinist bureau.:. 
cratic apparatus, with the specter that the Germans 
might return to claim their property, it was possible 
to Russify the Czechoslovak economy-that iK, to 
plunder it-without encountering the slighh~st re­
sistance., If the bureaucratic Stalinist appal'atus had 
had, prior to February, the tendency to swell in num­
bers, no,v all those ,vho were not 100 per cent'Stalin­
ists were sent into the factories under the pretext of 
increasing the productive labor: forces. 

In this manner the social product vvhich would 
have been consumed by the native bureaucracy fell 
to the share of the Russian bureaucracy. At any rate, 
the state budget for 1949 shows that the Ministry of 
Propaganda received an aJ.location 82 per cent above 
that of the previous year, while the Ministry for So­
cial Welfare ,had to content itself with an increase of 
,only 23 percent, and the Ministry of Defense with 
Qnly 15 per cent. 

How strong the discontent is in the plants can be 
gathered from the complaint of the official organ of 
the trade unions-and thus of Minister-President 
Zapotocky-that the citizens have 11<;> understanding 
for the plan, admitting at the same time that "thou-

~anus of carloads of iron and steel are of no conse· 
quence in the eyes of those who argue about why. 
there are no I l1~eedleS' :available." 

A ne\v phenomenon is the "free market," intro­
duced on New Year's Day of 1949. The new textile­
rationing cards, which are also valid for shoe pur~ 
chases, are available to only four-fifths of the popu­
lation, as is admitted by the Ministry for Domestic 
Trade. Only those who have performed forty hours 
of work a week are entitled to these rations; andortly 
intellectual workers, teachers, university professors 
and students are exempted from this provision. 
Farmers are entitled to goods available in the closed 
rnarket only if their acreage does not exceed a cer­
tain maximunl and if they have fulfilled their official 
delivery quotn. 

Thus this policy stl'ike~ in the fir~t instance 
against the independent small entrepreneur, especial­
ly the small businessman and artisan, whom the Sta;. 
linists had, after February, not only assured their 
special protection, but had even written this formally 
into the new con:.:;titution. And there are still people 
in the West who believe. that it is just these str'ata 
which determine the Czech economy! It is, in this 
connection, perhaps vv"orth mentioning that the Hun­
garian "People's Democracy," founded on the occa­
sion of the third anniversary of the proclamation of 
the republic, vvhich is still behind the stage of ,com­
plete assimilation to Russian conditions achieved by 
Czechoslovakia, has made the protection of the small 
('ntrepreneur one of the first points in its prog-ram., 

ThV open economic ainl for the next period is the 
elimination of rationing'. As a first step, the prices of 
rationed goods, especially of textiles and shoes, were 
increased fitflteen,hventy, even twenty-five per cent. 
This Zapotocky calls "minor corr~ctions." ' 

But the introduction of the free market did not 
fail to meet with opposition from the factories. ThuR 
the central oi'gan of the trade unions writes that at 
well-attended factory meetings there 'were "certain 
people who expressed concern lest the goods to be 
sold in the .free market would be withdrawn from the 
closed economy and that thus the ,vorking people 
\vould be deprived of thenl. 

Working-Class Discontent 

It is especially interesting that the paper calls 
attention to the fact that it was necessary to explain 
to the workers of the A VIA works how the new price 
policies would redound to the great advantage of the 
proletariat, and that this explanation was finally "re­
ceived with enthusiasm by the workers." It was, after 
all, fronl these very works that the shop militia, 
\vbich \vere mobilized by the Stalinists in February 
1948 to take over the central secretariats of the three 
non-Stalinist parties, had been drawn. In the Zbro­
jovka (Bren gun) works, it was necessary to explain 
in regard to the new price policies a "number of ob­
scure points," and ih the MEOPTA works the "ini-
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tict J rejeclioil" W:tH t t'i-I nsfOrrfl0d ill to "full sa li:..; fac­
tion." 

So as not to be in the .position of helplessly con· 
fronting a- united proletarian front, the bureaucracy 
attempts to drive wedges into the proletariat, to de­
stroy its unity. Thf'l favoritfA nWB,ns of the Russian 
hureaucr~cy, StalduulOvil-ml, i:;; tali-en nY(~I' withoti1 
changc, ·and a pres;-;; cnmpaigll is started ill its ~up­
PO}·t against "dangerous equalization." The "fr'ce ma)' .. 
l\(~t'· is to give the ,vorker the incentive to nch ie\'(l. 
gTeater productivity. 

Among the customers in the free textile shops there 
"1eJ'e suppoRed to have been (according to a report of 
the cenb~a.J o~"gan of the CP, Rud(! Prrt.1JO) large l1um­
herR of ,yorkers' wives buying' bahy e1othing- anrl hed­
dhig not available in the closed market. The papCl' 
further sa.ys thnt the open market is open to every 
worker ,vho has increased hi~ inconle throug'h his in­
creased efforts so that he is able to buy goods above 
and outside of his ration, and this at prices which al'e 
helo,,~ those of the hlack market. The Prague radio~ 
)"eporting on the same subject from one of the free 
retail shops, makes clear how gratifying a1l this if.;. 
One of the 'workers~ wives, speaking over the micro­
phone, says that she has just bought her working 
daughter a pair of panties at 250 kronen (half H 

week's wages of a skilled worker) - they were quite 
expensive but the girl couldn't r'un arounrl withon.l 
pantie~, after all ! 

Exporting Bureaucratism 
Years ago we wrote on another occasion that Stal­

inism - which at that time denied that it wanted to 
export Communism - could only ship its own bureau­
cratic methods abroad. This has come Itrue to a mon­
strous extent in all the border countries. 

In the Czechoslovakian administration bureauc­
nttic intervention can be felt as much as or even mOL'e 
than in the econonlY. Since the administration of the 
provinces gave ·certain possibilities of autonom,\' to 
the Slovaks, Stalinism ,von a new victory by splitting 
up the administration into nineteen county executives. 
The chairmen of these provincial executives of th(~ 
c.ounties are. in possession of almost unlimited powers; 
they can invalidate decisions of the plenary sessions 
of the committees just as they can annul measures of 
individual department chiefs if these seem to be in 
contradiction with Stalinist policy . Not one of these 
chairmen is elected. All are appointed by the Stal­
inist Mmistry of the Interior - that is, the secret 
policy - and all nineteen are, of course, membel~s of 
the CPo 

The working class, under these condition~, not only 
withdraws itself from politics but also abstains fl'onl 
trade-union \vork. Time and again there are compe­
titions organized between various orgnni7-ations of 
the party or of the trade unions a.iming at bringing' 
more members do,vn for an evening; and not even thfl 
performance of an entertaining film or of vaudeville 

actK HeeiilS to be aLle to i net'case attoiilhi.Hce. 'l'IH~ 
scorn and ,vrath of the ,vorking class is nlore likely to 
make itself felt spontaneously. 

Thus there are many measures taken by the S~~l­
inists and they renlain apparently unopposed; but this 
ghould not lt~ad to thf' eonelusion that the prolet.ariat 
agrees \vith Hwnl. Even 8uch n nlollstl'OllS act as the 
call to "socia1i:-;t competition" issued hy the county 
health in~urance o/lice in Nove Meste in l\'foravia 
H competition to see which health insurance office 
recognizes fewer workers who report themselves sick 

causes a 'noticeable storm of protest. 
To be sure, the \vorking claSH has been dis,armecl; 

but it resists and it i~ capable 'of resistance, even 
though it cannot Hberate itself nnd, in the absence of 
n firmly rooted oPPoRition party anrl leadership, \vith· 
drHwH into deep pasRivity. 

Sources of Opposition 
Open opposition is thus offered only by romantic 

youth, frenzied petty bourgeois and, no,v and theIl, 
individual peasants. Since these forces lack any mass 
haRe and, as a class, possess no strength of their own, 
"their efforts remain isolated. They can be suppressed 
through the usual police and court methods. It would 
he wrong to bank upon them since they are unable to 
('.onnterpost to Stalinism anything' but a purely nega­
tive program: that is, they know exactly what they 
do not ,,,ant but not \vhat they would like to have. 

The restoration of private capitalism today is not 
a program with which, in Czechoslovakia, one could 
lure a dog" from behind a ,varm stove. Moreover, there 
f'eem to be only very small remnants of the bourgeoisie 
left still speculating on it. 

The struggle for the democratic rights of the wor ... 
kers and the peasants, the struggle for the control of 
the statified -industry, the struggle against the Russian 
bureaucracy, the police terror, the privileges of the 
members of the "new nobility" - this can only be 
led by the ,\~orkingclasR itself; ,vhen the time comes 
it will find the full support of the middle strata in this 
:..;tJ'uggle. 

To expect that the isolated Czech working class, 
without the aid of a strong proletarian mOVClnent in 
the West, should be able to shake off the yoke of Stal­
inism means to succun1b to illusions. As little as the 
Gernuln proletariat after its defeat by Hitler was ~l'bje 
to liberate itself, as li"ttle can the proletariat of the 
border countries do more than prepare its liberation, 
stiffen its resistance against Gothvald and Stalin and, 
for the rest, hope for a new socialist movement in the 
'Vest. The longer the waiting period not only for the 
Czech pl"oletarians but of the ,vorking classes of all 
the border countries, the harder will be the liberation, 
the smal1er the resisting' socialist cadres, the greater 
the on ngel' of a counter-revolutionary solution. 

RUDY SVOBODA 
Rf'r/1~nnin(! of Pebr'l(aJ'lJ 1949 

(Trnn.~lated by E:lf,gene [(eUer) 
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The Year One of the Russian Revolution 

Apl'il and May [1918] saw 
a,n extreme aggravation of the famine. 

Remembel' that the autocracy had 
fallen in Ji'ebruary 1917, with cries of 
·'Bread! Bread!" from the workers' dis­
tricts of Petrograd. Since 1916 the sup­
p'~y of even the army had become so pOOl' 
that in 1917 the troops received only 57 
per cent of their meat ration. 

The disorganization of the railway 
system had been completed by the spon­
taneous demobilization of the army, and 
then by the German offensive and the 
sporadic resistance of g'uerrilla bands. 
1'he best proletarian elements left the 
factories to fig'ht 01' devote themselves 
to the needs of the revolution; the own­
ers supported by the technicians sabo­
taged production. The pl'ice of manufa.c­
tured goods, which became rarer and 
.I.-areI', rose with the inflation. The value 
of the paper money depreciated with 
~very new and fl'equent issue. The peas­
ants beg'an to refuse to sell their wheat 
to the state, which forbade them to sell 
it elsewhere, and offered them only a 
scandalous price, paid in paper money 
In the bargain, or in various manufac­
tured articles. Under pressure of specu­
lation the price of wheat l'ose to four or 
five times its previous price. 

These were the tragic realities of the 
problem of supplying' the cities, the 
wOi'king class, the living' force of the 
l'evolution, and the new army. 

Grain Monopoly Combats 
Speculation by Kulaks 

A monopoly of the wheat mal'ket had 
been established by the Provisional Gov­
ernment after the fall of the autocracy; 
but. the monopoly had been entrusted to 
~upply Committees formed of merchants, 
industrialists, proprietors, and rich peas­
~ntR. The Soviet goyernment gave them 
~R altogether different chal'actel'. The 
MenRheviks, the S-Rs and the neasants 
ca,lIed on the People's CommissaI~s to dis­
s9lve them. But the monopoly was a vi­
tal necessity. A free grain market would 
leave the poverty-stricken government 
powerless before speculation. The rich 
01' well-to-do sections of the population 
would be the best fed, the only ones fed 
ill fact. It would be practically impossible 
to control the transportation of food. It 
was necessary to defend the monopoly to 
the la~t ditch, and that is just what waH 
done. 

An April 2 decree instituted the ex­
change of commodities with the country, 
the first attempt to regulate difficult and 
chaotic relations with the peasantH. The 
depreciation of' papel' money called fcw 
direct (·xchang-e of commodities for 
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IX-Suppression of the Anarchists 

wheat; but the commodities barter('d by 
the state fell .into the hands of the rich 
peasants, the kulaks. The new decree 
confined the exchange to the middle and 
poor peasants. 

Thus began the struggle between the 
rich and the poor peasants, which in sev­
eral months was to grow into a fierce 
civil war. Finally on May 13 the govern­
ment was forced to proclaim a "dictator­
ship over supplies." The decree which 
.instituted this dictatorship compelled the 
delivery to the state of all excess grain 
held by the farmers, with deductions for 
the support of the peasant family, and 
for the next sowing, etc. These deduc­
tions were fixed by averages. The pOOl' 
people and the workers were urg'ed to 
unite against the kulaks in the battle for 
g'l'ain. 

Famine. Discontent and 
Counter-Revolutionary Propa(janda 

The Commissariat of Supplies was 
given the fullest powers. In short, it was 
a declaration of war between the dicta­
torship of the }troletariat and the lmlal{s. 
On May 20 a "Supply Army" was formed. 
Its forces varied between forty and forty­
five thousand men until 1919. It was sent 
to make requisitions in the country. 

The famine was so great that at TsaJ,\­
skoye-Selo, not far from Petrog'l'ad, the 
population received only one hundred 

g'l'ams of bread a day. There were dis­
turbances, with shouts of "Long live the 
Constituent Assembly!" and even "Long 
live Nicholas II!" on April 6 and 7. On 
April 19 there were "hunger riots" at 
Smolensk, "fomented" (?) by Anarchists. 
In April, entry into overpopulate'd and 
exhausted Samara was forbidden. 

The sharpness, despair, and angel' 
caused by the famine, which even 
touched the working class, made. the 
ruined urban middle classes, who were 
totally incapable of :underst3ndi'ng the 
l'evolution, fertile ground for all.kinds 
of counter - revolutionary propaganda. 
'rhe discontent of middle and wealthy 
peasantry seemed to foreshadow a for­
midable Vendean uprising. 

"In those days," a worker writes, "yo:l1 
couldn't find a horse in Petrograd; they 
were all killed and eaten, or requisitioned, 
or hidden away in the country. Thel'e 
weren't even any dogs or cats to be 
found .... The people lived on tea and 
potato pancakes fried in linseed oil. AR 
a member of the Vyborg (Petrograd) So­
viet Executive, I know that there were 
whole weeks during which the workers 
received neither bread. nor potatoes; they 
were given sunflower seeds and nuts .... " 
"'Vith this relation of forces-the starv­
ing cities faced with one hundred million 
hostile peasants-the situation of the So­
viet government seemed desperate." 

THE DISARMING OF THE ANARCHISTS 
It was under these conditions that the 

Anarchists were, disarmed during' the 
nig'ht of August 11. 

The small influence of the Anarchists 
over the working masses is attested by 
the number of seats they received in the 
soviets and in the soviet congresses, 
where as a rule they had no more than 
half a dozen out of several hundred dele­
g'ates (however, a certain number of the 
libertarians boycotted the soviets). 'Their' 
energetic little g'I'OUpS had distinguished 
themselves in June 1917 during the 
bloody incident at Durnovo villa, in Pet­
l'ograd, then by their part in the July 
riots, the forerunners of the October in­
surrection. These demonstrations were 
in part their work. At Kronstadt and 
elsewhere they had fou$ht courageously 
with the Bolsheviks ag'ainst Kerensky­
ism. 

Despite their ideological confusion, 
most of them fought well in October. 
Theil' movement experienced an excep­
tional growth on the morrow of the pro-

)c·tal'ian in~uncction. No power oppos(>cI 
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them. They went ahead requisitioning 
houses without any control. 

The Bolshevik Party treated theil' 01'­

g~nizati9ns as equals. They had a large 
daily paper in Moscow, Anarchy. The 
libertarian syndicalist paper in Petro­
grad, Golos Truda (Workers' Voice) , 
which disputed the influence of Lenin's 
Pravda for a time, only disappeared 
when its editors fell out over the ques­
tion of revolutionary war. Volin, the ed­
itor..in-chief, and his friends abandonpd 
propaganda for partisan guerrilla war­
fare, and went to the front, whel'e thf'Y 
wpre useless. 

Anarchy, edited by the Gordin broth­
(>rs, devoted itself to feverish. propa­
ganda, exclusively idealistic and dema­
g'ogic, which took account of absolutely 
no reality: Let us look over several nUm­
bers of this sheet for April.1918. Remem­
her that we are on the eve of the eollal>!'p 
of anarchism in the Russian RevOlution; 
:l fter April 12 it no longer existeQ. 

"We are against the soviets in prin­
(~iple," wrote the Gordin brothers on 



April 7, "as we are against all states." 
"They say we arc plottillg' to over­

throw the Bolsheviks. Absurd! We Were 
even opposed to overthrowing the Mcu­
~heviks." 

From the same on April 10: "We con­
sidered and still consider the seizure of 
power a fatal errol' ... but we fought 
in the front ranks in October." 

"We are threatened, but we are quite 
calm. We cannot perish, for great things 
never perish." 

There was one single practical slogan, 
in big black letters across two pages of 
the paperj a humanitarian slogan direct­
ed at the Cheka, which was compara­
tively mild at that moment: "Don't shoot 
men who are arrested without arms." 
This agitation. although often violent, 
was J.'eally inoffensive. But that was not 
the question at stake. 

In Mo'scow alone the Anarchist forces, 
which were divided into a multitude of 
groups, sub-groups, factions, and sub­
factions, varying all the way from indi­
vidualism to syndicalism, passing through 
communism and not a few fantastic new 
h;ms, amounted to several thousand men, 
for the most part armed. In this period 
of famine, the sincere demagogy of the 
libertarian propagandists found not a 
little support among the backward ele­
ments of the population. 

The Black General Staff: 
State Within the State 

A Black General Staff directed these 
forces, which formed a sort of armed 
state - irresponsible, uncontrolled, and 
uncontrollable - within the state. The 
Anarchists themselves admitted that sus­
pected elements, adventurers, COl~1m.on­
law criminals, and counter-revolutIOnists 
found a refuge among them, as Analtch~ 
ist principle did not allow them to close 
their organizations to anyone nor exer­
cise any real control over anyone. They 
understood clearly the necessity fol' purg­
ing their groups, but this was impossi­
ble without either authority 01' disci­
plined organization. The diversity and 
inviolability of theil' principles gradually 
led to the political suicide of the move­
ment, which every day found itself more 
compromised. 

Anarchy often published "important 
notices" like the following: 

"Anarchist Federal Council. Regretta­
ble abuses are occurring'. Unknown per­
sons have proceeded to arrest and extort 
funds in the name of the Federation. The 
Federation declares that it will not tol­
erate any requisitions intended for indi­
vidual enrichment." (April 1.) 

"The Black General Staff announces 
that it will not assume responsibility ex­
cept for operations carried out on an or­
der signed by at least three of its mem­
bers, and in the presence of at least one 
member." The General Staff suspected its 
own members so much that two sig'na-

tures were not enough! Vain precautions 
ag'~dnsl banditry. 

Did Home of the AIIUl'cilistH thilll< of 
delivering' a coup de grace to the Bolshe­
viks? Thcl'e is a IOg'ic of power, and it is 
strong. 

On April 7 01' H, J acqUl~s Sadoul met 
olle of them, one of the leaders who had 
rallied to the Soviets, Alexander Gay. 
He thundered against the Bolsheviks 
(Gay, nevcrtheless was at the extreme 
right wing of anarchism; he was among' 
the "sovietists," allied with the Commu­
nists). Several cities in the South wel'! 
already in the hands of the Anarchists. 
Gay believed that he had several thou­
sand armed men in Moscow at that time. 
But it was not yet time to act. The mon­
archists had joined the movement, hoping' 
to tUl'n it to their own pUl'poses. First 
these impure and dangerous elemenh; 
must be purged. In a month 01' two the 
Anarchists would dig the grave of Bol­
shevism - and the reign of the beast 
would be at an end. 

I myself know that a meeting of the 
leaders of the Anarchist Federation had 
taken place some time before in which 
the question of an uprising ag'ainst the 
Bolsheviks had been discussed. But what 
next? How were they to escape taking 
power? 

Two influential speakers, B. and N., 
fought the uprising on the ground that 
it would be "stupid to assume the re­
sponsibilities and the fatal discredit for 
an inextricable economic situation" and 
that "they couldn't hold out for long .... " 

Incidents such as an attack on an 
American automobile, the murder of sev­
eral Cheka ag'ents followed by the sum­
mary execution of several bandits, and 
arrests of "expropriators" who were im­
mediately claimed by the Anarchist Fed­
eration, led the president of the Cheka, 
Dzerzhinsky, to demand the liquidation 
of the Black Guard. Five thousand so­
viet troops participated in this military 
operation on the night of April 11-12. 
The hotels which were occupied by the 
Anarchists and defended by machine 
guns were sUl'l'ounded. The occupants 
were given twenty minutes to surrender. 
In several places blood flowed; artillery 
took the Anarchy Club; the seige of one 
libertarian fortress lasted ten hour~. 
Twenty - seven houses were captured, 
twenty g'l'OUpS disarmed, five hundred 
persons arrested. There were several 
dozen killed and wounded. Not one sin­
g'Ie well-known Anarchist died iI,l this 
maneuver, which was not followed, as 
has been rumored, by any summary ex­
ecutions 01' any rigorous measures of any 
l<ind. The daily, Ana't'chy. reappeared 011 

the 21st with a headline: "Down with 
Absolutism !" 

Counter-Revolutionists Infiltrate 
The Anarchist Clubs 

To what extent did the counter-revolu­
tionists take advantage of the privileged 

position of the Black Guard? 'Ve can 
cite al:-\ a witneHs Gelleral Hopper, ~10 
took part in the conspiracies of the 0Jfi­
eel's' League for the Defense of Country 
Hnd Liberty. 

The leaders of the League did HUt, 

know whel'e to barrack their members ill 
l\Ioscow. "One can only rely on the fight­
ing' capacity of an organization," wrote 
Hopper, "if its members are under ~ 
military reg'ime and under the command 
of a leader. The aDarchist Clubs offered 
us the opportunity for such organization. 
The Bolsheviks tolerated them. By th.! 
beginning of April, sixty to seventy of 
OLlI' members were installed in these 
clubs. We' no long'er had to rack our 
brains to find a place for our membe'ts 
who were arriving' from the provinces. 
I had only to give them a passport and 
direct them to the head of the Anal'chist 
Service. who soon installed them in a 
libel'tal:ian hotel. "Ve had put an artillery 
captain whose appearance and charactel' 
tallied with the literary anarchist type 
at the head of our Anarchist group." 

The counter-revolutionary officers who 
were arrested in the course of disarming 
the Anarchists had only to persevere ill 
their roles to be liberated at the end of 
several weeks. I know of several other 
analog'ous examples from counter-revo­
lutionary sources. They establish the fact 
that foreign officers also frequented the 
clubs of the "Third Revolution." 

Why the Black Guard 
Had Little Political Influence 

The disarmament -of the Allal'chi~ts 
was affected without much trouble at 
Petrograd, Vologda and elsewhere. At 
Tsaritsyn (now Stalingl'ad) there was 
an Anarchist uprising on May 15. An 
uprising of Maximalists and libertarians 
also occurred at Saratov on May 17. The 
Anarchist movement remained alive in 
the Ukraine, where g'uerrilla warfare 
continued for years. 

Thus a simple police operation put an 
end to anarchism's role in the Russian 
Revolution. It was not even necessary to 
take any political steps against the dan­
g'er. No press campaign, no agitation 
prepared, and no campaign justified the 
disarmament of the libertarians before 
the masses. Redoubtable as their Black 
Guard was, their political influence was 
practically nil. Theil' whole streng·th _lay 
in a few machine g'uns that had fallen 
into the hands of a few determined men. 

Its divisions, its utopianism, its dis­
dain for reality, its resounding phrases 
and its lack of org'anization and disci­
pline rendered the Anarchist "Party" in­
eapable of any useful endeavor. What­
flver real capacities and energies it ,lIay 
have possessed were wasted in chaotic 
little strug'gles. It was a distinct and 
armed party, as we have seen, that tried 
to organize a fedel'ation and a general 
staff; but it was an amol'phous party, 
without any definite outline, withollt any 
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leader~hip-that is to say, without a 
brain or a nervous syslClll-a party prey 
to the most divergent aspirations and 
without the slightest control over jtsel:f. 
It was an irresponsible party in which ill~ 
telligent individuals, overruled by cliques, 
by unsuspected foreign interests, and by 
group instincts, stagnated uselessly. 

It was an impossible party for times of 
social war; for under mode)'h conditions 
war requires centralization, intelligence, 
and direction of the fighting' forces; war 
l'equires the clear understanding of fact 
and possibility that only a clem'·cut doc­
trine can give. 

1n disal'luing the AllUl'chists, the Bol­
sheviks-and the S-Rs who at least gave 
tacit consent to the maneuver-merely 
obeyed the imperious necessity for pro­
tecting the real' of the revolution. Could 
the revolution tolerate uncontrollable 
Anarchist strong·holds behind its front 
lines? The, fOl'mation of the Red Army 
opened a long period of struggle between 
the guerrilla bands and the organizel's 
of the regular troops. 'Va shall return to 
this struggle. 

The attempted defense of the UkrailH' 
had revealed the cruel insufficiency of 
pal'tisan troops. Frequently formed of 
adventurers, and frequently of excellent 
l'evolutionists, most often formed of u 
mixture of the two, they l'efused to take 
orders "from above," and tried to mal\:(' 
war according to their o'''n whim. This 

resistance had to be broken before a reg­
ular arl1\y could be recruited. And to 
break theil' resistance, the partisan re­
gime ill the capital itself had first to be 
done away with. 

Democracy for Disstdenh­
Disarmament for Armed Body 

The .A narchisb; obliged the Boishevik~ 
lo use force against 'a minority of revolu· 
t iOllHl'Y dissidents, Sentimental l'evolu­
tionists would have hesitated. But what 
would have happened? Either the Blac1\ 
(~uRI'lI would finally have started an up­
ri~illg and Moscow would have undergone 
uay~ of infinitely dangerous rioting 
(think of the famine and the already 
well-organized counter-revolution), or 
('l~t· the Anarchists would have been 
g'l'Huually dissolved only after a 1011g' 

. ~edcs of embarl'assing incidents. A revo­
lution which did not master dissident::! 
who fOl'med all armed state within the 
~tutl' would expose itself, weaken('d by jl\­

tenla1 division, to th(' blows of its Cl\(>­

Inies. 

Tht~ proletariull party must know now 
to bl'eak the resistance of backward ele· 
mcnts of the masses in decisive hours. It 
must Intow how to go against the masses 
whom hunger, for exal1lp~e, may drive to 
defeatist feelings at times. It must know 
how to swim against the current atld 
make proletarian intelligence prevail 
over lack of intelligence 01' the influence 

of alien classes. All the more must it 
know how to reduce dissidents. the mi­
norities whom it would be stupid to ell­
courage. 

But a firm distinction must be made 
bet.ween dissidents who are faithful to 
the revolution, and true counter-revolu­
tionary elemellts, The former are not 
cnemies; they belong to our class; they 
belong to the rev,olution; they want to, 
CUll, and should serve it somehow 0)' 

othel'. They are neither fatally, neces· 
~al'ily, nor absolutely wrong. To employ 
the methods of repressiol1 which are in· 
dispensable against the couuter-revolu· 
tioll against them. would evidently be 
criminal and tru,gic; for instead of mel'i~ 
disagreement there would be pI'ofound 
und bloody splits in the. working class. 

The Bolsheviks did not fall into that 
el'J:or. Their press continued to point out 
that no difficulties would be placed in tlw 
way of the continued existence and pl'Op­
ug'allda of the Anarchists. Once disarmed, 
the latter kcpt their press, their organi· 
zations, and their clubs. The little groups 
of four or five Anarchist factions, com~ 
po~ed of men who were constantly influ­
enced in opposite directions-some ap­
proaching Bolshevism and being' assimi­
lated by the COllllllunist Party, the other;:; 
taking tlie road to the 1110st l'esolute anti­
sovietism-vegetated henceforth without 
exercising any noticeable political inftu· 
ence. 

VICTOR SERGE, 

THE REAL RDR--
(Continued fl'om puye ~ t') 

jective kind of ,yay. Truism though it may be, experi­
ence is still the greatest teacher and the membership 
of the RDR must learn in this way, together with the 
ideological and analytic assistance provided them b): 
its l'larxist ,vjng. 

of getting workers' support is not to antagonize 
"their party_ We believe the RDR membership 'v ill 
rapidly learn this is an illusion. 

The real ,vealulcss of the HDH movernellt, HS we 
suggested, ha~ not even been mentioned by Jacques. 
The RDR has no solid trade-union ties, nor much 
support anlong the ,vorkers of France in thcir actual 
organizations. Thus, it tends t.o be stilllargf'ly a lllove= 
nlellt of studentH, illtellectual~, nliddle class, etc, and 
its ,vorking-class cornposition is S111Ull indeed. It must 
find a means of creating these ties, but here we 
CODle upon its principal 1JUUticul weakness: namely, 
its tunvillingncss to openly confront the issue of 
Stalinislll, politieal and ideological, and its pursuit 
(itl its pre~s, etc.) of an essentially ostrich-policy 
about Stalinisln in general and French Stalinism 
in particular. There seenlS to exist a widespread 
betief that since Stalinism still leads the major­
ity of the French proletariat, the RDR's best hope 

'Vhere theRDR has been at its
4

best is in the devel .. 
opillent of a specific program for current French is­
sues of econonlY, inflation, etc. On broader political 
issues, only a beginning has been made for discussion 
and c1arity. The organizational \veaknesses of the 
RDR are apparent, and certainly better kllO'Vll to 
those iu ib; ranks than to us (including Jacques and 
nlyself) at a dh;tance. But all these criticisms, of 
course, aSSll111e the ju~tified, progressive nature of the 
RDR and ]001{ forward to a "bigger and better" 11love-
11l€n t. 

The RDR is 110 finished product but a fluid and live 
1110Venlellt ,vith an intensive political and intellectual 
life of it~ O'Vll. In this~ense, it is precisely what was 
needed in France; Hnd the long, revolutionary tradi­
tion of that country (above all replete with examples 
of the creation of just the right organization to fit 
an historic need) indicates the potentialities for a 
bright and healthy future for the RDH. 

l-IENRY JUDD 
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• I Books In Review 
I have a feeling that everything possible 
should be done to make certain the Rus­
sians . maintain a permanent front even 
though they may be defeated in this im"; 
mediate battle. If Stalin should in any 
way be influenced at a critical time I 
think it would be worth doing by a direct 
eommunication from you thl'otlgh apCl'­
soua] envoy. 1 think the sta!ces are so 
great that it should be done. '-'talin would 
then know hl an unmistakable way that 
WE' mean busiJll'sl' on a 10ng-telT(l supply 
joh." 

Through Hopkins' Eyes 
ROOSEl'ELT AND HOPKINS: AN 

INTIMATE HISTORY, by Tlobc'J't E'. 
Sherwood. f/Wt'lJeY & B-rolhcrs, N e'w 
y' o'i'k, 1948, 979 PfJ· 

Sherwood'H jntimate history of H.oo~e­
velt and Hopkins is an interesting' and 
valuable book, one weJl worth reading' .. It 
is really three books in one-a iliognlphy 
of Hopkins, the story of the unusual 
fl-iendship and working relationship be­
tween Rool::3evelt and. Hopkins, amI all 

inside stOt'Y of the wai' as seen from UH~ 
White House. It unquestion~bly 'will be 
a wi(lely used ::;uurce l~ook fOl' futi,l'C hl~· 
torians. 

Jf thel'e were any doubt that HopkiH~ 
played the role of assistant president 
and secretary of state during the war. 
Shel'wood's d()CU111entatio~1 should dispel 
it. Ou May io, 1940 the frail social wOj:k­
er, who had bossed 'VPA and who W1",.;; un­
dergoing a treatment of "respecbl::"iltty" 
as secretary of commerce, was invited to 
the 'Vhite House for dinnel' and stayed 
for three and a half years. During that 
time he served as Roosevelt~s alter l"go, 
whipping the Democratic national con­
vention of 1940 into line, establishing 
lend-lease, visiting Churchill and Stalin. 
and trouble-shooting on every front of 
the war. 

Anyone who wanted to get to Roosevelt 
cultivated Hopkins. The great and neal'­
great parade through thesl~ page., Jil:c 
page boys in the Waldorf-Astoria . ..;,~ -the 
authOl' . puts it, Hopkins was "the su 
pl'eme office boy of them all"--ar. ol1ke 
boy having been previously defined by 
Hopkins as the "real Big Shot" who 
could put the caller through t.o the o,m' 
man who could help_ 

Four aspects of the book are especially 
worth noticing in this review', 

(1) Pearl Hal'bol': 
Such was Roosevelt's fear of the 

strength of the isolationists that he was 
waiting to be "pushed" into the war. 
There is no doubt that Roosevelt cOllsid~ 
ered war against Hitler inevitable, but 
he was obviously chafing at the bit be­
cause of his inability to get the country 
into direct military action. Pearl Harbor 
was ciearly a godsend. As Hopkins 
put it in notes on· December 7, 1941: 

" ... all of us believed that in the 
last analysis' the ellemywas Hitler and 
that he could never be defeated without 
force of arms ; that soonel: or later we 
were bound to be in the war and that 
J apan h~d given us an opportunity." 

(2) Stulingrad: 
Churchill compared the victories at 

Stalingrad and in Tunisia to Gettysburg. 

Those Who like to speculate on the might­
have-beenH of hislory may· Jeal'·n . with 
surprise that prior to Stalingrad, 8tu!5)1 
had Hot only agreed to pm'mit at'l Al11Cl­

iean army on the Russian front }Hlt was 
particularly anxious to lrave an Anglo­
Americail ail' forct' stationed jn the 
Caucasu1:>. On October 7, 1942Stalill 
S(~llt a rather desperate cable to Roosevelt, 
detailing the superiority of the Nazi~ 
and l'eque~ting aid. Roosevelt rcplied, 
af,!cording- to Sherwood, "that. arrange­
ments for the Allied air force in the 
Caucasus were being expedited." 

On October 24, Sherwood continues, 
"Churchill cabled Roosevelt .that he W~lS 
baffled aHd perplexed by the correspond­
ence from Moscow-or, rather, the al­
most total lack of it. Two weeks previ· 
ously' he and the president. had sent long, 
parallel messages to Stalin detailing the 
proposals for supplies and for the ail' 
force in the Caucasus. The only reply 
that Churchill had received consisted of 
two words, 'Thank you.'" 

Rooseyclt answered ChUl'chill: "Hav­
ing come to the conclusion that the Rus­
sians do not use speech for the same pur­
poses that we do, I am not unduly dis­
turbed about the reHponses or lack of 
them thut we hav{l received from Mos­
cow." 

As Sherwood puts it, uThe mY8terioU5 
~ilence out of Moscow at that time . , , 
was the direct result of the historic eil'­
CUl1lstallce of improvement in the situa­
t.io}} at Stalingrad, The need fOl' jmme~ 
tdiate h.t~lp became less desperate day by 
tla'y lii"ld the Russians nevel' did agree to 
'the"project for a British~Al11el'i;cal1air 
force, in the Caucasus." 

'''')) Roosevelt's Super-A Jilbassadv,': 

At virtuaUy every critical juncture in 
the war, Hopkins (usually ftom a sick 
bed) flew to London or 1\1 oseow· to bring 
about the H l11eeting of t.he 1l11l1,.i8 I, that. 
"vas so dear to the heart of Roosevelt. 
On these occasions he was much more 
than Roosevelt's mmmuensis. He was 
Roosevelt's super-ambassador and was 
trea.tedas such by Churchill and Stalin. 

The mast interesting of these trips oc­
curred in July 1941 during Hopkins' sec­
ond visit to London. 'Vhile preparing the 
Atlantic Conference with Churchill, Hop­
kins conceived the idea of a quick trip to 
Moscow to obtain from Stalin the answer 
to the question hoW' long the Russians 
could hold out. There is no evidence that 
Roosevelt or Churchill ~lIggested this 
ha~ardous mission via Archallgel. 

Hopkins' own cable to Roosevelt sta tes : 
"lam wondering whether you wUllld 
think it imp~n'tant and useful for me i..o 
go to Moscow. Air t.ransportation good 
and can reach there in twenly-fol,u' hours. 

Roosevelt welcomed the suggestion and 
Hopkins spent virtually two full days in 
conference with ,Stalin, obtaining a ~rst­
hand picture of the actual military situa~ 
tion and Russian supply needs, as well as 
some insight into the workings of dicta­
tOI·ship. In proposing a conference among 
Roosevelt, Churchill and Stalin, Hopkins' 
report to Roosevelt emphasizes the fact 
that: "There is literally no one in the 
whole government who is willing to givc 
any iinportant information other tha.n 
Mr. Stalin himself. Therefore, it is es­
sential that such a conference be held 
with Mr. Stalin pel'sonally." 

Shenvood summarizes the impol-tance 
of thisnrst Stalin-Hopkins conference as 
follows: "In two days he had gained far 
1110i'e information about Russia's strength 
and prospects than had ever been vouch­
safed to any outsider. Stalin had cer­
tainly taken Roosevelt's request to heart 
and had reposed complete confidence in 
Hopkins, and Hopkins' for his part left 
the Kremlin with the profouud cOllviction 
that Stalin was not talking through his 
0.1' anyone else's hat. 'rhis ,,-as indeed the 
turning point in the wartime relations 
of Britain and the United States with 
the Soviet Union. No longer would aU 
Anglo-American calculations be based on 
the probability of early Russian collapse 
-after this, the whole approach to' the 
problem was changed." 

(4) Naivete in POlver: 
If any impression stands out concern­

ing' the wartime relations between Rus­
siaand the Allies, it is one of' coloss~I 
naivete on the part of the English-speak­
ing world. To be sure, Churchill possessed 
a much better understanding of the Sta .. 
linist animal than did Roosevelt. Perhaps 
that was a tribute to British intelligencei 
It is clear, at any rate, that Chui'chiIl'l;! 
opposition to the second front was based 
not so· much on military consideration, 
but on his d~sil'e to get into the Balkans. 
ahead of Stalin. 
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Hopkins' own evaluation of Yalta 
clearly expresses RomwvplL's poi nt, of 
view and the thinking of the Americall 
government. "We really believed ill our 
hearts that this was thE..' dawn of the 
new day we had all been praying for and 
talking' about for so many years. We 
were absolutely certain that we had won 
the first gTeat victory of the peace-and 
by 'we' I mean all of us, the whole civil­
ized human race. The Russians had 
proved that they could he reasonable and 
farseeing and there wasn't any doubt ill 
the minds of the President 01' any of us 
that we could live with them and get 
along with them peacefully for as far 
into the future as any of us could im­
~gine. But I have to make one amend­
ment to that-l think we all had in our 
minds the reservation that we could not 
foretell What the results would be if 
anything' should happen to Stalin. We 
felt SUl'e that we could count on him to 
be reasona hIe and sensible and under­
standing·-but we never could be sure 
who 01' what mig·ht be in back or him 
there in the Kremlin." 

This type of thinking- mayor may not 
be the source of the current talk about 
the split in the Politbul'eau, but it cer­
tainly made it easy for Stalinist imperial­
ism to score impressive gains in the iul'­
m~diate post-war period. All that was 
necessary was to promise that certain 
meaningless guarantees about democracv 
and free elections would be adhered to .. 

Among the more dramatic of Hopkins' 
exploits was his last trip to Moscow, un­
dertaken in May 1945 at the l'equest of 
President Truman when the United Na­
tion.s' conference in San Francisco had 
bogged down. While many subjects were 
discussed during the six meetings Hop­
kins held with Stalin, the crucial ques­
tion was the Polish one. Hopkins' cable8 
and note::; are extremely revealing', espe­
cial1y those of a private conversation 
with only an interpretel' present. Afte1' 
summarizing the American position about 
the formation of a new provisional gov­
ernment of Poland and the relem,(' I)f 

fourteen Poles arrested by the Rus~ialls, 
Hopkins noted: 

'~I made it clear ag'ain to Stalin that 
Poland was only a sYlllbol, that the U ni­
ted States had equal interests in all COUIl-
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tries in this par;t of the world and that 
if we were g'OiHg to act or maintaiu .0Ul' 

illtpl'('st.s 011' «- . tripartite basis, jt WUi::\ 

hopdcss to do SiO without a strong A 11101'­

jean puJ)iic opinion .... 
"Stalin then said that he wa~ unwilling 

to order thOSl~ Poles released who were 
chargcd only with use' of illeg'aI radio 
sets. He stated that he had information 
ill l'eg'ul'd to these prisoners which was 
not available to us and inferred that all 
of them were engaged in what he cal)ed 
divel'sionist activities. He stated that he 
believed that Churchill had mi~led tlle 
United States in regard to the facts and 
had made the American Government be­
lieve that the statement of the Polish 
London Govel'nment was accurate. ,Just 
the opposite was the case. 

"lVIm'shal Stalin stated that he did not 
intend to have the British manage the 
affairs of Poland and that is exactly 
what they want to do. Nevertheless, he 
stated that he believed me when I told 
him it was having' an unfavorable effect 
on public opinion in America and he as­
sumed the same was true in Great Brit­
ain, and therefore he was inclined to do 

_.everything he could to make it easy for 
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Churchill to get out of a bad situation 
because if and when all the evidence is 
[JUblished it would look very bad for the 
British and he does not want to make 
the situation worse than it is .... He said 
that we must take into considel'atioll 
Russian opinion as well as Americall 
opinion; that it was the Russian forces 
that' had libetated Poland and said that 
if they had not gained the victory in Po­
land, with such a great loss of Russiall 
life, nobody would be talking about a 
lIew Poland." 

Thus, in the course of saving the Sail 
J.~'l'ancisco conference, which involved gt't. 
ling Stalin to Live up to the voting for­
mula he had agI'eed to at Yalta, Poland 
\V~,s delivered to Stalin's tender mercies 
thl'ough the formula expressed by Hop­
ldns, "That we would accept any govern­
Illent in Poland which was desired by· the 
Polish people and was at the same time 
friendly to the Soviet Government," 

1 t is interesting to note that this was 
the first time during the entire war that 
Hopkins reported through official State 
Department channels. With Roosevelt, 
t:his ~as riot only unnecessary but was 
considered dangerous in view of the fact 
that both the military and the White 
House felt the State Department to be 
unreliable, as it was known their code 
had been broken. In the light of the Hi~s­
Chambers case, the by-passing of tlw 
State Department assumes added sig­
nificance. 

Whether Churchill's memoirs of this 
period will throw additional light on the 
matel'ial presented by Sherwood remains 
to be seen. One thing is certain, however: 
already during' the war it was clear that 
only two g'l'eat l'0wers remained on this 
globe--the U.S. and Russia. It is equally 
clear that the leaders of these two pow­
ers have had, and will continue to have. 
a far greater influence on the course of 
history than has ever been true since the 
rise of capitalism. to power. It may not 
be very comforting' to realize that the 
fa te of hundreds of millions of people 
depends on Stalin and Truman, but that 
assuredly is the state of the world, so 
long as the masses of humanity develop 
no true spokesman for their real intel' 
ests. 
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