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The Soviet Union and Its Bourgeois Critics

Building Socialism in U.S.S.R.

The questivn of the construction of
Sociabism in the Soviee Union 15 far
more than an ordisucy tactical problen
confronting the proleturian cepuldic, It
B oo vitnl problem fucing, in its many
ramifications, the entire  internztional
working clags and the nany millions of
oppressed colaniul niasses. It & preciser
by for this reason that this guestion has
been the core of more thar gue bitter {ag
tiohal controversy I the  Communist
Party of the Soviet Union and in the
Comintern. And just beeeuse it has be
come o much of 2 factiongl butt, huve s
much confusion and bitterness ceept inta
the vonsideration ol this vitad problem.

Of course, the bourgeois critics of the
Sovict Union—friendly or hostife—have
not been free froon this confusion. Thus
we find Duranty vepeating o thread-bare
aceusition against the Sovier Union and
hiding it behind  that great concoction
of his, “Stalinisn™:

CPhe essential fradme  of  PStalinisnd
whicl shavply éefines its advance and difs
Fecence Trom Leninisoy and is the ey to
the eompreiension of she whole five year
plaae ds that it frankdy alans ar the speoess-
ful eslabbizbment of Socizlisi in one couu-
vy without waiting for world revelatiow,

Wlhe Dapectuncs ol thiy depa, wlick
played n predeadesat refe-in thy biter
cultroversy with Leon Lrotsky amd luvee
wigle tlee CRigley”  (Rghtowiog  Buasion
Copnaiists) cositet be exagrerated, e
s the Stalinive ‘slogan® par cxecllence, wnd
o DLrands as heretics or Cfdefeatists’ all
Comainists who refusé to acwept it in
Kussion or ooataidet [Mew York Times,
Jume [E, 1950}
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The Problem Defined

In erder te avoid the pitfulls of such
sweeping  confusion as Duranty  shows
abowve, o6 I3 prcessary to begin with sine
pie guestions and some fundamental de-
finitions. The Bussian worlers have sely
ed political power. They new role Rus
sin, oneesixtl of the earth,  What shull
they do with their power within the 3oy
vt Union? This s no abstrast question.
To pluy with the state power s to play
with fire. The yuestion of constructing
Sociulisim in the Sovier Union should
never be treated abstenetly. What shall the
Soviet proletariut do in the Soviee Uniono
excopt build Socialipn?  For what other
purpast shoall they wse their state power
in the Sevicr Union except for construet:
ing Suciudiste there?  Leb the critics ol
the Seviet Union—Ulourgeois and other
wise—tebl vy what should  the  Soviet
workers build o the Soviet Univn ex
cept Socialisus.

What du we mean by the guestion:
Can the proletariat build Socialism in the
Soviet Union?  The construclien of So-
ciulisin in the Soviet Univn means the
overconting by the Soviet workers with
their own lorces of all cupitalist elements
in the Soviet Union. Hence, we ask the
question: Ls the proletariat of the Unijon
of Socialist Soviet Republics capable of
guercoming ity awn bourgeoisic {in the
mill, in the storc,*un‘d o tive land}?.

Some Communist Pacty of the Sowviet
Unign History

For years, the Communist Party of the
Soviee Union hoes answered this ques
tion with an emphatic  yes. Duramy
should know that there never were any
dilferences between Bukharin and Stalin
on the answer to this guestivn. - Quite
the contrary. It was ut the Filteenth
Party Cungress, in December 1927, that
Buldharin, speaking for the Congress, ad
mrinistered the most crushing ideclogical
defeat te Trotskyisin on this viewpaint.
If the Comuumist Party of the Sovie
Union were not correct i1 coensluding
that the Soviel proletacial was capable of
overcuming Tully all bourpesis elements
within its country, that 35, eof building
Sacialist socicly, then, it would ceally
have no reason for madnkaining power,
We shoutd then stop fooling the worke
ing class in the U0 50 5. R or else
wlhere and give up power to another
cluss,  Despite tremendous difficultivs—
technical backwarduess, slowing down of
profetarian revolution  n Western Bue
rope and Auncricn, bitter imperialist op
position— the proletariat of the Dowict
Union Dhas rewained i power and bas
splendidly uzilized its power [or achicving
rematkable progeess in Dbuidding Secial
1510,

The wery estublishment of the prole
turinn dictatvrship in the USSR laid the
political busts for the process ef Soclulist
construction in the Soviet Union,  Can
the Sovviet proletaviat thru its own forces
now  develop  the  necessary  economic
bagis as well for Soclulist construction?
The greut conmnic progress wade by the
Soviet Uniun, especially under the Five
Year Plan, shows how true it is that the
Sowiet proletariat can develup thy econ-
omic foundation of Socialism within its
cauntry. At the Fifteenth Congress o
the Communist Party  of the Soviet
Union Stalin very currectly defined this
task of laying the econonic foundastion
of Sovialism:

“la lay lewn the econemic Lasis ot
Secilisin weans 1o combine  agriculioee
with Hocialial deduesivy Do an econumic
whole; te subordioate agsicnliure o the
guidnoes of Socialist belustry; ta estub.
Lish celaliois between town ald country
un the basis of 4 direct exvhange of the
praducts of agieuliure with the peodusts
wf industry; te ciose and  abolish  the
channets thru whiclh classes arisc and pri-
marily capitdl, aml in the last resort to
preate suell conditions of production and
disteibution ss owill lead directly o the
aboiition of classes.'

This policy has been the policy of the
Communist Patey of the Soviet Univn
for years. The fate of the Kulaks and
the rapid propress of collectivizativn in
the wvillages only beat out forcibly the
correctness of this polizy, That's why we
can now see very clearly how correct Buk-
harin was when he peinted out that:

Ly T f[ucs.l[ou of the possibility el con-
structiog Socialism in ole coudatey  {ihe
Union of Socialist Soviet Republics, not

by Jay Lovestone

merely “etwe countey'™ dn the abslrace; the
Saviet Unlow und ngt Lusemboury, for
vaple—F. L.} iy wotling more ot less
thaat the guestion of the characeer of aue
revolution,”

We have seen that the Sovict pruletar
{ut has Been able to scopre greit suceesies
in laying both the political and seonomic
foundutioes of Socdabistne In the Sowiet
Unioe.  Yeb, o would be [oolhardy to
maintain that this Light within the Sow
it Union is su folly wvictodous that its
suceesses  in Bocidist  censtructian are
free from the dungers of attack, inter-
vention and destouction by world Dinper-
ialism.  Ience, the gqoestion of the final,
cotplete and unbreakuble victory of Su
cinlisin. To eepent, coustructing Socilisi
in the Sovice Unien fvelves the ability
of the Sovier prolutuvist to defeat de-
cisively its Oown (national} bourgeodsie;
the [nul, complete und unbrealkable vie
tory  of Sociulism fovolves the  Sowiet
Union's ability of overcoming the inter-
national; the worlkl bourgeoisie.

And Duranty who i3 sv interested in
inventing  “Stalinism™ and  then halling
his invention us an “advance and dil-
fecence from Leninisin®, might be inter
eobudl to learn that at the Filteenth Cone
press of the Communist Party of the
U880 it was none other than Stalin
himsell who cophasized this distinction
by wery properly saying:

: “HThe Pacty says that the preletaciar of
A sigle counley d8 incupably of overcom-
{i the warkl bourgesisic Ly v own ef-
furts.  The Pacty swys that in guoler to
achieye the final - victory of Socialisol in
a gingle couniry it s necessary oo pver-
come. gr at least to newtralize the world
baurgesisie.  The Porty suys that this is
i tnsk that can Le fullillod cnly Dy the
proletatiar of severzl comotrics, Therebors,
final victory in ome country or another
1pegns the vietory of the proletasian revo-
lution at lenst in several countries.” (owr
vimnbusis), .

Merely to supplement, and bring intw
bold relief the {ulsity of Duranty's con-
coctions about  certwin  phases  of the
strugple o the G P08, Ul Jet me eite the
following explunation by Bukbarin, made
sipultancously with the one just cited

from Stalin:

It wodld be absund to cenuuence an ac-
gument - Ut the goestion as ¢ whether
wa lirve puarantees fue tle construcling of
Socislisin  under wny  futeaiationnl  Sitw.
tion, i the gvent say of dervention on
the port of lhe capitslist covetries, .11
is clear that the sole puaruntee agulust
darngers [rom without is international reve-
Lavien,
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Lenin and the Question of Swdalist
Construction

No one who is acquainted with history
and prusps the fundamental problems of
the Suviet revolution could come to Dar-
anty's conclfsion, MNut. ouly is the pres
et wenernl economic pelicy of the Com-
munist Party ol the Soviet Union not
“Sealingsm™, not only is the “cosstruc
tion ol Socislism™ in the USSR, not
“Stabiism {an Cadvance and dilference
from Leninism™) but the whole guestion
is not o new oee at sl

The gquestion  of building  Socialist
ceynoiny in u single country was brought’
up by nene uther than Lenin i 1915,
And it owas in this yeur that Trotsky
macle thie charge of “narcow nationalisie™
against Lenin and ot ayaings Bukharin
or Salin

In 1917 [n an article in the Social
Democrat, then the cential orzan of the
Bolsheviks, Lenin stuted:

Uueven econmeie and political develup-
went s i absolute luw b gapibalisne,
Trom this it follows tlar the vietory of
Socixlisny at Livst in o lew, or even in
a single countey taken sopurately, is pos-
sible,  Uhe victorlons proletiorviad of tlus
cotitry  fwhere the proletizion dietnter-
sligr {5 in {ewce, Jo L) hoving esprojciat-
e the capitalists aold arganized Socialist
production in its own courtry would rise
ngainst the rest of lhe capitelist world, al-
traet te ils siede the oppeessed elngses of
wlher  counbags, raise revelt spniust the
cupltalises of those countsies aud, if noues.
sary, tufie up avnes aginst e expduitiog
claszes Bt those states,"” (our eeplusis)

T'u this blust of Lenin, Trotsky replied
in his organ MNash Guolos (Qur Voice)
{Continwed on Puage 4)

On Lhe Road

Lo Bolshevism

HOW | BECAME

A COMMUNIST

by D S.

I 8. Mirsky da the sou of Coneral
Prince Mirsfy, o well-frvwn Cotrist
slatesmon wned soldier.  He wos wn
engmif of the Suyigt power upon ifs
dneeption amd foupht i the Lenikin
connter-revolabivhery dralivs. fg con-
version to the couse of the profete-
wict 15 deseribrd in the puragraphs
below.

Mirsky s now teqching the Russian
fumguege and Hlerature b the Udis
wergity of Jonden. e ds the anthor
of an ercellend book on Lemin, re-
wiewed in o veesnt dssue of the Hevo-
lutionury Age.
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It is not quite the normal thing for
a2 bourgevis intellectual who is no long
er very young and who has never besn
in touch with the wocking class move
went to dewelop into o Muarxist and a
Leninist, huat when such o thing happens
to him, it, incidentzlly, becomes bis duty
as o Marxist to analyze the reusons that
wade it possible,

For those .of us who had eyes to see
and minds to think with, the great Bus
sian Revolation offercd many a lessun.

The realiies of the class strugple in
1917 were so palpable that it was diffi-
cult not to breeome a Mucxise at feast in
the sense of realizig that ¢he war he
preen classes wiw indeed the bederock of
all history.

The White Arny tou, tuught me a
eningt or two.  To sec ot close quartecs
that bund of robbers and torturers was
to become very uneasy about the cause
that wus that of my class.

Bur the real chanpe cume when we
becione cwdgres and exiles. Fram the po-
sition of a governing class ot home we
had been bronght down to the position
of servants und dependents of alivn mas-
tees, of the European and American bour-
peolsic.

We were sble to see Western wple
tubist Trom below, to see it as those whao
hud turned us out had seen us in Rus
shil,

Few of us were able to profit by this
new poing of view.

* %

Hopes of Intervention

The overwhelmeing majority preferzed
ta cling to what Temaimed of their past
privilegres, to trude on memories and
to mwke the Dest use of persenal rela-
Hons, with the governing class of the
West,

And, of course, the overwheluing maj-
ority placed all their hope in o more or
less prompt return to Russia and to the
property that hud been theirs, a return
which, it was wery well realized, could
only be the outeome of foreign inter
vention,

It wag this idea of intervemtion and of
alliznce with foreign  capitalists agatnst
Russian workinen and ‘peasants that prove
¢d the principal starting point for a re-
vision of our counterrrevelutionary atti-
tude.

St fromm 1221 onwards an increasing
number of emipres became what may be
called “National-Bulsheviks"

Their attitude ey be rouphly suin-
med up a: follows: Whatever one thouplht

Mirsky

The Whites had allied thewselves with
the foretgner;, the Combunists had tuene
ed the foreigner out and established o
Workers' and Peasants’ State which was
more genuinely und cempletely independ-
ent thal even the Tearist 1;uvcrnmtnt—t1m
debtor of French and English capitulises
—hzd been, :

The “Nutional-Bolshewik™ attitude was
made  speciously  plapsible by the Nep
{Mew Ezonomic Policy).

To any but the truined Leninist eye,
whit was golng on in Russia in the years
following 1921 seemed to be a pradual
transformation of the Communist state
into a bourgeais democracy of peasants.

For ouysell, who had always been ra-
ther innocent of pobitical konewledge, the
prringipal object of Interest and attraction
was the young Soviet literature which
came into soch prominence in the cacly
years of the Mep.

It was itsclf unpolotical (the prole
tarfin weiters were as yet groaping for
cxpression)  and seensed  tu reflect dhe
sume ideal of o Russia which, tho rejuw-
enated by the Revolution, was stll the
swwme eternal” Russia,

Xk &

Towards Cotvnunism

It was my favorable attitude as a I
erary critic to soune of these Soviet writ-
ers that first made the guardinns of the
LOO%:  counter-revelotionary.  nentabity
SUSPICIONS Q11 Iy wccount.

And the my attitude then was a vagus
and sluppy nun-pelitizal aestheticism, it
did turm out to be o stage on the way
towards Comgaunisn,  Non-politics] aes-
cheticismn is as a genedal rule countec-
revolutionary, bot i it is a  protest
apinsr gounterorevolutionary  politics Jr
iy hl:C(]l]'lﬁ ti!c TEWerae,

For myself, whar mude me realize that
between the capitalists 2 nd the workmen

of the West I must take sides with the
workmen, was the  British General Strike
of 1926,

I saw little or nothing of the strikes
and what Dimpressed me was not the he-
havier af the workinen, but that of the
bourgeaisie, It was the swarms of blacke
legs from Oxdord and Canbridge that im.
pressed e ngst.

It went home to the very depth of my
consciousness that this united front of
the Enplish bourgeoisie was as much my
coemny as the encmy of the Buglish work:
men, IF there was one single moment in
my life which made me a Communist i
was this.

But tho my cmational “conversion™
was now alioost complete, it took some
tine Jor the intebtlect to follow the eng
tions, and it was not Gl ioch later chat
I cume to Marxism,

The idealist education which T lawe
atrendy alludad to was in the way., The
idealism that flourished among the Rus
sl bourgeoisie after 190¥ was a parti
cutlarly  fantastic and  itresponsible forem
of idealism, heawily mixed with the maost
shamelessly ahsurd forms of religious or
thodexy and trained to talk a language
n;tmimbly suited to cxpress nothing a
all.

This [dealism was one of the mast ap-
parcnt symptots of the rottenness of a
class doomed to a quick and ingloriou
death. ]

e
Out of the Jungle

of Communism, the Communists had
shown themselves  better patriots than
the Whites.

To emerge out of this jungle into the
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. VRl WAILDd Thalal o Jey e Bt
weoenter we ast b all fime see to it
that the masses invelved are kept i
fored of developments and that our po-
sition 15 constantly placed clearly and
gpendy before then, We should not hesie
tice Lo criticize sharply, in a cunstruc-
tive Fushion, afl vacillation and all mus-
talees on the part of those with whom
wi have established a united front.

BUILDING SOCIALISM
IN THE U.8.5.R.

{Continued from Pogé 3)
in 191%, Ly rusing the issue of “nar
row nacionalism’s
UlIneven ecokentie and political develop-
ment 15 oan absolute law of capiealisin?
From this Seelal Demccrat draws Lhe cone
clusion that the victory of Sovcialism n a
gingle conotry s posable . o regoed
the porspoctives of the socia]l revolutivn
from the nstiooal outlook 15 1o Jall a preyr
to wacecw  nationalizm which n fagp i
socinl  patciotiso.'”

In 1919, in his article "Econogoics andd
Politics in the Epoch of the Froletarfan
Dictatorship™, Lenin further complasized:

FErom the point of view of funcdainent-
al economic problems, the victory of the
dictatorship of the preletarial io cur <oua-
try, the victury of Cumgunism over capi-
tatiemt, 18 assmed, It is precisely for tlus

1 that the bourgeoisie of the whole
world is faiows and eoves against Lolshev-
imin aned Q5 crgaclziog militacy  crosades,
conspivacies, cie., apganist the Molshuviks:
it is DLecodse ey pegdestly well goders
stane that suwr suecess oo the work of ce-
constrcling  sociul  ecenny  iE agsired,
wiless they consh us by oulitary #orce anil

1o ceusl uws n this manner they will fail

o gle'”

Apain in his pamphlet oo the “Agri-
culturil Tax™ Lenin  insisted  thar the
Soviet prodetariut can und mwost budld Ta
Socialist Toundatipn "

for our cconomy’.
In his [ameus speech before the Mos-
cow  Soviet, Lenin spuke of the Come
wunist Party’s having “brought Socialism
into cveryday life™ and thar "NEDP Rus
stu will become Socialist Russia™. St
Diiranty, ase sort of bourgeois professor
cieritus of world history, can anly per
g5t in saying: “Lenin’s new  cconomic
policy was o flagrant retreat feom orthor
dox Marxism and thar “Stalin has had
the will and strength  to correct  that
change of the compass and bring the
Suvict ship back to the Marxist course
o0 We wonder how Stalin wel-
comes this “compliment™.  We are nut
wow speaking of his blotters in the other
sections “of the Communiyt International.

In Trotsky's repeated poleinics against
tliis viewpoint of Lenin, he always harped
an “the impossibility  of fsolated  cone
struction  within national state boundag-
ies”  Tratsky's arpument was that “the

scrupgle for revolutionary political self |

preservation during this period has re
sulted in the extreme diminution of pro-
ductive forces” and that “Bocialism, how-
ever, is conceivable only on the basis of
flourishing growth.” {Addendum to the
Peace Propram, 1922},

Well, the results of the Five Year Plan
to ‘date—and in no small measure the
great etonaniic progeess even hefore the
Five "Yeur Plan—have answered Trotsky
very dJecisively and have proven with

equal force the correctness of Lenin that
the Sovict proletariar today does have
“all that is mecessacy and sufhcient for
the construction of complete Svcialist so-
ciety” and that altho “this is not yet the
construction of Socialist soclsty complet-
ed .. _ Lt s all that ks necessary and suf-
fefent for this construction,”  {Lenin:
On Coeperation),

Certainly Lenin did not sce the build-
ing of Socialisim in the U588 R, mecely
as o fatter of formal decrees or mechane-
cal erders, and without difficelties, mis-
takes, or retreats.  Meeting Trotsky's ob-
jectivus and showing how the building of
Suctulism is a process, comes in stuges,
Lenin time and aguin declared that “the
one and ooly real *basis for stubilizing ve-
sources fur the estublishment of Social-
st suclety 33 lerge scale industry.”  With
all che brilliunt logic at iy comuond,
FLenin tuld the Party and the Comingern:
"We know that only an understinding
with he peasantry can save the social
revolition until the vevolution is readsy
to brezk out in other countries. We must
speak  practicully on this anwtter in all
weetings, and in our press,”

The forward march of collectivizatjon
of Soviet agriculture and the rapid wup-
building of large-scale heavy indnstrics
in the LL3BR. have proven to the hilt
that the success of - the Sovice Unjon
is procisely becruse the Sowier governs
ment is led by o Leninisr Purey, the Cops
munist Party of the Sowier Union, with
plicies firmly founded oun Leninism and
not o some “‘theordes” evolved in the
brains of ingenious bourgrois journalists
{"Stulinism™ by Dutunty) or in  the
cligue steatepy ol [wctivoalists,

OF course, the Unian of Soclalist Sov-
iet Republics, the whale world proletar-
iat and all the oppressed colonial masses
have had the good fortune to have a
sort of a “respite” afforded the Soviet
Union,  The present great world-wide
ccongtie crisis of capitalism is especially
helpful in many vespects,  The increasing.
ly acute antaponisms among the imper-
ialist powers, the sharpeming class strugple
in the cupitalist counteies, the rising tide
of culanjal vevolt, the very example and
inspiration of daily Sovier sucresses, all
have served as tremendous forges for give
ing the Sowier Unien the recessury
“breathing spell” and are objectively pee
nuring the ground for the linal wictory of
Sociulisin {n the Soviet Union and thro
aut the world.

For Hoowver in 1032

The effort to humanize Herbert Houw
er ks progressing fawmously,  The other
day the entire nation was thrilled and ee-
lieved _ frant
papes that ghe great prosperity-dispeoser
daes not like guwdrops as much as good
CIgars.

te learn lrom newspaper

* 48
Meoney Isn't Everything

It is revualed that Harvard pays brick-
layers less than the union scale and scoube
women less than the Massachusetts legal
minimwm wage.  But think of the great
honor that goey with working for 4 great
utiiversity! . '




