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Congolidation Study Sessibn 4: The Stalinian Yeviation: the main

obstacle to revolutionary Leninism.

Readings: DBettelheim, Class Struggles in USSR, Vol 2, pp. 500-566

TR 8, Stalin and Historical Reality

Jacoby, Stalin, harxism-Leninism, & the Left, pp. 19-27

"T'he Crisis in the CPUSA", pp. 3-12, 52-63
The Roots of Revigionism, pp.

There are two sections to this introduction: First, we vill present
a2 brief recount of Communist history from 1928-1929, This is not |
to be taken as anything approaching an all-sided summation of this
period; it primarily focuses on the aspects of historw which we feel
charactdrize the Stelinisn Deviation (SD) and its process of consoli-
dation in the 1930's. The history also gives us a chronological context
in whic@g to plug in other events we stmdy in the future . Hopefully,
the examples laid out in this section will also give a bit more
concrete reality to our general notions of "commandism", "forced
collectivization", & the "purges" so we can assess them in human terms.

Pecond, we will present the basic tenets of the SD and discuss
why we consider it to be the main obstacle to the development of
revolutionary MLism today. This section is the political tnrust of

this session and, as such, is the more important aspect.

The Stalinian Ueviation, Historical Examgdas

1628-29, the Great Turn.

The period of 1928-29 is best summed up in TR8. The focus in
this period was the struggle between the Bdtalin group and Bukharin
and his supporters over the future of the New Economic Policy (NEP)—-
the policy of the worker-peasant alliance. This struggle arose in
the zontext of a severe grain crisis whecih had existed since 1927,
Prior to the struggle the Soviet state had implemented "emergency
decrees which amounted to confiscation of grain from the peasantry.
These dewrees were supported by all factions in the upcoming struggle.

For Bukharin, the emergency decrees could not becom e permanent
policy for they inherently violated the vinciples of the NEP as the
strategy for moving tow,.rd communism. To the cries of the need for
a Papid build-up of the defensive posture of the SU, Bukharin replied
that the best defende was revolutionary role of the Aggin peoples

in the East, and more importantly, a firm alliance between the workers

and peasants in the SU. Any course mwhich would compromise this
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alliance in the interest of more rapid industrializaftion was very
dangerous. He explicitly warned against the idea of 2 "3rd revolution"
whnich would impose collectivization from above. He stood for balanced
growth of both industry and agriculture, voluntary collectivization,
end the role the magses must play in supervising the state apparatuses.
It should be noted, however, that Bukharin dben repeated Lenin's posi-
tions on these issues withpat being able to present a developed
alternative To Stalin's line. In addition, he friled to take his
position to the masses ahd develop a social base for ‘his positicns,
in the interest of maintaining the appesrance of unity in leadershipe.

In centrast, Stalin'g line represented a virtual abandonment of
¥he worker-peasant alliance. <he primary basis for buildang socialism
was the economist conception of the development of heavy industry,
which must be paid for by continuing to exact a "tribute" from the
peasantry (ineféect, making the emergency decress of the earlier period
the political line for building sodalism). In the Stalinian conception,
the mere advance of technology asnd the implementation of the collective
work form would give rise to the new social relations.

This economist view was the bagis of the forced collectivization
policy which was implemented in the fall of'29. Due to . the fixing
of ridiculously high "collectivization targets", local authorities were
under extreme pressure—-— often their jobs and political careers were
at stske if they failed to meet the quotas. Extmne measures were
soon taken by all levels of the state and party against peasanta
who resisted collectivization. Often their land and tools were con-
fiscated, their children were expelled from the schools; many were
forecibly relocated on what came to be known as the "depth traing®
to the warren outlying regions of the USSR. Many peasnats died
from cold, hunger, and disease. Soon the class term for the
rich peasants, kulaks, and the hargh policies developed to counter
their anti-socialist activity , were used against any peasants
(including the very poor) who refusedto join the local collective.
Thus, a'classjustification" was given for a mass terror.

After 4 months of this intense collectivization, Stalin finally
called a halt to the extreme methods. He described the errors madgé
as gdue to local officials being "dizzy with success". =®talin failed
to acknowledge that in fact there was no izziness" involved, rabher
officials had been implementing a bourgpoié line of recourse to
threats and coercion aganist the masses for months, with the full
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of the party's upper echelons. In reality, the campaign was only halted
after the targets had been attained. The "sueeess!" of thig line was
exposed when we see that numerous households fled the collectives
once the administrative restraints were relaxed; many joined in
countererevolutionary kulak protests; and numerous peasants destroyed
their hereds of cattle rather than have them confiscated oT "collectivized’
Agricultural production did not reach pre-'29 levels for many years.
With regard to industrisl production, there was a similar
emphasis on ”méximﬁm” development. Goals for the building of large-
scale industries were constantly revised upward throughout the st
¥ive Year Plan ('27-32433). ?hese changes reflected ohly changes in
the political line (and Stalin's consolidation of power), and they
had no relation to the existing potential of the Soviet econony.
Mobeover, the plams offered no propsvect of change in the social
relations of ppoduction (control by the working masses over the
means of productaon). Instead, the increasex were based on the
proposed exdrcise of increased‘authority over the owrkers by the
managers and the trade ugilOns.
It was quite apparent to anyone with a knowledge of the material
' resources available that the goals were imposible to attain. Howewer,
in the atmosphere of "ruthless struggle"against the so-called "Right
deviation" (Bukharin snd his supporters), cadre kept quist. This includes
even those closest to Stalin in the party and state hierarchy. Lo one
wanted to risk their positions or futther demotion, including the
glosest supporters of Bukharin.
In the party the '28-'29 period signalled the beginning of
the end of a allietive style of & leadership. The party leadership
" also conducted a massive purge of the broad party ranks. In T
the resolutions approving the purge, it was emphasized that the masses
(party and non-party) must be thoroughly involved and the targets
were carperict/bureaucratif functionsaries. In practice, the masses
were never nmobilized and only a few of the most obvious bureaucrats
were purged. Most engrgy was spent on expelling those with views
opposed to the majority line, even if they were implementing the
paty policy. TFrom this point on, ideological struggle was reduced
to administratibe fiat; dissent meant expulsion, or worse.
In the state apparatus, there was a growing bureaucratigzation
which, while recognized as a danger, was not systematically combatted.
In fact, as we saw above, the practice of maximum industrialization

and forced collectiviaation, coupled with the purges, strengthened
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the bureacracy and capitalist socizl relations. It was in thic
period as well that the trade uniong became gubordinabed to the
sta®eé apparatus, functioning only to discipline the worke#s and
abandoning the fight for their material interestsd

In the international arena, the Bukharin-ftalin struggle played
itself out in a different form. +hilis time the issue was the charac-
terization of the "Third Period.' (1st per=revolutioaryzx situation
after WWI, 24 per=mid '20's when capitalism had stabilized) For
Bukharin, revolution was not on the immediate agenda in the West. In
fact, his forces described a coming period of "super-stabilization”
which would, oddly enough, sharpen the class contradictionsg creating
a revolutionary situation some tTime in the future. Unity of the
working class was still the key strategic thrust in the Third Period.

Stalin's position was that the Third Period represented a
revolutionary conjuncture in the West. The economic crisis ﬁax implied
a revolutionary crisis. This dictated % tactics: 1) refusal of any
collaboration with Socilal Democrats, and the need to create new,
revclutlonary trade unions so as to take advantage &g, of the revolu-
tionary situation, 2) destruction of the "lingering" reformist influ-
ence over the working class, for in this new period the Social Demo-—
cratic varties became the main enemy of the working class ("social
fasdsts"), 3) purging the Communist parties of all vacillating

elsments, especially the "Right deviationists”, who bcame the pgain
danger iQ the ?ommunist movement. This was the line developed to ccmbat the
rise of Nazism! ]
In the Comintern, we can see the sectarim and ultra-left extent
to which this line resched: Referring to the masses still under the
sway of the social democrats, Comintern leader Zrnst Thalmann stated,
"As long as they are not delivered from the infludnce of the social

fascists, these milliéns of workers are lost to the anti-fascist

struggle." 1Ii Die Internationale, one communist wrote, "But the
most important problem in our struggle against national socialism

(nazism)...is that of the correct revolutionary strategy Lo carry
out The decisions of the Ninth Plenum and to strike hardes at social
democracy... as a precondition for victory over Hitler's fascism."
As we can see, the elements of the Inteinational tactics of the
3rd Period closely parallel the policies in the SU, in terms of
voluntarist notions of the abililities of the communist parties, the

destruction of class alliances (including working class unity) and
administrative purgés in place of principled ideological struggle.
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As TR 8 notes, the elected majority of the CPUSA under Lovestone

was expelled as a reult of thas turm in the Comintern. <+hey r:fused c
tc perceive the revo.utionary situation which waglipon them. =~ LFosteré
Bro:hrder were \;]ilji'ﬂg JGC. LlpbOl(ji_ tha ;l":’l, Zégji!;‘x:, llfle-

The arly 30's

“le have spent some time on tThe '£&E-Z9 period since it is reslly
the foundaticn for the line and practice of Xkm may years to come,

3

“e can now see how these policiles were gracticed.

LUomesticelly in the 8U, forced relocation of the peassntry con-
tinued, despite Stalin's official halt To such measures. .gricultursl
output &eclined throughout the first Five Year Plan. Only in 1935 did
draft power (animals and tractors) surpass 4928 levels and the dearth
of organic fertilizer (due to the loss of 1liveztock) conbinued to
be felt well into the 2d & 34 Fige ¥Yr. Plans. Grain was seized at
even greater rates (at very low prices) in order to supply the growing
urban population. Left without sufficient grgin for food and fodder,
peasants been to seal the grain; This often met with long sentences
or death. Villages that didn't meet their grain quotas were leit
without any deliveries of goods and at times whote vidlages were rdocated.
In 1932-%%, thousands and thousands of peasants died of hunger, famine
was rampant.

In industry, great advances were certainly made. However, ncne of
the goals set by the Plan was met, despite 5talin's declaration to
the contrarxy. In additicn, the urban population grew at an extradrdinary
rate due to the arrival of desperate peasants and the slow gstart up '
of many of the projected industries. The standard of living of the
workers droppede.

Lthis period also signalled the beginning of the increase in the
trials of political dissidents and "wreckers". Oné€ of the first
targets was The specialists who were alleged to be undermining {"wrecking")
the building of socialigm snd the attainment of the Plan's gosls. Ais
Graham Lock notes, ©talin dealt with these problemg with specialists
in very contradictory ways. On the one hand, the people were forced to
greatly rely on the expertise of the speclalists; they were offeped
great material incentiwves to serve the SU. +his served to reinforce
the capit~list rlestions of separation of experts from the working
tlass. On the other hand, Stlain fostered the development of another
set of practices which ultimatley proved. to threatei the zkzkxix SU

even more than the specialigts--the massive repressive state apparat



In unleashing ‘'repression on the mass of specialists, & number of
real -counter-revolutioaries were no doubt caught. But it is now
well establih ed that many of the vicitms were those who giuply
couldn't meet the unrealistic requirements set by the Plan. <hese
people were tried, imprisoned and sometimes killed as scapegoats
for Stalin's voluntarism.

In these trials a number of methods were initiated which rewveived
much use throughout the '30's. KKVD (internal security) officials
invented numercus counter-revolutionary organizations which defendants
were then charged with being members of. Defendants were forced
to confess to elaborate counter-revolutiopary activites which they
read out at trial. VYonfessions were obtained by a variety of torture
techniques. OCften there was literally no documented evidence of
gullt aside from the confessions.

Trials were soon held against many former oppositionists, from
ex-lensheviks to ex-Workers' OUppositionists, to Trotskyists, etc.
even 1f The person had had no rement-dealings with the o0ld organizations
or n& longer held those wviews. Charges usmally involved plots to
kill Stalin or overthrow the Soviet government grbeing a member of
an underground organization with a membership of thoudands. Nost
of this was impossible to prove absent the eonfes=ions.

Internationally, the "social fagcism line was fully implemented,
with.particularly grave results in Germany. Since May, 1928, the
social democrats had ruled Germany in colaition with the leading
party of the German big goprgeoisie. And the socialist ministers
faithfully served thaigrfgézygh the implementation of numerous
financial measures whciﬁ boglstered landowners emd the Pourgeoisie
and particulalry through their use of police power against the
géi%tiggdvorking class. The basis for Communist-Sowialist anssgonsim was

For their own part, the Communists failed to distinguish between
The reactionary policies of the pre-Hitler government and outright
fascsim. “Thus they continually flung around accusations of fascsim
and social-farism without realizing the disarming effect it wculd
have on The masses. when Hitler's fascsim was imminent. The Cocmunists
even jolned with the Nazis in supporting a referandunm to recall the
the bourgeois/socialstm government. When the socialists proposed
a united front on the eve of Hitler's rise to power, the Communists
rejected it.

—_—
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Lven after months of Nazi terror, the banning of the Communist
Party, and the imprisonment of numerous working class leaders, the
Comintern could declare,

"The establishment of an open fascist distatorship, by
destroying all democratic illusions among .the mpasses and liber-
ating them from the influence of Social-Democracy, accel-
zrates the rate of "Germany's development toward proletamrsin
revolution."

In other countries, CGommunist parties applied similar ultra-
left tactiecs wheih only isolated the communists from the majority
of the working classes, +“hile this stratefy was known as '"class
against class", we should be clear that "clags” had nothing d&o
do wkith the analysisj the strategy in peactice meant communists
versus everyone else, but primarily the right wiag leaders of the
working classe.

In the area of trade union work, many parties set up dual unions
to win the workers away from the reactionary'bureaucratic unionse.
In reality, theis amounted to an abandonment of the majority of
the working class to the labor bureaucrats. An interesting aspect
of this policy is the right errors made by the revolutionary unions

in their drive for legitimécy; for example, in the ncedle trades,
“he union was willing to take a pay cut for its workers in order
to show their willing ness to deal with employers.

Such right errors in this predominantly "left "period are proof
of our assertion that the key error from'28 on lies not in the
right or left deviation but the entire problematic ocut of which
these errors were generated: the economist/voluntarist problematic,
with its particular lack of class analysis.

Mid to Late '30'sg
Within the SU, the 24 Five Yr Plan was under way and industriali

zation was proceeding rapidly. As we saw above, it was at this point
that agricultrual eutput was beggnning to recover from the devas-
tation caased by forced colectivization and 1its consequencess.

Yet this approach toward stabilization did not impede the growth
of the repressive apparatus. On Lhe contrary, according to Stalin,
the class struggle was sharpening —7%ot because of the develcping
capitalist socialx relations (bureaucrstic relations betwesn the
party/state -nd masses, coercion against the working masses, the

continued existenceof commodity prodouction, etc), gtalin didn't
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have any concept of this kthreat for, according to the notion of

the scclalist pode of production, the socialist socisl relations were
now in cohformity with the economic base. ZHatherm the class struggle
was sharpening due to theremnants of the old exploifing classes

and agents of foreign imperialism within the SU.

This view served as the justification for the incredible mass
repression which culmihated in the Purge “rials of 19%6-58, where
Bukharin, inactive in party volities for vears, was finally killed
along with fellow "oppositionist" Rykov. (Tomsky, the 3rd major
member of the Right Opposition, had committed suicide pather than
face torture snd execution,)

It is impossible to recount the extent of the terror unleashed
in this period. Literally no section of society was lwft untouched.
Charges were trumped up so fast that even the prosecutors couldn't
keep track of who was supposed to be a member of the "Union Bureau
of Menshebiks", the "Trotskyite-Zinovievite United Center" ot who
was working with France to overthrow the SU. Comrades were forced:
to turn on one another or face death, torture was rampant.

The 014 Guard of the Bolshevik Party was decimated. Famed inter-
national communists. who had worked with Lenin from the founding
of the 3rd International, if not futther back, were also killed.

Zntire local party committees were arrested and shot. The
general staff of the Red Army was purged, arrested, and shot——-
right before the Fascist onslaught of WWIT. (Lven a numbe: of
retired offieers were executed.) Numerous literary and scientific
figures were imprisoned or shot. iven the repressive apparatus
itself was purged now and then in order for Stalin to maintain a
tight command.

Fedvedev states (in Let Higtory Judge) that within 2 years.,

more communists had been lost than in all the years of underground
struggles, the 3 revolutions (1905, Feb '17, Oct '417) and the

Civil Yer combined. 7Zhe told was even greater among non-party peoples:
400,000-500,000 persons were shot, shile millons were imprisoned.

#¥hile this was occurring in the SU, the international communist
movement was reeling from the growing onslaught on fascism. %he
reality of the situationfinally hit them and 4n 1935, under intense
pressure from numerous parties, the Cominteran announced the United
Front (all working class parties unite) and the Popular Fiont (worki ng
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class and cther non-fascist classes/clas fractions unite). uhile
this was cerbtainly a welcome turn since the malnEeneny was now
correctly seen as fascism, the line was articulated =nd inplemented
with the dame ignorance of class analysis which gave rise to the

srd Period line. From'no unity with social fascsits", the Comintern
went full swing to uncbitical unity with all, including major
fractions of the bourgeoisie. In this way the parties of the

various countries made grave right errors of capitualtion to

their "own" bourgeoisies .

For example, in France, follwwing the election of a Popular
front governemnt, the French CP 2llied far mcre often with the
right wing RBadical Party in its efforts to halt the Socialists’
moves to natlonalize the Bank of France and control of gold trade.
The CP castiggted the SP for its sttempts to upset the Freach
becurgeoisie. The CP also pub down a spontaneous strike wave by
the militant working classes after their election of a Pop
Front government. sovernment

In Spain, where the left-docialsyfvas fighting the Fascist
Franco forces,the USSR pledged to give arms only if the governemnt
abstained from any socialist measures. The USSR, afraid of upset-
ing its cap#alist "allies", thus forced the end of the left wing
govermenment and a right socialist force tookx its place. HBreover,
Soviet advisers imported the purge tactics in order to breakﬁup
any left wing challenge (either form communists or anarchists)
to tager zpplicy. The Comintern went so far as to deglare that

a FPopular Front victory would result in a "new type of democratic
republic... where there will be no place for fascism, where its
economic basis has been uprooted, and where the material guarantees
have been created for the defense of the rights, liberty, and interests
of the people."!

As part of its international policy, the Comintern offered
to dissdve all fractions in the trade umions. In the US, the CP
dissolved all factory nuclei. Browder went on to declare that
Communism was 20th century Apmppicanism, .. ' . based on
Jeffersonian principles. In line with this ultra-nationalism,
the CP adhred to its no-strike pledge with greater fervor than
even the labor bureaucrats. <They also capitualted to the Teintro—
duction of the the piece work sytem ip various industries.
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Finally, in 1935 Stalin concluded 2 non-—aggression pact with
Hitler in ader to forestall the evetual attack on the 8U. ihile
we would not question the necessity of the pact itself, its implicas

tions for the internsional comuunist movemnt @gpe unnecessary.

Lach party was instructed to stop its anti-fa: ..t alliance and

to now decl re the war to be mere inter-imperialist rivalry. Golid
anti-faxist fronts were thoroughly disoriented. Allies of the CF

fled from the coalgtions, isolating the parties once again, For

its part, the SU handed over numerous communists and Jews to tTh

o

Nazis as part of the pact; in a ddition, the Polish CP was dissolved
¥y secret order. Not until the lazi invasion of the £U in June,
1941, was the zlliance between the communists other working class
parties reestablished(on the same right opportunist basis as before
the pact).
oK R 3k ok ok ok ok ok ok vk s ok ok ok ok 3R ok ok ok ok Xk

Once again, this is obwiously not an ezhaustive history of the
the period. 1t is 1laid out solely for our discussion on the
stalinian Deviation, in order to see some of hts major historical
examples. The TR has not yet dome a summation of this period
whibh is necessary to develop a more all-sided analysis.

3K % ok % ok ok K sk ok sk o sk ko R ok kK ok ok K

The Stalinisn Deviation

Paul Costelle has summed up the SD, in terms of it8 conception

of socHist development, as follows
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In terms of its international perspective, the 5D carried over
its economism by equating the economic crises of capitalism with
a revolutionary situation. with the rise of fascism, the bourgeocide
was seen to be using its "Last" form of political dictatoship--the
ultimate empression of the permanently revolutionary conditions

which only needed communist intervention to realize itgelf-
The absence of an understanding of the primacy of class struggle

and the fundamental need for scienfific class analysis led the
Comintern to liquidate the need for class alliances altogether,
or to subordinate the workigclass to the hegemony of other class

forces depending cn the conjuncture. , N
The relations between the CPSU and the Comintern ¥Yarties was

characterized by an extreme national chauvinism wheih consistentiy
subordinated the interests of the world revolutionary movement to
the immediate interests of the SU. Each party within the Comintern,
for its part, displayed a_ deep-rooted flunkeyism by obeying every
fwist and turn in line, regardless of its impact on the hetional
class struggle.

In addition, the parties carried over the buresucratic centralism
and suppression of inner-party struggle wheih had come to be the
hallmark of Stalinian 'lemocratic centralism". They too relied
@n everyone but the working masses in their struggle for socialism
(ie in the 3d period, they relied only on party members; in the UF
period, they relied on the "people": enlightened bouggeoids petit-
bourgeoisie, etc.) Every Stalininan party had failed in its attempt
to become a ﬁanguard of the proletariat in the Leninist sense of the
term.

Recalling our first session of this study, we defined
revisionism as "the abandoniment of the class stand of the proletraiab

in theory and practice. Ebsvisionism is the liguidsticn of the pricacy

of class strugzle as Gthe notor force of history. Class analysis is
sacrificed for economisme.ee As this view is developed and practiced
in any particular period, an entire set of political/ideological
relations consolidate in accordance with the concrete conditions,"
Thus we can see how the Stalinian Deviation constitutes a consoli-

dated form of revisionism. We can also see how £¥® many of the
fundamental tenets and current practices of modern revisionism find
precedent, if not their actual origins,in the Stalinain Deviation.

But it is the Stalinian Deviation and not modern revisionsim

that we say is the main obstaecle to revolutionary MLism in the world
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today. Why is that and what domx we mean by this statement?

The line of mcdern revisicuism, like the politics of the 24
International, is discredited amcng revolutionaries world-wide. The

twoe now stand together as the major right wing deviations from

Marxism wheih have sold out the revolutionary interests of all oppressed
peoples. But this is not so wihth the Stalinaan Deviation. On the
contrary, the 3D, as it defeloped, was seenas an extension of Leninism.
And Leninism's revolutionary significance lay in its break with

the revisionism of the 2d International. Thus Stalin carried the

m.ntle of the revolutionary alternative to the 2d International's

degeneration. .
AT T e
Vo-—mgrely—beei:
T
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systematically criticized from a ML viewpoint, Rather, Trotskyists
and social democrats, the 2 major historical alternztiwes to Stalin «a Tl

£F Lo

b i . o < 5 ¥ _ - . N
IR ®ix e both falled to offer revolutionary paths forward. Alfhough

The politics and practice of the otalin era

Trotskyism developed in opposition to the Stalinian Deviation, @t
offered only the same economism and voluntarism (commandism), if in
different political forms, as Stalin. Iore fundarentally, it was
tginted from the outset with its struggle against the idea that
socialism cculd even be build& in the SU. %“he social-democrats,
on the other hand, represented onl¥y a harking back to the orgininal
revisionism,

The international communst opposition, which geneﬁally adhered
to the Bukharinist positions, certainly offered somg incisiveklementary
criticisms of the Stalinian deewiation in the early thirties, but
it failed to offer any concrete programmatic alternative. T
it rapkdly degenerated into dwindling sects 2nd anti-communism by
the end of the decade. From the point of view of opposing the
hegemony of the Ztalinimm Deviation, the Opposition has had little
if any lasting impact and remains unknown in out ML movement today.

In fact, only the actual practice of the Chinese CP under lLao
in the '30'8 and 40's can be gaid to embody the necessary revoltitionary
break witkg the Stalinian practices of that era. TYet its alternative
remained mostly ig/what Althusser calls "the practical state”, without
a theorretical/pdeological articulatidh}or was razely presented
as a bepeak with the Stalin line. Thus, its impact as the "vanguard
opprosition" was also limited. : ﬁvﬂr

In addition, we cannot underestimagzjthét'at that time, the USS R
was the on ly socialist natidn in the midst of the world imperialist
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Cbhbjectively, it represented the lineage of the COctoWer Revolution

and Lenin. It should cause little wonder, then, that every twist and
turn of tThe various parties tokeep in step with the Soviet line was
honesk}y Jjustified ag e in the interest of "existing gocizalism” in
its struggle agalnst imperialism. ©Since socialism posed to the
imperialist system its future grave, we can see why Ctalin's cribs

of imperialist intervention, counter-revolution and the need for
massive trials were believed by the world communist movement.

These factars, in Xtheir combination, led to an identification
of Stalinian Marxism with revolutionary lLism, and not just in neme
only. The theory, politics and practice of the Stalin era are
what pass for MlLism today. It is Stalinain karxism which is so
"concredely applied to the concrete conditions" &g of the world;
and 1t is Stalinian practice which stands as the model for the
entire array of stmtegy and tactics engaged in by contemporsry MLists.

v
T
itk

This 1s the foundation of the present crisis of lilism, theoretically

and p8liticallye.

Having geen why, or atleast how, there was no break with the SD
in its period of consolidation, we can then see how, since 1956
the international communigt movement has continued to live under its
hegemony.
The Krgscne#ite turnjﬁn ﬁ95§, w1thL1ts gkpose and d¢nun siation

e

of Stalz L aisti gulshed (i tself/from its pre ecessor only v D 1tlcal
shifte le right. In 1o way dld 1tlconst1,ute ax| oreak w1th SD.
But | 1m 1ts shv uﬂ& right, oaﬁnled wléh tﬂé donﬁemnaﬂlon of At8111

-’I &

waw#fﬂﬁw &ﬁm%Wmlﬁﬂ
The Kruschsvite turn in 1956 in no way constitued a break with

the 5¥., Rether, it distinguished itself from the Stalin era only
with a shift to the right in numerous political lines. toreover,
by coupling this rightward move with a scathing denunciation of
Stalin "the man", it focused the attention of revolutionary MLists
on the right wing politics, instead of tn the crisis created by the

SD in the first place. Thus, in many ways, Kruschev reinforced

the hegemony of orthodox Stalinian Marxism, and the image of Stalin
theLeninist among anti-revisionists,

Even Mao's and the CCP's polemics against revisionism in the
'60's spared the Stalinian roots of the problem. They too focused
on nruschev's "Phony communsim". Yhile in fact many of the practices
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and theoretical premises of the Cultural Revolution run directly
agsinst the ij they were articulated most often ag against a
post=56 revisionism. “he criticisms of Z+lain were implicit

or developed in lesser known analyses of Stalin's economic ‘
postions. “hus in the fervor of the spread of "haoism" worldwide
(in the UZ it was the impetus ofr the 1iCM) the potential for
drawing the lessons of the Stlain period were essentially lost

on most Mlists. (The fact that xk both XKruschev and Fao served
to ignite the advances of Althugser et al will be discussed in

a future session).

In fact, instead of appropriating the anti-Stalinein implications
of the préctice of the Cultural Revolution, the world wide anti-
revisionist movement grabbed onto its rhetorical, voluntarist
excesses. Instead of noting the qualitative distinction between
lhao's problematic and Stalin's, anti-revisionists sew the thWwem in
direct lineage-- Marx, Engels, Lenin, 3talin, lao.

And today, we can see an even further step backwards in the
remains of the party building movement apz& well as world wide (most
nctably in the farty of Labor of Albania). lao's problematic is |
coming under heavy attack, the Cultural Revolution is being cast
off as a "peasant coup" or an exercise in "anarchism" without
snay critical analysis whatsoewer. The anti-revisionist movement
is bpacksliding right into a more formal and consciocus belief in
Stalinian liarxism and a reverHBnce for &talin. For most MLists,
the SD is still, Jjust as it has been since 1929, the iron shield
against "revisionism".

Ag the world imperilalist system moves into a crisis conjuncture,
the international communist movement finds itself weaker and more
divided than it has been since 1914. 1In this period, we can least
Afford the continuing falsification-aof our heritage.. ... -

hezit=#e¢; Instead of suppressing all talk of the “hird Period and
equating the United Imont with the victory over fascism, ourmovement
requires ar thorough elaboration of the zxkIwrevisionist errors
of ¥¥e Stalinian praetice indts confrontation with capitalislki's

*For examnle, the overall anti-ecomomist emphasis characterized by
the de-—-emphasis of heavy industry, the conscious struggle against
vapgitalist social relations and for proletarian democracy and
soclalization, the building of a mass movement whcih included non&s
party elements to criticise the party and its bureaucratic dis-
tortions,etc. While TR hasn't yet made an all-gided anslysis of
the CR, it seems clear that this thrust is The dominant aspect.
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last major restructuring crisis.
Hore narrowly, the £D hinders our entire party building
e=fi=movemeny 1t should now be quite clear

effort: ©
To us how the 8D prevents the development of a revolutiona Ty

program and strategy whecih could unite the M1 movement and
be the basis for fusion with the working class in the USA.
In a very real sense, the SD mystifies the nature and meaning
of the struggle against revisionism within the comsunist novement.

In relation to left wing social democrats and "independenis"
The objective identification of MLism with the uncritical support
for our tragiv history, thé buréiductracy of revisionsim . in' $tate
poéwer, and,in recent periods, an.extreme sectarianism holds many
people back from embracing a revolutionary course. These people
are driven away from MLism by the Stalinain Deviation.

tven many Trotskyists cling to Trotskyism, despite its own
political/theoretical crisis, in reaction to the historic capitula-
tions of the ~talinain movement to the international bourgeoisie.
+hile these people must first be willing to break with the T ots skyist
problematic, the present claim by the Stalinian Deviation to the
definitige critique of Trotskyism bleccks m@ both the resl
gxposure of Trotskyisnm . . and the development of a
revolutionary Leninism which caa give impetus to a person's
willingness toé abandon Trotskyism.

finally, and in many ways most importantly, the SD blocks the
effort to fuse MLism with the working class movement. It does
so primaraly by providng a revisionist theory and practice which
prevents communist fusion. But itx also blocks the fusion process
because it fails to explain the Stalin era and current day socialisn
in any way wheih accords with reality. <*he US working clasg wilk

simply not take up socialism, Soviet style, as its own for it cannot

and does not see its liberation ih it.

=Sb-is- the—merrorestsete —to

nly the thorough break with the SD, in 211 aspects of ifs Theory

and practice, can give us the foundation ofr a2 renaissance of genu-—

ine communist practice in the US. Our notions of what FlLism is
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must continually be crfically evaluated in order to distinguish the
revolutionary elements and the Stelinain elements. e, as cadre of
the line which bases itself on the critique of the 8D, cannot expect
vo aveld Stelinian pitfalls simply becaume of our commitment. Rather,
it will take continual strugsle at every step, from crit/self-crit,
democratic centralism, to party building strategy, united front

work, to program development and ultimately revolution and beyond

Te Jfefeat the hegemony of the Stalinain Deviation.



