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LETTER TO READERS

Dear Reader,

We bow the old year out by
changing our format, our size and
the range of articles offered you.
Also, alas, our price. We have
been encouraged to do so by the
tragic events of the last month,
events that have done much to shake
the complacency of the British work-
ing class and recreate an interest in
the views of the independent left
wing of the Labour Movement. We
have been helped by the genervsity
of our comrades in the fight for
Socialism—the Independent Socialist”
League—in the United States. They
have placed some of their facilities
at our disposal. We shall be able
to continue in this form only if you,
readers, do the utmost to help us.,

push the paper hard ; !
— pours contributions into our |
gaping deficit ;
sell sell, sell at branches, wards
and public meetings.

P.S. One aspect of the old Socialist
Review has not changed how-
ever, namely, the responsibility
of our contributors for the
views expressed in their signed
articles. Only unsigned articles
express the opinion of the

editorial board of the Sociailst
Review.

HUNGARIAN “ FASCISTS”
This cartoon appeared in the Cominform
Journal For a Lasting Peace, For a People’s

" *Democracy! on July 20th, 1951. It shows

““Tito, the Fascist.”
Today. Hungarian workers and peasants are
called Fascists. Does “ Fascist”” in Russian
mean anyone—socialist or otherwise—who
opposes oppression by Moscow?
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Canal open.

SU

The deceit of Tory imperialist Policy
was clearly illustrated by the number
of excuses dragged up to justify the
Anglo-F rench ‘invasion of Egypt.

Firsty it was said that the invasion
was intended to protect British nation-
als and property threatened by the

«Israeli-Egyptian war. , |

Then its aim was fo keep the Suez
(On-the day Britain and
Frarice issued their ultimatum to
Egypt, the Canal was working without
a hitch; since then it has been com-
pletely blocked).

When this excuse proved hollow, a
new one was invented: the invasion
was a ‘‘police action’ directed to
separate the Israeli and Egyptian
troops—despite the fact that the in-
vasion took place a hundred miles in-
side Egyptian territory and Israel de-
clared that she would stop 10 miles
from the Canal, and did so.

The final excuse was that the inva-

THREEPENCE

sion was a preventive measure directed

to save the Middle East from Soviet

aggression. One is reminded of Hitler’s
declaration on the invasion of Norway :
that it was carried out to protect the

independence of Norway from British..

occupation. ~ B

The true cause of the invasion is the, .

vested interests that British-and French
capitalism have in the Middle East.

First the Ca.nil its.elf._

The Eéononiics of huez
Carved througit the heart of the Middle
East the canal serves as the main route for
the tankers plying between the oilfields of
the area and Western Europe. Nearly half
of all the oil used in Britain and Western
Europe—some 67 million tons—finds its
way through the Suez Canal. Of all the oil
used in Britain 85 per cent. arrives via the
canal.

The Suez Company is also important for
another reason—it is very profitable. The
total original investment in the building of
the canal by Britain and France was less
than £10 millions, but now the business has
grown. Last year the Company had a gross
revenue of £34 millions. Of this, £104
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millions was paid out in dividends, £51
millions went to reserves and £9 millions
went on operating costs. The Egyptian
Government received only £1 million.

The imperialists oppose the nationalisa-
tion of the canal, not only because of its
great value, but also because it augurs ill
for other imperialist assets in Egypt.

It has been estimated that French invest-
ments in Egypt amount to some £400
million, and British investments to some
£200 million. Between 40 and 50 per cent.
of all Egypt’s wealth, including land, is
owned by foreign capitalists. If land is
excluded the figure is 75-80 per cent.

The nationalisation of the Suez Company
could be the first step on the path of

_Dhatiomalising all this foreign capital which

now dominates the Egyptian economy.

amounts of foreign capital are also
in ~in the oil fields all over Middle
East. If Nasser gets his way in nationalising
the Suez, other ;countries may follow suit
anq__decide to- keep the profits of the oil
fields to themselves. It is this fear which

, I "dominates. the- thoughts of British and

French capifalists and which is causing
them to insist on hard measures.

As a result of imperialist rule which
relied on an alliance with big native land-
lords, thf; conditions of the Egyptian people
are downtrodden in the extreme.

The expectation of life is very low,
being, before, the war, 31 years for males,
and 36 for females. In the United King-
dom the expectation of life at that time was
60 years for a male and 64 for a female.
Those who live to be adults are very weak.
Ninety per cent. of Egypt’s population
suffers from trachoma, 50 per cent. from
worm diseases, 75 per cent. from bilharzia,
50 per cent. from ankylostoma.

[ continued on back page]

" HUNGARY

SAY PARD, HOW MUCH DID YOU GET 7

Drawing he 4 Movak.

The initial spark to the Hungarian
Revolution was a big but peaceful
demonstration on October 23rd, which
was joined by some 200,000 workers.
The demonstrators gathered outside
the Budapest radio station and re-
quested that their programme be broad-
cast. The programme demanded:

(1) That the Russian forces leave Hun-
gary ; (2) that free general elections be
held: (3) that strikes be  permitted ;
(4) that freedom of speech, literature
and political beliefs be permitted ; (5)°
that factories be directed by workers
and technicians ; wages, norms, etc., be
revised ; (6) that peasants be given
their freedom ; membership of collec-
lective farms be voluntary ; and com-
pulsory agricultural deliveries to the

State be abolished.

The State Security Police—AVH—
opened fire and killed a number of
unarmed men, women and children.
Russian troops were called in by the
Hungarian Government dominated by
Erno Gerd. St -

This was the signal for a general
strike of all workers in the railways,
factories, mines, offices, etc.

The central point of all the students’
and workers’ demands became the
withdrawal of all Russian troops from
Hungary.

On October 29th, the Hungarian Com-

- munist daily Szabad Nep stated that the

withdrawal of Soviet troops from Buda-
pest- began on Sunday evening (October
28th). “ This was the first step foward
their return to their bases and their final
evacuation later from Hungarian territory”
(Daily Worker, October 30). .
On November 1st, the Hungarian Govern-
ment “ told the United Nations that it had
withdrawn from the Warsaw Pact, declared
its neutrality and said the Big Four Powers
should guarantee this neutrality. It said it
would raise the issue at the next regular
session of the UN General Assembly, be-
ginning on November 12. According to
Budapest Radio, Premier Nagy protested
to the Soviet Ambassador against the con-
tinued flow of Soviet tanks into the coun-

- try. The Hungarian NNews Agency has

published the terms of a telegram from Mr.
Nagy to President Voroshilov asking the
Soviet Union to fix a date and place for
talks on the withdrawal of Soviet troops
from Hungary: ‘The Government of the
Hungarian People’s Republic wishes to start
immediately negotiations on the withdrawal
of Soviet forces from the entire territory
of Hungary. The Hungarian Government
invites the Soviet Government to appoint
a Soviet delegation and propose the-date
and venue of the negotiations’” (Daily
Worker, November 2).

Next day Budapest radio ““said that the
Government, in three Notes handed yester-
day to the Soviet Embassy, called for the
withdrawal of Soviet troops. It said all the
Government’s efforts to achieve this had so
far been in vain. One Note suggested the
setting up of a mixed commission to start
discussing the Soviet troop withdrawal.”
(Daily Worker, November 3).

All these days Russian armoured and
mechanised troops were pouring into Hun-
gary, taking full command of all strategic
posts in the country.

[ continued on following page]




THE RETREAT

l HUNGARY--continued

On November 3rd the Russians expressed
their readiness to negotiate with the Nagy
Government on the withdrawal of Soviet
troops from the country. But when the
Hungarian Minister of Defence and the
Chief of Staff came to this meeting they
were arrested. .

That the Russian rulers were preparing
for a stab in the back was shown nof only
by the fact that they continued to pour
troops into Hungary while promising to
withdraw altogether from the country, but
also from the fact that the Russian press
and radio did not make any mention of the
demand of the Hungarian Government to
withdraw from the Warsaw Pact, to get rid
of Soviet occupation forces,and to declare
the country’s neutrality in foreign affairs.

Where the mass support lies

The small Hungarian nation could not
of course stand up long against the weight
of Russian armour.

If the Moscow-inspired regime were not
isolated in the country, the demonstrations,
strikes, etc., would quite easily have been
broken. After all, look at the official sup-
port for the government: in the last elec-
tions, held in 1949, the Communist-led list
of candidates got 95.6 per cent. of the total
vote (Daily Worker, November 14). If only
4.4 per cent. opposed the Government, how
could a general strike and mass people’s
uprising take place ?

Again, the Communist organisations were
very massive. In May, 1954, it was stated
that in the Party alone, there were 864,607
members, in the Youth League, 577,000,
and in the Union of Hungarian Democratic
Women, 560,000. (For a Lasting Peace, For
a People’s Democracy ! May 28, 1954).
These two millions by themselves consti-
tute a fifth of the population of Hungary,
and if children are excluded, nearly half !
How could a mass movement succeed
against their will ?

And again, factory and office workers
made up 59.4 per cent. of the employed
population of Hungary (in January 1954)
and practically all of them are members of
trade unions (/bid). How could a general
strike be carried out against their wish ?

To add to the forces of the Communist
government one should mention the army
and police. The 10 or 12 Hungarian army
divisions were built since the war under
the leadership of the Communist Party, The
polics was made up practically only of
Communist Party officials.

Add to this the 2 Russian army divisions
stationed in Hungary at the start of the
Revolution, and one can clearly see that
all the odds were on the side of the Com-
munist government . . . if only the people
really supported it. |

The mass nature of the struggle, the
tenacity of the workers in the general
strike, and the armed uprising against over-
whelming military odds, in face of hunger,
cold and death, is complete proof of the
bitter hatred felt for the Moscow-imposed
rulers.

The Daily Worker’s Jumps

For the first two days of the Hungarian
revolt, the Daily Worker pretended that it
did not exist. Then it decided to present
it as a capitalist counter-revolution by
murder gangs strongly resisted by the
workers. * Hungarian Workers’ Answer ”
was the title of its streamer heading across
eight columns: “ Armed Groups Defend
‘Factories Against Wreckers”  (Daily
Worker, October 25). The leading article
announced that the Hungarian workers
“had rallied around its government and
smashed this attempt to put the clock
back.” They had been able to accomplish
this, it was explained, because * Soviet
troops joined their Hungarian comrades-in-
arms and shed their blood once more help-
ing to save the country and people from
reaction.” ;

" Next day the Daily Worker's leading
article stated that Soviet troops were
“ assisting the Hungarian people to retain
their independence from Imperialism ”
(October 26). “What has .happened in

_Army ?

Hungary these past days has not been a
popular uprising against a , dictatorial
government,” but “an organised and plan-
ned effort to overthrow by undemocratic
and violent means a government in process
of carrying through important constructive
measures.”

But a couple of days later the Daily
Worker quoted approvingly the Hungarian
Communist paper Szabad Nep which criti-
cised a Pravda dispatch headed: “ Collapse
of the Anti-People Adventure in Hungary.”
It said: “ What happened in Budapest was
neither anti-people, nor an adventure, and
it did not collapse. The slogans of Socialist
democracy were the loudest, not those of
the reactionaries nor of counter-revolu-
tionaries. The revolutionary people of Pest
and Buda want freedom, people’s freedom,

" a life without despotism, terror and fear,

more bread and national independence.
Would this be °anti-people adventure’?
asks the paper. The first point in the Hun-
garian revolutionary demands of 1848 was
national independence. ‘Today also this is
the first point.’ - Szabad Nep said that the
Pravda article was an insult, as the insurrec-
tion could not be organised by Anglo-
American imperialists, because the greater
part of the Budapest population had taken
part in the fighting.” (Daily Worker,
October 30). ;

On November 1, the Daily Worker
stated that ‘“the Soviet Government . .
declared that it had instructed its military
command to withdraw Soviet units from
Budapest as soon as the Hungarian Govern-
ment finds it necessary.” A couple of days
later, the Daily Worker said that fascists
had taken control of the mass movement,
and the intervention of Soviet troops was
necessary to quell the fascist uprising.

Revolution or Dollars
. e

N

All the_emi}hasis was DE the famous 100
million US dollars spefit on propaganda
and subversion in Eastern Europe. As the

total population of Eastern Europe is nearly

a hundred million, the US investment comes
to-a little more than a dollar a head. And
this is brought forward to explain a mass
uprising ! |

The Daily Worker cannot even pretend

that there are any Hungarian troops, or
workers, peasants and students, supporting

-thhe Russian troops against the * fascist up-

rising.” Where are the 2 million members
of the Party, the Y.C.L. and Party Women’s
organisation ? Where are the 2 million
trade unionists ? Where is the Hungarian
Are all of them fascists? Can
some thousands of US spies—if there are
this number—undo the education of the
vouth through 12 years of a “ Communist ”
regime, and turn them into fascists ?

Where else did fascists lead mass workers’
strikes, control the trade unions, mass
Communist Party and Young Communist
League? And if one really believes that
these masses preferred fascism to * Com-
munism,” after their horrible experiences
of the Horthy regime, what bestial condi-
tions they must have suffered during the
last 12 years !

The high priests of King Street, who

'slavishly followed Stalin—Stalin who has

now been exposed by Krushchev as a blood-
stained monster—persist in their servility to
the present masters of the Kremlin,

At the time of writing (November 15th),
the general strike is not yet ended, but the

~armed forces of the Hungarian Revolution
overwhelmed and crushed

are, it seems,
by the Russian bayonets. “ Hungary lies
at the feet of your Majesty "—so wrote the
triumphant General Paskievich to the Tsar
after Russian troops put down the Kossuth
uprising in 1849. Similar words are probably
being used by the present Russian Com-
mander of Hungary.

But this is not the final page of history.
Workers’ Budapest and Hungary will for
ever be celebrated as the harbinger of a new
society, a revolutionary, democratic social-
ism. Its exterminators will forever be

pilloried as brutal murderers.

back-fo-work ? brigade moved in.

from MOSCOW

The Crisis in the British Communist Party

By an ex-Member

There has been a heavy post in King Street recently.

Many of the envelopes

contained small pink cards which only recently had been treasured by their
owners. Many of them came from life-long acrobats on the Party Line—
veterans of the Nazi-Soviet Pact, the Cold War, even of the early upheavals
which followed the 20th Congress. Why did these dedicated Communists decide
that they could remain no longer in the “vanguard”? It did not happen

overnight. . . . -

In the beginning there was the
Khrushchev Report. The fatuous

" explanation of the horrors revealed

pushed Party members into bitter
political controversy for the first time
in many years. Quickly, irresistibly,
the Great Debate spread—nothing
was sacred, nothing beyond challenge.
Powers of reason and polemic sus-
pected of having atrophied were dis-
covered to be merely dormant. A flood
of resolutions arose from Branches and
Committees. There seemed to be new
hope. Hope of a transformation which
would enable the Party to burst
through the straitjacket of Stalinist
dogmatism and organisation. and
emerge strengthened and a truly British
party.

But there were still those who clung
steadfastly to “ doublethink "—noOt caring
where they had been or where they were
going so long as the illusion of motion re-
mained. There were still the “ flat earthers ”
clutching grimly ‘to the * positive achieve-
ments of Comrade Stalin ”” and belittling out
of existence the “mistakes.” There were
the bright-eyed who rejoiced that the future
was illumined with the repudiation of the
past—all mistakes were now behind ! There
were also those who were firmly, cosily
entrenched in their positions of prestige and
authority—big fish in a little pond—for
whom any change could only be for the
WOTrSe.

The E.C. Counter-attacks

The big guns were brought to bear. Dis-
cussion had to be * positive ”—guided and
controlled. Letters were ignored. Flying-
squads of trusted Party hacks rushed from
branch to branch, wherever independent
thought had expressed itself in a resolution
or a joint letter. An appeal was made to
the anti-intellectual prejudices of worker
comrades. Then the “ enough-discussion-

hands to the BM.C. Strike—to the Daily
Worker Bazaar—to the Rents Campaign—
anything but think, anything but talk.”

The most disaffected gave up or were in-
creasingly isolated. King Street was
draughty with sighs of relief. But from the
struggle had come “ The Reasoner,” a focal
point for the seeker, a weapon to prod the
Party in the direction of more inner demo-
cracy, a means of overcoming an evil inher-
ent in Democratic Centralism—the isloation
of one dissentient from another. And the
conflict was by no means over.

The Anti-Semitism Issue

Volkstimme, a Yiddish language news-
paper of the Polish Communist Party,
mourned the murder of leading Soviet Jew-
ish cultural figures. Anti-semitism in-the
Soviet Union ? A new wave of discussion
spread through the Communist Party from
Glasgow to the Kent Coast. The response
of King Street was characteristic. Suppres-
sion of the contents of the Volkstimme
article. Suppression of news of its impact
on brother Parties. Suppression of letters
and resolutions. Suppression even of a
reference to the grim admission in Howard
Fast’s speech.

Then came a * National Guardian” in-
terview with Furtseva, Secretary of the C.C.
C.P.S.U., in which she acknowledged the
existence of the hated ‘ numerus clausus ”
(quota) system against Jews in the Soviet

Union. It took several of the now familiar

“All

“ safety-valve ” conferences before the
pressure was lowered sufficiently for vague
news of the Yiddish language being brought
back from exile again could have effect.
But this stage had brought forth the first
public challenge by a leading Communist of
international stature—the famous letter of
Professor Hyman Levy.

Poland and Hungary

Then came Poznan which an addict of
the “ Daily Wogker > could be forgiven for
judging as a juvenile delinquents’ prank.
Then the wave of popular support which
swept Gomulka from prison to power—
juvenile delinquency ? Obviously not. Then
what about the East German * provocation ”
in 1953 ? Many an impervious Communist
forehead was furrowed. Finally—Hungary.
Demands put forward by angry workers for
conditions which the Communist Party had
claimed they had enjoyed for years.

The roar of the guns of Soviet tanks—
once called *“ Stalin ”—directed against Hun-
garian workers, soldiers and peasants
drowned out the mutter of the catechism
of the 100,000,000 American dollars. This
was the turning point. Rank-and-file acti-
vist and prominent intellectuals found it
impossible to remain in a Party :which was
discredited as no other Party has c.er been
before. Even the “ Daily Worker” itself
has been severely shaken by the defection
of its leading staff, falling circulation and,
most ominous, its continual failure to reach
its - life-or-death minimum quota of contri-

butions. The quota for October closes at
2 p.m. today. The sum outstanding is
£1.598. The date is November 12th! In

an effort to stem the tide the greatest
“ safety-valve ” conference of all, scheduled
for March, has been changed to a Congress
with powers of election. This was the

.demand put forward by many branches

against which King Street had been battling
furiously for months. It may well be too
late. By that time it is likely that the Com-
munist Party will consist of incorrigible
Stalinists, doomed by their very nature to
political impotence, and as many of the
submerged stratum of passive card-holders
who can be cajoled through the re-registra-
tion ceremony.

The Road Ahead

This is not a time for pleasure over the
desperate straits of British Stalinism. This
is a time for mourning. Many fine, dedi-
cated people have again passed through the
King Street machine to emerge disillusioned
and burned out. Many ideals and hopes
have degenerated into the sentiment *“a
plague on all your houses.” A newspaper
which should have been a powerful weapon
is daily growing more ineffectual through
its subservience to leader columns in other
countries. A Party which shouldsbe spear-
heading the Labour Movement evokes only
disgust—too discredited to appear behind
its own banners in the largest and most mili-
tant demonstration this country has seen for
a long time.

The only glimmer of light—and it may
yvet become much more than a glimmer—is
in those who have left; or will leave, the
Communist Party and will seek an alter-
native which they can mould to their needs
and the needs of British condtions. The
future must bring the fruits of the Great
Debate in the form of a new democratic
movement, a genuine Communist Party,
enriching and using without fear the price-
less heritage of Marxism.
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The Future of the Russian Empire:

REFORM or REVOLUTION? |

'}
A Page from History

In 1855 Tsar Alexander II succeeded to the throne of
Russia on the death of his father, Nikolai I. One of his
first pronouncements was a declaration of his intention
to abolish serfdom, which in 1861 he duly carried out.

Two main factors impelled the tsar along this path.

First, serfdom had become a serious impediment to
the development of the economy, and the big landown-
ers, especially those in the South, whose crops were
beginning to enter the field of international trade and
bring in handsome profits, had become more and more
convinced that serf labour was inefficient and inferior
to that of wage-workers.

That this actvally was so became apparent after
emancipation had been in force some years. At the end
of the forties, a few years before emancipation, the
average annual yield of four prinecipal crops (wheat,
rye, barley and oats) was some 430 million cwts; after
it, in the seventies, it was 630 million ewts. The great
Marxist historian M. N. Pokrovsky stated that without
doubt “free labour did prove far more productive than
forced labour.” (Brief History of Russia, London,
1933, Vol. I, p. 116.) | |

The second main cause for the emancipation was a
steady rise in the number of outbreaks of localised but
violent peasant revolts.

There were 400 in the ten years 1845-55 and 400 more

“““Tn the five vears 1855-60. Fearful of the outcome, the

tsar, at a meeting of Moscow nobility, uttered his start-
ling and famous phrase: “It is better to abolish serf-
dom from above than to wait until the serfs %degin to
liberate themselves from below.”

However, the emancipation of the serfs was carried
out half-heartedly, and it did not turn them into really
free wage-workers, but in fact left the peasants with
less land and a heavier economic burden to bear.

Following upon the emancipation of the serfs, Alex-
ander implemented some other reforms:

e On January 1, 1864 he granted local government to

the provinces and districts of European Russia.

e On November 20, 1864 he reformed the judicial insti-
tutions: trial by jury was introduced for all criminal
cases and court proceedings were made public. (And
there is no doubt that freedom of expression in the
court-room and the publicity given to trials helped
greatly in the formation of democratic anti-tsarist pub-
lic opinion.) -

e April 6, 1865 saw the partial abolition of preventive
censorship. (One of the results of this was the legal
publication in Russian a few years later of Marx’s
Capital.)

That all these democratic reforms were very restrict-
ed was soon made quite clear. Thus, for instance, while
the press was freed from preventive censorship, it was
not allowed to publish accounts of any meetings of so-
cieties and clubs without special permission from the
Provincial Governors; the Ministry of the Interior was
empowered to inform editors of papers what subjects
were ‘“unsuitable’” and were of “State significance.”

The tsarist police soon showed its iron hand. Many a
radical was incarcerated. Thus in July 1862 N. G. Cher-
nichevsky was arrested and condemned to prison and
eventually exiled for life to Siberia. He remained there
until 1883, and was not allowed to return to his home
town Saratov until 1889, where he died a few months
later.

DEUTSCHER'S ANCESTORS

In the first flush of Alexander II's promises of re-
form, many were eager to believe in his words. Thus
the two leaders of Russian radicalism, the moderate

Alexander Herzen and the revolutionary democratic -

socialist Chernichevsky, in 1857-68 praised the tsar
when he announced his intention of abolishing serfdom.
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Herzen went so far as to write letters full of admira-
tion to the tsar. :

Both suffered a rude shock a few years later when
the terms of the emancipation of the serfs Were made

known. But the political coneclusions that they drew -

from the new situation were poles apart.

Herzen, whose following had dwindled to nothing,
continued to believe in the reforming zeal of the tsar
and to place his faith in the desire and ability of the
“enlightened nobility” to persuade the tsar to carry his
reforms further. (Was he a Deutscher?) Chernichev-
sky and his increasing number of followers concluded
that the tsar was, in fact, the chief representative ‘of
the exploiting land-owners, and that only the over-
throw of tsarism could clear the road for social and
political progress.

The rude awakening led a number of radicals to is--

sue illegal, anti-tsarist leaflets. Thus one of them en-

titled “To Young Russia” (May 1862) called for an

“immediate revolution, a bloody and merciless revolu-
tion, which must radically change everything, all the
foundations of society without exception.” It ended
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with the words: “Long live the social and democratic
Republic of Russia!” (Pokrovsky, page 178.)

But the tsar ‘Liberator’ showed himself most vicious

in his attitude to the Poles.

Tsar Nikolai’s brutality, his method of governing by
means of the rod, had earned him the hatred of the
Poles. His son, who was not a fool, realised this and
started his rule wooing Polish public opinion. He miti-
gated the severity of Russian rule over Poland, and
curtailed somewhat the powers of the tsarist viceroy in
Warsaw. He even replaced him with a new “liberal”
face.

But it was obvious, even in the early days of his
reign, that Alexander II intended to curb his “reform-
ing zeal” even more strenuously in Poland ‘than in Rus-

.sia. He made it quite clear when he said laconically to

representatives of the Polish gentry and bourgeoisie at
their first meeting in 1856: “No dreams!”

HOW REFORMS WAKEN REVOLUTION

Yet the reforms carried out by the tsar, however
shadowy they were, inspired many,a Pole, and their
dreams of liberty grew wings. The people in the Polish
towns, who had attained a far higher degree of political
consciousness than in Russia, could not but hope to see
in this first ray of light piercing the black clouds .of
tsarist oppression the approach of a new dawn.

More and more societies were founded in Poland,
illegal leaflets were issued, and demopstrations took
place. And immediately the Cossack’s nagaika and gun
played their usual part. Already in February and

Mareh 1861 mass demonstrations in Warsaw were shot -

down.

Two years later, in January 1863, a Polish national
insurrection broke out. The insurrection was doomed
to defeat. :

The Poles did not possess a regular army and the
whole of the country was garrisoned by Russian troops.
But even more serious for the fate of the insurrection
was the fact that only a minority of Poles supported
it actively; the Polish peasants were quite indifferent
to a movement led by the nobility. Out of a population
of some five million persons, only ten thousand badly
armed and inexperienced insurgents joined the armed
struggle.

The rebels managed to hold on for eighteen months
in a guerrilla war. This was partly due to the lack of
enthusiasm that many of the Russian garrisons show-
ed for their job of killing. A number of officers express-
ed sympathy with the Poles, and were court-martialled ;
others escaped to the insurgents and even assumed
command over their detachments.

Again the ‘“revolutionary contagion’” spread, even
if not very widely, beyond the borders of Poland. In
March 1864 insurrection spread to Lithuania, and the
same year saw an incipient rising in Russia, near the
Volga—but this was nipped in the bud.

Alarmed, the government made some concessions. It
granted the serfs in the so-called Northern Provinces—

By TONY CLIFF

Author of "Stalinist Russia: A Marxist Analysis™
and “Russia from Stalin to Khrushchev'

Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia—exclusive property
rights in the land they held.

The Polish national revolution ended in defeat. But
the blood of Poland did not flow in vain. Two years
after the defeat of the insurrection, on April 4, 1866,
the first revolutionary attempt on the life of the tsar
was made, by the Russian student Karakozov. He failed
and was'executed, but his was the first act in a revelu-
tionary drama that ended with the overthrow of tsar-
ism, half a century later.

Even this brief historical outline shows quite clearly
that under autocracy reforms from above necessarily
tend to waken revolution from below, :

One cannot cross the abyss separating autocracy
from democracy in a number of small steps. (Of course
the .autocracy does not want to make that crossing.)
Any concession from the top, instead of averting the
revolution from below, kindles the flame of liberty;
and in the final analysis armed autocracy has to face
the armed insurgent people. Y

The similarity between the first years of rule of th
“Tsar Liberator” Alexander II and those of the First
Secretary “Democratiser” Khrushchev is indeed great.

And one can learn a number of important lessons from .

s~

a comparison of the two.
The analogy, however, must not be pushed too far:

® Russia of the horse age moved far more slowly than

Russia of the jet age.

e Poland of the nobility was a weakling compared to

the mighty Polish mass peoples’ movement:

e The different oppressed nationalities, isolated from

each other geographically, economically and spiritual-

ly in the past, are now bound closely to one another,

® The social content of the revolt against autocracy in

- the twentieth century differs enormously from that of

the nineteenth century.

e The mighty working class of all the nationalities op-
pressed by the Russian autocracy (and above all the
Russian working class) is a waking giant which is

bursting asunder the chains of social and national op-

pression.

2 e
The Post-Stalin Reforms:

Stalin’s method of approach to each new failure or
diffieulty was to inerease pressure and terrorism. But
this rigid method became not only more and more inhu-
man but also more and more inefficient. Each new
crack of the whip increased the stubborn, even if mute,
resistance of the people.

Where serfdom under Tsar Nikolai hampered the
productive forces in agriculture, rigid Stalinist oppres-
sion became a brake on all medern agricultural and
industrial progress.

Two and a half decades after the inauguration/of the
forced collectivisation, it became eclear that Russian
agriculture was stagnating.

Nothing could highlight this crisis better than Khrn-
shchev’s report to the plenary meeting of the Central
Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
delivered on September 3, 1953. He painted the situ-
ation in sombre colours.

He stated that while in 1916 there were 28.8 million
cows, in 1953 there were only 24.3 million. At the time
of the tsar there were six persons for every one cow;
in 1953—nine!

Khrushchev went on to say that “districts which had
long been famous as butter suppliers are now produc-
ing less butter than before. Siberia, for instance, pro-
duced 75,000 tons of butter in 1913, and only 65,000
tons in 1952.”

Vegetable farming, another intensive branch of agri-
culture, shows the same trend.

Agriculture in the satellites fared no better. The
cause is not to be sought in a lack of agriculture ma-
chinery or ferxtilisers.

Indeed, the mechanisation of agriculture and supply

- of fertilisers was sharply stepped up. Thus the number







