— To 'I'ell the Truth

It Is B:gger Than You Think

Reply to a letter from Mr. ].
Hars, printed last Fridey, dis-
agreeing with an article of mine
of Nov. 7.

HIS is a time of the

greatest change that

has occurred in the world
. in several centuries.

The first phase of the

change was th& revolution of

November, 1917, which established
a Socialist state in one country
alone, while all other great states
Lenin and

remained capitalist.
Stalin were cor-
rect in the
theory of “So-
cialism in one
country.” The
8ocialist state
proved able to
live surrounded
by capitalist
states, with-
stood the heav-
fest hardships
and became the strongest
state in all of Europe and Asia,

The second phase of the change
is that enormous transformation
in relations between nations
which is expressed in the alliance
of the Socialist state with the
most advanced capitalist states for
the war and for long time peace.

Mr. Hart made the point that
8Bocialism is “the next higher form
of economy” as compared to capi-
tallsmn. History has proved pre-
cisely that, and more.

Bul the consequence of this
superiority of Socialist economy
is not what Mr. Hart assumes. The
consequence of the colossal
strength of the 8ocialist state,
and the discovery of that strength
by the western democracies, to-
gether with the discovery by these
western democracies that they
can survive in an alliance with
that Socialist state and that they
will go into a suicidal world chaos,
without it—is not that they imi-
tate the economic and political
structure of that socialist state,
but that they form an alliance
with it to preserve their own quite
different structure.

I WONDER whether my critic
gets the full force of my state-
ment that “the greatest military
Cefeat and destruction of feudal
erpires in both of the two centers
of world population, in Europe and
Asla,” brings about “the corre-
sponding change in the relation-
ships of the surviving states.”
Buch matters are never under-
stood unless we look at them in
concrete form. What states, pre-
cisely, will be the surviving states
- #n Europe and Asia after the de-

Aeat: of . Maﬁtmny and: feudal-. .
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them will

maintain the Hearst-Dubinsky-
Norman Thomas-Ham Fish-Hoov-
er dream of an anti-Russian bloc
on the two continents of Europe
and Asia that contain three-
fourths of the 2,000,000,000 popula-
tion of the world? None will.
The one certain thing in this
whole world is that there will
never sgain be an imperialist
domination of either Europe or
Asis, which are three-fourths of
the world. Think of that. It is
a strong statement. It is meant
to be so. Challenge it If you will.
But if you do, be concrete: name
the states that you think capable
of such imperialist domination.
Political sagacity and scientific
caut.lon do not consist of timidity
or that lack of initiative which is
called skepticism. All of the states
of Europe and Asi- hereafter will
be states in which there are no
conspiracies against S8oviet Russia.
In the “two centers of world
population”—the continents’ of
Europe and Asia which comprise
most of the population of the
world and most of the market of
the world—there will be a stabili-

"zation of peace and democracy

such as has never existed and
could never have existed before.
The strongest, the incomparable
stabilizing force — and nobody
seriously questions this any more
—will be Russia. This stabilizing
force would be absent if Russia
were not a 8ocialist state.

T then did I mean when 1

sajid “the corresponding

change” would be wrought in “the

conditions for the continuation of

the prevailing world system of
production?”

The system of production in all
modernized ¢ountries is capitalist,
except Russia where it is “the
next higher form of economy.” The
world system of production is not,
however, wholly capitalist, and
never again can it be wholly capi-
talist. And this is not a disturbing
element in the stabilization of
world economy, but on the con-
“ary, is the most essential force
for stabilization, under the con-
ditions of the alliance.

80 we see that the “conditions
for the continuation of the pre-
valling world system of produc-
tion” that “correspond” to the de-
struction of the “feudal empires
121 both of the two centers of world
population, Europe and Asia,” are
conditions of a vast stability ex-
tending across three-quarters of
the world, directly, creating the
best condition for solvency, rising
standard of living upon a demo-
cratic base of support in each
country, such as pu never been
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1f comparimp i sought, we would

by Robert Minor —

have to refer to the transfommna-
tion and rejuvenation that came
to Europe through the discovery
and opening of the American con-
tinent four centu ies ago.

The opening up of a world
market in which our own United
States of America can and will
play to a large degree the leading
role, with a rising standard of liv-
ing and a growing labor movement
i3 an achievement of coloesal pro-
portions and for the good of all
mankind.

This will occur under historic
conditions wherein the whole in- -
itiative of most nations will be
thrown into it as a task of cap-
italism, of the expansion of the
world capitalist economy in huge
proportions. I said “Within these
limits and under these conditions
...for the present ‘interest of the
American people, 'abor included,
not socialism but capiwulism is the
best system of production.! This
is not a statement of abstract
truth, but of concrete truth. As °
such it is correct, important and
necessary to face. If offered as
an abstract truth, independently
of these limits and conditions—as
something true “at any time"—
that is, 1If offe;ed as a general
proposition that capitalism is
“preferable” — the statement
would eonflict with the greatest
historic reality of this century,
that socialism is “the next higher
form of economy,” as Mr. Hart
puts it. But we have tov face the
truth in its concrete form, and
not to do 80 would be to oppose
the forward development of his-
tory. 3
IF COMMUNISTS were tectari-

ans, engaged like the Utopians
of Thomas More’s time, more than
400 years ago, or like the middle-
class socialists of the generation
before Marx and Engels, in simple
fantasies over what would be
“better” “at any time”—we would
¢{ course, merely invent a pure
ocfalism for the whole world im-
mediately. But we dropped that
pastime of the leisure-class so-
clalists when Marx and Engels
came upon the scene and brought °
the powerful instrument of scien- -
tific method to the labor move-
ment. We learned that Socialism
i; a matter of this world, and the
tough-mindedness of the modern
working class, its patience, the
very discipline that is instilled in-
to it by capitalist soclety, its ca-
pacity to sssimilate the scientific
method with the highest ideals of
mankind, its will to struggle—dis-
ilaced forever the purely fanciful
inventions of what is “best” inde-
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