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NOTE:

The Socialist Vorkers Party International Information
Bulletin for June, 1949, published the Political Reso-
lutions of the Seventh Plenum of the International
Exccutive Committee of the Fourth Internationaljon:

l, The VWar Danger and Our Tasks.
2+ The Evolution of the Buffer Countries,
3¢ "The Third Chinese Revolution.,"

Through an inadvertence, this bulletin neglected to
explain that the second Resolution on "The Evolution
of the Buffer Countries" had been adopted as a basis
for discussion and that other points of view on this
question would be published in the course of the
discussion.

This number of the Socialist Workers Party Internal

Bulletin publishes the Minutes of the Seventh Plenum
of the IEC for the information of its readers., The
bulletin also rcecords a discussion which has taken
place on this question in the Political Committee of
the Socialist Workers Party, Other material on the
same question is in preperation for publication in

future numbers of the Internal Bulletin,



THS SEVENTH PLENUM OF THE IEC

The Seventh Plenum of the IEC met April 9 to 18, 1949, with
members and fraternal delegates representing the organizations of the
Fourth International in the following countries: Holland, Belgium,
Switzerland, Central Europe, France, Ttaly, Spain, Greece, England,
South America, India, Ceylon, Indo-China and China, Also, two Swedish
delegates came to put forward the proposal of their recently formed
organization to join the International as an official section,

The Seventh Plenum was incontestably one of the most representa-
tive international confercnces of our woerld movement and one of the
most successful, The number in attendance was hardly less than that
at the Second World Congress a ycar 2g0, The presence of numerous
comrades representing organizations of the Fourth Intcrnational in
the Far Eastwar notoworthy, particularly that of the Chinese comrade,
. whose organization had never before had the opportunity to participate
at so bioad and so important an international confercnce of our
movement,

There’wore many questions on the agenda of the Plenum, vhich
lasted 10 days, among them the following:

a. A rcport of the IS in its activity since the 8ixth_Plenum
(October 1948) and the development of the situation in the Interna-
tional sincc the Sccond World Congress.

b. "Adhercnce of the Swedish organization of the Fourth Inter-
national, »

c. Discussion of the rosolution on the "War Danger and our
Tasks."

d, Discussion of the recsolution of "The Third Chinese Revolu-
tion,"

e, Discussion of the recsolution on "The Evolution of the Soviet
Buffer Zone,"

f. Ronort on the development of our movement in Latin America
since the Second World Congress,

g. lisccllancous questions: Italy, England, Switzerland, Youth,
Spain, Ireland, finances, IS personnel,

The report on the activity of the IS was adopted unanimouslye.
A1l the resolutions adooted are publishcd herewith except the resolu~-
tions on Englond and Italy.which were sent directly to the leaderships

of the scctionse.

The resolution adopted on "Thc Evolution of the Buffer Zone"
will serve as the besis of an internnl discussion in the International

up to the next Plenum of the IEC,

The growing political maturity and homogenelty as well as the
consolidation of the Intornational and its scectlons were unanimously
noted with groat satisfaction by all the participants of the Plenum,



“ which to orgonize itself as a par
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The improvement of the situaticn in the Europcan seections, some
of whom wore undergoing o scerious internal crisis only a year 2go, = .
was particulorly marked, '

The Scventh Plenum took up the financial situation of the IS
vhich has become critieal thesc last two menths with the falling off
of part of the resourees that ‘served to bnlance its budget up to the
prescnt, It decided unanimously to launch an vrgent appcal to the
wholce International for swift and cffeetive aid,

May 1949

RESOLUTION ON, SWRDEN

The Scventh Plenum of the IEC salutces the Swedish comrades who,
on their own initiative, established contect with the Fourth Interna-
tionrl and on the basis of their own political expericnce, came to
the conclusion that the bullding of a2 revolutionary party in Sweden
‘is possible only on the prograrmetic basis and within the organiza-
tional framework of the Fourth Internationalj

. Is happy to roceive the formal request for adherance brought to
the IEC hy the Swedish froternal delegate in the name of the entire
Swedish greup; ' ' - ‘

Decides to declare in favor of rccognizing this group as the
Swedish Scetion of the Fourth Internationnl as scon as it will elect
a represontative leadership at & nntional confercncc and adopt a
political platform applying the Trotskyist program to the specific
conditions of Svedens ' , , -

Instrﬁcts the IS to work clcsely with the Swedish group}in order
to deternine, by commocn agreemont% an approprlate toctic by means of
AN
Instructs the IS to aid in crienting the werk of the Swedish
leadership with a view to extend and coordinate tho Trotskyist meve-
~ment in all of Scandinavia, -

Adopted Unaninously
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RESOLUTION ON SPAIN

The Seventh Plenum of the IEC notes that comrade Munis and the
Spanish comrades who followed him in forming a group that publishes
the organ "Revolucion" have plased themselves outside the manks of the
Fourth International, by their entire activity since the World Congress
and particularly since the Spanish Conference of August 28 and 29,
1948 and the Sixth Plenum of October 19483 they hawe refused to heed
repeated appeals to carry on disciplined activity inside the Spanish
Section of the Fourth International, and have publicly violated the
- political line and the discipline of the International,

The Seventh Plenum, therefore, decides to consider that they
have definitively ceased to be members of the International,

dopted Unanim ]

HSOLUTION O IRELAND

The Seventh Plenum of the IEC, noting that no explanation has
been given by comrade Armstrong and the other members of the Irish
Section who have followed him, regarding their departure from Ireland
aswell as their attitude toward the Fourth International, as was
formally requested of them by the Sixth Plenum of the IEC (October,

1948) s

Considers all these as having definitively left the Fourth
International and expels ther from its ranks,

Adopted with all in favor
‘execept for one abstention
(Central Rurope).
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MOTION ON APPEAL BY MEMBERS OF SWISS SECTIQN

The Seventh Plenum of the IEC has before it a letter in the name
of four members of the Swiss Section appealing against the action of
itstebruary 1949 conference in expelling and suspending some of its

embers,

The commission designated by the Plenum to examine the appeal
was confronted with many documents indicating that the case is compli-
cated by a sharp and bitter struggle which preceded the conference
and that it could not carry out a proper examination of the case.

The commission therefore recommends that the appeal be referred
to the IS which is to designate a subcommittee to investigate the case,
That this subcommittee make its decision in the name of the IEC.

The fact that this case has kept the Swiss Section in turmoil for
some time makes it advisable that the IS act with a minimum of delay
and not later than 30 days after the conclusion of the IEC sessions.

RESOLUTION ON THE FINANCIAL SITUATION OF THE IS

The IS shall issue a declaration in the name of the IEC exnlaining
the financial situation and setting forth concrete proposals to resolve
the present crisis and to stabilize the IS budget. The national lead-
erships shall have the special responsibility to carry on campaigns in
their own organizations in order to assure the success of this appeal,
The month of May shall be considered as a campaign month for the In-
ternational in all the sections that do not have special obligations
in this period,

Adopted Unanimously

APPEAL OF THE PLENUM OF THE TEC

IO ALL SECTIONS OF FOURTH INTERNATIONAL

The Seventh Plenum of the IEC, held April 8-18, 1949, was the
most representative -gathering of its kind to date, The Plenum gave
evidence of growing homogeneity and consolidation on part of the Inter-
national and its sections, The discussions, resolutions and decisions
of the Plenum will be communicated to all sections as soon as techni-
cally possible, In this letter we shall 1imit ourselves to the urgent
financial problem which was discussed in a special commission of the
Plenum aswell as at the Plenum itself,
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The budget of the leading organisms of the International is
dangerously out of balance, which threatens to greatly reduce their
activity and particularly the subsidies ziven to sections in the
process of construction, Concretely, thc total monthly erpenditure
of the IS consists of wages for the executive and Sechnieal personnel
of the IS, office cxpenscs, a full-time functicnary in Germany and in
Italy; also, publication and mailing costs of the Press Service, the
French magazine Quatrieme Internationale and the German magazine Die
interrationale, All this could be done only by offccting tho strick-
gst coonory, redveine wages for functionaries to the minipum of sub-

sistonece,

Up to the prescent we have rceceived for the sections only about
half of the minimum nocessarv for this work, The other half was
obtained by the IS itsclfi tnrough indepcndent efforts. Unfortunately,
these recuired too much attention on part of the IS and could only be
applicd at thc expense of its political finctioning. The present
financial crisis faced by the IS arises from the fnet that for the past
two months the IS has not been able to obtain funds by its own means
and from the lack of any prospect of improvement in this situwation,

In facty after a thorough discussion of this problem, the IEC has

dccided that the IS must honceforth abandon all cfforts to obtain

funds by itsclf, convinced that this is nct a normal procedure a2nd
that it demages the political functicning of the IS,

We have also examined the possibllity of reducing expenses, That
would imply the discontinuation of the Germen and Fronch megazines as
waell as the full-time functicnerics in Germany and in It2ly, But in
those two countrics, the scctions are in the process of formation and
we run the risk of dropping them before they can stand on their own
legs, '

The TEC has therefore decided against a reduction of the budget
and for an appeal to 2ll sections to cover the existing deficit by an
incrcasc in the monthly contributions and by the remular payment of
the latter at the beginning of each month, o

4

But cven if these quotas are accepted and regularly peid, this
will not suffice to cover the deficit of the last two months and the
debts accumulated thercby. To cover the deficit, the IEC has dccided
to appcal to all scctions teo conduct a special finaneial enmpaign for
aid #%c the Internaticrialy devoting the month of May to this campaign,
and to transmit all funds collcected tc the IS without delay.

The IEC urges the sections to place this appeal at the hecad of
their agondas and to apply these decigions swiftly and responsibly,
The continvation of effective functioning by the IS, of the support
furnished by it to weak scetions or those in the process cf formation
-=- all this depcends upon what the scctions can accomplish in this
finanecial campaign,

Ihe Internationa] Exccutive Cormittce
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RESOLUTION ON THE INTERNATIONAL GATHERING OF YOUNG V/ORKERS
AGAINST THE WAR

The Scventh Plenum cf the IEC, considering:

1. That winning the young gencrations of workers is an cssen=-
tial task for the building of the Fourth Internationaljs

2., that the struggle against colonial and imperialist war is
indissolubly lirked to the struggle of arousing the youth agoinst
capitaligmy of inpsiring them with confidence in their own strength,
of educating and organizing ther: agninst the bourgeoisies

3, that these tasks can only be carried out by the independent
organigzation of the working class youth on a national and international
scale, ag against the orgenizaticns of the reformists, Stalinists or
centrists, This nced for independence fclt by the youth is increascd
by the disgust and distrust aroused anong them by the adult organiza-
tions, Only the progran of the Fourth Internaticnal ecan allow crgan-
izations of young workers to fight cffcctively against capitalism and
its wars, but thesc workers can only understand that through their
own expcericences --

Decides:

1. That all scetions of the Fourth International shall develop
the following line: "The Fourth Internaticnal does not ask the young
workers to trust its words., It asks thenm to unite nationally and
internaticnally in organizationnl independence of all governments and
all partics, with thc view of forming a Revolutionary Youth Interna-
tional, It will sond inte this revolutionary International of young
workers, its most capeble and expericnced young militants to become
the most decvotcd adveecates of the independent organization of the
‘revolutionary youth and to aid it, in the course cf its struggle
against capitalism and its wars? to make the program of the Fourth
International, its own program,"

2, Ccneretely, the Fourth Intcrnational will support the initia-
tive of the French HLAJ, czlling upon all organizations of working
class youth in tho cntire world teo participatc in an International
Gathering of Younz Workers, to be held in Parls at the ond of July.
Tt shall nmokc this initiative known as widely as possible and will
aid in assuring the participation of the greatest possible number of
organizations at this gathering,

In particular, all the organizaticns of youth influcnced by
Trotskyism should, if at all possible, participate with resolutions
and delegations, The IEC shall addrcss circulars to all sections
calling their attention te this gathering, giving the neccssary ine
structions for the participation of ycung Trotskyists and setting
forth the political line and the appropriate tactics to apply during
this gathering,
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3, The IS shall appoint a coordination bureau which, beginning
with this plenum, shall supervise the application of the present reso-
lution on an international scale, shall undertaske to coordinate the
efforts of all sections in this sense, and participate during the
gathering in the leadership of the international Trotskyist forces
present there, Above all, this burcau shall bc instructed to draw up
as soon as possible:

2. & political platform which our organizations and mili-
tants shall put up for discussion before all participants at the
gatherings

b. a short popular pamphlet, published if possiblc in
several langueges, which shall be distributed to the partieipants,
illustrating the revolutiocnary methods and aims applied by the Fourth
International in the struggle against war,

4, The IS shall closely follow the preparation and the holding
of the gathcring, with a view to ascertain the possibility of forming
an international liaison organism of all the organizatlions basing
themselves on the working class youth, ns the first stcp to the formoe-
tion of a rovolutionary International of the working class youth,

5. The IEC calls the attontion of all scctions and all militants
to the rcally historic importance that this whole matter can assume,
It calls upon them to assign suffilcient forces to this task so that
the short time loft can best be utilized in order to make this gath-
ering a big revolutionary international dcmonstration,

Adopted Unanimougly

RESOLUTION CN LATIN AMERICA

The Scventh Plenum of the IEC, having hecard the rcports and
discusscd the developments of the situvation of our movement in Latin
America since the Sccond World Congress, declarcs:

a, That the docision of the Sccond World Congress regarding
the neced for o discussion in the scetions and organizations belonging
to the Fourth Internctional in Latin Amcrica, by means of an internal
bullctin and a magazine, in order to preparc a Latin American Confer=
ence that could adopt & morc preeise political oricentation for these
countriecs and clcet a sub=secretariat working under the control of
the IS, could not be carried out up to the present; the developments
show that differcnces have sharpencd between these organizations,
especially between the Argentine organizations claiming adherence to
the Fourth Internationalj

b. Thot this evolution is due, above 2ll, to the lack of 2
concrete interpretation of the general program of the Fourth Interna=-
tional dealing reclistically with Latin America, to the lack of



-8~

political clarification which still characterizes our Latin American
movementy and to the neglect of the International leadership to remedy
these shortcomings up to the present through effective political in-
tervention, The questions of an organizational, and even persoral
charactery which often seem to dominate the life of the Latin American
organizations and the relations between them, in the last analysis, .
merely reflect the inadequate political development of our movement

in these countries, and its inability, up to the present, to express
in clear political terms the problems posed by the concrete situation
in these countries, with the 2im of building a genuine revolutionary
movement based on the program of the Fourth Internationalj

ce That the provisional Latin. American Bureau appointed during
the Plcenum of December 1948 must confine itself exclusively to the
task of effectively promoting the discussion in the Latin American
organizations and of preparing the projected confercnce, All of its
activity remains subject to the strict control of the IS,

The Seventh Plenum of the IEC decides:

2, To maintain as an objective, the holding of a Latin American
Conference in 1949;

be To send a delegate of the IEC and the IS as soon as possible
to Latin Amecrica, for a stay of scveral months, in order to promote
on the spot the political and orgunizational preparation of this con-
foerencey andy morc concretely, to report on the Latin American situa-
ticn and the deeisions it requires at a future Plenum of the IEC.

Adopted Unanimously

MOTION O THE ORTIZ CASE

All of the accusations and complaints rclative to financial
questlons involving the Latin American Bureau must be presented in
writing. A copy thereof must be submitted to comrade Ortiz, His
reply aswell as all otherdeclarations shall be examined by the IS,

Until this materinl has been received and discussed by the IS,
all allegations and receriminations concerning this finaneial question
must ccase,

Adopted Unanimo ,

SOLUTION ON THE ORIENTATION OF WORK IN ITALY

e —

2

The Plenum of the IEC, taking note of the IS report on the con-
solidation of the Trotskyist organization around the magazine "hta
Internazionale;"
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Notes the change in thc objective situation fellowing the defeat
of the gencral strike of July 17, 1948, which brought about a tcmporary
set-back for the labor organizations, the departurce of many vanguard
elements from these organizations anéd the abscnce cf broad mass left=-
ccntrist tendencics within these orgenizations -- that is, a situation
in which fraction work can no longer beas fruitful as open worlk;

Notes the increasing maturity of the crgarnization formed around
the magazine "ha Internarzionale" which mekes possible the estoblishe
ment of an independent movement in the neor future that will be capa-
ble of applying in practice the line of the Internaticnal to the
Italian situationy

Thereforc considers it neccessary, both in view of the objcctive,
aswell as the subjcetive situation, te orient the work of the Trot-
skvist movement towerd the establishment of an independent organiza=-
tion in Italy as socn as possiblce while continuing fraction work
wherever it is appropriates

Calls upon the leaders cf the group in Italy to mebilize the
entire organization and 1ts syupathizers zlong the linc of an indepene-
dent movercnts »

Decides to establish immedintely a cormisgsion te aid the Italilan
crganization so that the estoblishment of the movenent can take place
under bettcer nrterial conditions than these existing at present in
the Italian group, :

Adopted Unaninmously

AMENDMENTS AND DECLARATION

)
[ T et .. A R E——. S

A, Rcsolution on the War

Comrade Privas veted for this rescluticn with reservaticns on
sone points,

The comrade fron Central Eurone prescented the following anendment
which was adopted with 2 against (Jerome, M.L.)s

"In thesis 18 rcplace 'Socialist States' with 'Socialist Council
Republici' In othor langueges, appropriate terns having the sanec
neaning should be uscd,."

The representatives of the British RCP presented the following
encndment vhieh was rcjected by 21l other members of the IEC:

MRewrite in order to show that the changes in Stalinist poliey
arc the rosult of changes in world relaticns that led then. to under-
take very extensive naticnalizations and agrarian reforms in ccrtain
arcas and to clirinate the donination of capitalism and world imperia-
lisn therc while strangling all indopendent revolutionary novencnts
cnee this had been accomplished,"
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Add:

"That we are for the defense of the USSR and its allied buffer
countries against American and world imperialism, and to explain what
is progressive and why we are defending it,"

B,  RESOLUTION ON THE BUFFER ZONE

Note: The vote on this resolution, which was accepted in its
general line as a basis of discussion in the International up to the
next Plenum of the IEC, was accompanied by the following declarations:

c ion of Comrade Jerome: "I am voting for this reso-
lution as a basis of discussion in the International up to the next
Plenum of the IEC with this supplementary declaration: I believe
that the resolution does not answer in a positive way what is the
class mature of Yugoslavia, and that the analysis given of this country
must logically lead to the conclusion that Yugoslavia has ceased to be
a capitalist statc,"

b.__Dcclarations of Comrades Colvin and Ali (Cevlon and India):
"In voting to accept the resolution only as a basis for discussion in
the International, we declare: a) That the resolution does not attack
the differcnces in the development of cevents in Yugoslavia and the
questions resulting therefrom; b) That Yugoslavia is a degenerated
workers! state; c¢) That although a proccss of structural assimilation
has been pursuved in the other buffer countries, these changes arz still
of a quantitative naturce, and these states remain in a transitional
stage ag defined in the resolution adopted by the Second Worlid Congress
and in the present resolution, "

c, Declaration of Comrade Privas (French PCI): "As long as the

Yugoslav question is not solved there is not, properly speaking, any
general linc in the toxt, because this country cantake an entirely
different road of development -- cxcept for the statement that we arc
witnessing a process of structural assimilation, But even this very
general idea cannot be voted ony becrusc the idea of the revolutionary
participation of thc masses, which was underlined as indispensible

in the resolution of the World Congress, is not touched uvpon at all,

"The text returns to the slogans of the World Congress, while
it can be logically deduced from it that the slogan of a Balkan Danube
Independent Socialist Federation should come before that of indepen=-
dent socialist¢ rcpublies,

"T am abstaining on this resolution."

Declaration of Comrade Santen (Holland): "I oam voting for the
resolution in principle, with the decleration that the Yugoslav ques=-
tion should be dealt with in a special resolution to be submitted for
discussion at the next IEC,"

Declaration of Comrade Jacaues (Switzerland): "I am voting for
this resolution cs a bagls of discusgion although, in view of various
shortcomings, it lenves the door open to a great ceal of confusicn on
the class character of Yugoslavia espeeially, I am voting for this
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resolution in the sense that: a) The question of the state should
be Breated more cxtensively and more thoroughly; b) The point
dealing with the 'destruction of the bourgcois state apparatus in
Yugoslavia! should be cxpanded and show that a new hourgcols state
apparatus has been built up therc; c¢) That in treating the buffer
countrics the creation of new bourgcoils layors by the Stalinist bur-
caucracy shovld be shown; d) That the general line of this thesis
can be rcsumed in the formula; in the puffer states we have capi-
Ealisg stotes with tendencies pushing towards gtructural assimila-
ion.

roscnted by the kuwo cormrades reopresenting

Counter resolutio
the RCP (Englond).

CLARIFYING MOTION ON ENGLISH SITUATION

The motion of the Sixth Plenum of the TEC to send a commission
to England to find a solutiocn for the reported friction between the
RCP and the othor group has given risc to speculation that it was
intended as a censurce of the RCP and that this allcged ‘censure wWas
passcd without giving the RCP 2 hearing since its reprcsentatives
werc not present at the Plconum,

The Seventh Plenum of the IEC states eategorically that the above .
montioned motion wos in no sensc intended as a censvre of the RCP or
anyone elsc and that the IEC was in no way concerned with fixing the
rcsponsibility for the friction but mercly to find a solution, so that
the work carried out under the supervision of the IS should in no way
suffer as a consequence of the friction. '

The Plenum states furthermore that the subscquent publication of
that portion of the minutcs which decals with this question was done
by mistake and that if and when these minutes are republished, this
scetion will be onitted. '
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MEMORANDUM ON RESOLUTION ON

PTHE EVOLUTION OF THE BUFFER COUNTRIES"
(Submitted by E. R. Frank)

The class nature of the buffer countries is defined in the reso- .
lution as "capitalist countries on the road toward structural assimila-
tion with the USSR." This definition flows neither from the specifiec
analysis provided by the resolution itself nor from our method of rea- '
soning with regard to the USSR, We aannot accept the reasoning of the
present resolution without calling into question our yardstick for
estimating the USSR as a degenerate workers'! state,

We previously rccognized the extreme transitional character of
the economies and state structures of the East-European countries, but
characterized thcmy nevertheless,y as eapltalist, because of such out-
standing facts as the existence of a sizcable part of industry and
commerce in capitalist hands, thc capitalist character of many of the
nationalizations, the coalition nature of the governments, etc, As
the resolution correctly indicates, the situation has altered basic-
ally in a number of the countries in the intervening period.

It is our contention that the analysis and description of the
resolution itself indicate that such states as Yugoslavia, Poland,
Czechoslovakia and Bulgaria have a basically similar sociological chare
acter to the USSR, and that Hungary and Rumania are moving in the same
direction, (I agrec with the resolution's analysis on Finland,
Austria, East Germany.)

The resolution speaks of these states being "on the road to struc-
tural assimilation with the USSR." This 1s a moot point, No one ‘
knows whether the Kremlin will attempt to absorb these states, or some
of them, as it has Eastern Poland and the Baltics, or will find it more
advantagecous to continue blceding themy while permitting them to retain
their formal independence, But it is undenizblcy by the yardstick we
have herctoforc applied to the USSR, that a number of these states are
in the same sociological orbit as the USSR -- bccause the overwhelming
portions of their industry, banking and commerce are nationalized and -
run on lines similar to the USSR; because these countries have a de
facto monopoly of foreign trade; because, in addition, their political
regimes arc roughly similar to that of the USSR,

Even in the realn of agriculture, conditions are not too dissimi-
lar fron that which obtained in the USSR in the NEP period, It is wrong
tc derive a gqualitative sociclogical difference from the nationaliza-
tion of the land in the USSR and its absencc in the berder countrics.
We must rcmember that with the Stalinistsy slcgans and logal forms
often corrcspond very little with the rcality, Actually, the Stalinist
state apparatus exercises a close control over agriculture in these
countrics through progressive texation, organization of "harvest mili-
tias," ctc.y and in pushing the formation of cooperatives and state
-~ farms, commecnsurate with its modest abilities to supply farm machinery.
Georgi Dimitrovy in outlining Stalinist agricultural policy at the
Bulgarian Corrwunist Party convention Jast December, was correct when
he stated that under the Stalinist regime 1land mnationalization
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"has no practical significance for us." The results of nationalization
could be.obtained, he explained, through establishment of mechanized
fa{? cooperatives on a collective model and their general agricultural
policy,

The resolution correctly takes note of the fact that planning in
these countries is of necessity very inadequate and is'not even on a
par with plamning in the USSR which is also "the bureaucratic deforma-
tion of real socialist planning," and that the major part of production
in these countries is destined for a capitalist market, All this is
undeniable but does not negate the sociological similarity of these
countrices to the USSR, It must be recalled that many of the difficul=-
ties mentioned would exist, to a considerable extent, even if thesec
countrics were Sowietized through a workers' uprising, i.e., the
hostile pressure of the USSR under Stalin, the narrow national limits
and consequent dependence on the eepitalist world market, the essential
petty-bourgeois nature of their agricultural cconomies, etc,, etc, We
are sure that a close examination of the administrative apparatus and
economies of even the ex-Baltic states would reveal many differences
in comparison with their counter-parts in the older scctions of the
USSR. But what is essential for this discussion is the fact that the

‘economic structure is basically similar to that of the USSR -~ if we

do not change our previous rules of measurement -- and therefore the
class character of the states enumerated is basically similar also,

The resolution introduces a new arbitrary demand which must be
met before it will consider these states as sociologically in the same
orbit as the USSR -~ "the abolition of the national frontiers between
the buffer countries," RNaturally, we favor such a step, Naturally,
socialist production cannot be organized within the narrow national
confines of these small states, We are oh rccord for a Balkan and
Danubian Federation as part and parcel of a Socialist United States of
Europe. But this demand is irrelevant in the present discussion and
does not help clarify the precise sociological character of the East-
European states as they cxist at the present time, We camnnot set up
arbitrary rules how the sociological process must urfold, but have to
follow the actual developments without prejudice, from %he viewpoint
of our class criteria and our program of world revolution,

This question has considerable importance from a propagandist
as-well as from a theoretical viewpoint, Many young intellectuals are
becoming carciliatory to Stalinism because they believe 1t is introduc-
ing Socialism in Bastern Europc., They are not unaware of the bureau-
cratic filth and police terror, but believe this is the necessary over-
head in the introduction of a ncw.social system,

We would make ourselves appear as lifeless doctrinaires in the
eyes of the new thinking generation if we did not recognize and correct-
ly analyze the profound social changes taking place in these countries,
Morcover, only on the basis of a correct evaluation can we effectively
demonstrate that capitalism as a world system cannot be toppled by bur-

_eaucratic or military means, that it will be crushed only by a profound

socialist revolution powercd by the masszs, that Stalinist crimes and.
counter=revolutionary repressions in Eastern Europe -damage the cause

of Socialism in the eyes of the world working classes, and because of
that, do far more harm to the cause of the world revolution -- the only
force that can destroy world caplitalism ~- than any incidental progres-
sive nationalizations or worth-while reforms in this or that border

country,
March 31, 1949



=1l

REFARKS BY i, STRIN OPENTNG PC DISCUSSICN ON IRC RESOLUTION ON

SASTORY TUROPL AT PC iEETING, JULY 10k

12

The extension of the power of the Soviet bureaucracy beyond the
torders of the USSR, which was one of the consequences of World War II,
has posed the following questions: (1) Does the basic Trotskyist
analysis of tThe Krenlin bureaucracy retain 1ts validity under the new
conditions of Stalinist expansion? and (2) ¥hat is the nature of the
regimes established by the bureavecracy in the new territory it
acguired?

These c¢uestions were the suvbject of an extensive discussion in
the Tiorld Trotskyist movement which came to a c¢lose at the World
Congress in April, 1943 with the adoption of the thesis on "The USSR
and Stalinigm,' However, the Scventh Plenum of the IEC, which in its
representation anddeliberations zlmost had the weight of a World
Congress, dccided to reopen a diseussion in the International on the
nature of the huffocr countrics,. ’

This was motivatcd by two considcrationss (1) The year 1948
witnessed a ncw phase in Stalinist poliey in these countries, which
requircs an anclysls and the cducation of the renks in an understand-
ing of this problom. (2) Some shadings of diffcrence developed among
the supporters of the World Congress Thesis which rceguirced an airing.
Namoly, while there was zoneral agrecment at the Scventh Plenum on
the totality of the bhuffer countries, some comrades fclt that Yugo-
slavia belongs in a catcgory br itsclf for reasons I shall cdeal with
later, I om neot dealing with the position of the British RCP which
represcnts no new factor in the discussiony since its point of view
was alrecacdy presented to the orld Congress and overwhelmingly
rejected hy 1it,

In introducing the discussicn 1t is best to start with o summary
of the cveluption of the buffor zonce ag contnined in both the World
Congrcss Thesis and the Seventh Plonum rescluticinse. The Plenum reso-
Iution is only cn extension of World Congress decuinent, It brings
the situation up-to-éote within the framowerk of the basic analysis

mede at the Yorld Congress,

The fortunes of wer left the Stelinist bureaucracy as the vndis-
putced heir to the Balkon countries cxeepting Greeces parts of Austriao,
Finlaznd and Eastern Germany, lanchurie, and Northern Koreac in Asic,
They inherited these countrics in which the state apparatus had col-
lepsed as o rcesult of the war, military dcfcats, Nozl occupation, the
gucrrilla wer, Russian occupaticn, ete, The pcsscssirg classes in
these countries had been extremely weakened or had virtually disap-
pearcd,

Anglo=American impericlisir was in no pegition to intervene and
had cbandeoned the impotent bourgeoisice of these countries to the merey
of the Stalinist bureaucracy, From 1944 to 1946 this nen-intervention
corrcsponded to the agrecments arrived ot ot Tcheran, Yalta and
Potsdam and constituted the price world imperialism paid Stalin for
crushing the Gorman proleteriat and for his active aid in strangling

4 . -
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the insvrgent Greck and Italian movements ond fer reconstrueting the
capitalist states andeconomies of the Western Furopean countries,

Folloving 1946 the imnerialist powers failed to come to the aid
of the bourgeoisies in the buffer countries, bceause the relationship
of forces,; both military and political on the Buropcan continent, were
as yect unfavorable for a showdown fight, They had to confine them-
selves to the so-called Cold “ar,

that did the Stalinist burcaucracy do with the countries and
their penrnlcs -~ with their political and cconomic structure -- over
vhich it was now the master? A review of the Stalinist course will
bring into bold relief the contradictory naturc of the counter-revo-
lutionary nationally limited burcaucratic caste rcsting on the founda-
iign of nationalized property rclations crcated by the October Revo=-
ution,

The first stage of Stalinist policy is characterized by the
crushing of all initiative by the mcsses, Towards this end it delib-
erately promoted national hatred and chauvinism hetween the countries
within its own orbit and between all of them on the onc hand, against
the Germans on the other, The Stalinists retraccd the notional
boundaries and uprootcd over 10 million pcople in the process cexpcl-
ling them from onc country into the other, The Germans werce cxpelled
from Eastern Prussia, Upper Silesia and the Sudcten arca., Rumanians
werc cxpclled from Bessarabia, Poles were cxpelled by the Russians
from the arca cast of the Curzon linc, Czcechs were cxpelled from
Carpathia, Hungarians were cxpelled by the Czechs from South Slavia,
ctece

They conecluded alliances with the most reactionary forees in the
buffer couvntrics -- Rumanian Court -- Finnish bourgcoisic, scmi=-
fascist Bulgarian formotions, notional democrats in Poland, etc, Any
manifostation of working class opnosition was ropresscd, Vhatever
remants of the bourgeoisie cculd be found were 2rown into a national
front to constitute the fromework of capitclist states,

The ccononic poliey of the Stalinist bhurcnucracy in the buffer
counirics consisted of mcreciless pillage of their resources through
reparations, mired corporations, seizure of so=-callcd German property
and phony tradec egreements, In cddition, thesc countrics had to pay
the cost of maintoining the Sovict occupation troops and in the case
of Germeny of forecd labor by prisoners of war, The policy of pillage
was practiccd not ocnly against the countries which hacd been atwar with
Russia, such as Fungary and Rumania, but also aguinst "allied" coun-
trics such as Czechoslovakia where some 60 large plants were dismant-
led, From the German territory ceded tc Peland Stalin removed some ° -
25=30% of all industrizl tools, according to liinc, the Polish Minister
of Indvstrinl Production., Each one of the buffer countries was left
nore or less in this period to its own deplcted resources as far as
ccononic roconstructicn was concerncd,

Nationalizations at this stage were linited to cnterprises
seized by the workers at the cnd of the war, wherc there werce no legal
ovmers in the country, Otherwise the bourgeoisic rcetained its cconoumic
position, The Stalinist burcaucracy and the Stelinist parties sought
to utilize capitalist production rclations for their own advantagc.
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It was only after the Marshall:plan took form and the Kremlin
was compelled to ban the participation of its satellite countries in
the plan, that the Soviet bureaucracy turned its attention toward the
consolidation of its dominant positions in Eastern Europe on a long
range basis, It was forced thus to counteract U.S, efforts to push
the Russian bureaucracy back into the confines of the USSR,

The exigencies of the Cold War forced the Kremlin bureaucracy
to undertake the liquidation of the strong positions of the native
oourgeoisie in the buffer countries -- to make an effcrt to develop
these countries eccnomically, to scek to limit Kulak grip on agricnul-
ture, and to undertake some sort of planning,

Great changes have taken place in the buffer countries within
the past ycar, Industry, banking, communication, transportation have
been alinost completely nationalized in Bulgaria, Yugoslavia and Czech-
oslovakia -~ they are on the road to completion in Poland and Hungary,
Wholesale trade is equally on the road to complete statification,
Retail trade and agriculture remain, however, as yct largely in the
hands of private proprietors. The privatec exploitation of agriculture
is extremely important for Eastern Europe aficcting a Large segment
of the population: About 80% of the people in Bulgaria ard Rumania,
about 70% in Yugoslavia; about 50% in Hungary, Poland and Czechoslo-
vakia a

Any attompt 2t planning jn the buffer couniries has the obstaclc
o2 capitalist relaticns in agricolture -~ the Scviet mortgage on the -
economies of thesc countries in the form of reparations, mixed com-
panies, ctc,y, the narrow national limits cf cach of the countrics, the
avathy and even the passive hostility of prolctariat, Tinec Stalinist
burcaucracy which started out in the buffer countries witi. 2 policy
of pillagec and exploitation on the basis of cepitalist preperty rela-
tions has been compelled in time to change its course and to seck o
Pring gho cconomics of those countrics into conforamity witr that of
the USSR,

At every stage of development it had to resort to now police :
measures against recalecitrants. Not only did it destroy &ll opposition
parties vuw 1t had to carry cut successive purges of its own agents
when they gave the slightest oxpressicns to tho sentinent of resis-
tance to €talinict rclicy., The whole coui'se of the Stalinist burcaue-
cracy in the buifcer countries shows once more that it has no historieal
perspective, thet 1t vannot pursue a fundamental orientation, but
reacts cmpivically to the situstion of the moment.

.The rcsolu’ion summarizes this policy as Zollows:

HBocnuse it wanted firet of all to stranglec all possibility of
a prcietarian revolution it was led to concludc a temporary compromise
with “he bourgcoisics; because its privileges are histerically irmcom-
patible with the maintcnance of the capitalist regime, it had to takc
the covrse of the gradral and burcaucratic liguidation of the capita-
list forcesz in the hulfor zoneM

. herc are inaicniions that o new stage in Stalinist policy is in
vhe making, There aro zigns of growing cconomic conrdination between
the different countri s and the constitution of “he Gcurcil of Hutual
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Aid, ctec, These cornic in response to the Tite split and the Marshall
plan,

The Plenun Resnlution on the Social Nature of the buffer
countrics ccomes to the coneclusion that they arc capitalist countriesg
on the road toward structural agssinilation with the USSR, This dcfi-
nition takes into acecunt the historical origin of the situaticn as
well as the social physiognemy which is as yet undecided., It tries
toSfix the position of these countries between capitalism and the
USSR, :

Differenccs Between Buffer Countrics and USSR

1. Neceessery but insufficient ccnditicns fer planning, cven in
degenerated burcaucratic forn:

&, HNarrow national frarcwork.

b. Lack of material resources.,

c. ucrtgere inpesed by Seviet bureaucracy.,

de Predoninantly agriculitural charncter, which remains
under small private exploltntion and reproduces copital-
ism from day to day on the village scnle,

2., The dependence of these conntrics rn the world eapitalist
rarkct -- Poland, Czecchoslovakia and Hungary -- forcign trade crbraces
about half the national revenue -- and even by 1952 according to
present plans -- riore than half of this trade will be with Westorn
countries,

3. The faet thet changes did nct ecme about as a result of
victorious revoluticns but by nilitary-political measures against the
bourgcoisic and the proletariat lcads to the conclusion that -- with
exception of Yugeslovin -- it is unlikely that a civil war would be
necessary to reversc the prescnt oricntation in these countries., The
return of these countries to theeapitalist crbit would not require
the destruction of the proscnt state cpparatus, but a "purge" in
revcrsc,

The fate of the buffer eountrics has not been deeided not only
in historical sensey as in thc casc «f the USSR, but in a more imme-
diate sonse. The rescluticn indieates under whot conditiens it would
be necessary to nodify the above definition and say that structural

"assimilaticn has been eompleted, This would require above all that
P q

there be cffective coordination and planning applied to the combined
econcmics of these countries linked crganically to the economy of the
USSR. Such an achicvcment could rcversc the prescnt predeminant ten-
dency of thesc countries cf dependencee upon eapitalist cccnomy. This
could happen if the national fronticrswere abolished., It would
require thc disappearance cf the hybrid statc apparatuses -- saturated
with becurgeois clenents -- and the ccnstitution of a state apparatus
of a new typc,.

As I indicated:s The diffcrcnces cxpressed at Plenunm were of a
two-fold character:

1. There were some -~ namely Jercme, Silva an¢ Ali -- who, while

‘aceepting the fundamental linc of the resoluticn, thoupght that Yugo-

slavia shovld be treated in a different catezory, Jeronme's argument
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essentially boils down to this:

1. The state apparatus there was destroyed by the indepen-
dent action of the masses, .

2. The bourgeoisie was largely expropriated in the process
of a protracted civil war,

3. When the resolution says: "It is very unlikely if not
excluded that a ciyll war would be necessary to reverse the present
orientation of these countries towards a structural assimilation with
the USSR" it specifically excludes Yugoslavia,

While making all these distinctions between Yugoslavia and the
other buffer countries the resolution neverthecless fails to draw con-
clusions, In Jerome's opinion it was necessary to conclude that in
Yugoslavia -~ unlike the other buffer countries -- capitalism has been
destroyed,

De Silva argued that it has been prccisely the policy of the
Kremlin burcaucracy, whose economic and political measures are
dcsigned to cxploit the buffer countries, which has blocked the ten-
doncy of these countries towards .stru¢tvral ossimilation with the
Soviet Union, But Yugoslavia, by breaking with thc Soviet bureaucracy,
has liberated itsclf from thesc fetters and can be considered a
workers state, '

It appears to me that while there is much truth in both these
arguments they cannot, neverthecless, be isolated from the totality
of the picturc, The unstable equilibrium in the relations between
the Soviet bureaucracy and eapitalist world places Yugoslavia in a
particularly vulnerable position, Meantime it rcomains a fact that in
Yugoslavia as wdll agriculture -- vhich embraces 70% of the pcople =--
remains eapitalist in character, =

Rather than jumping at conclusions as to the soeial character
of the states in Eastern Europe it is far better to await further
development, This is especially important when dealing with such
hybrid formations dirccted by burcaucracies whosc main concern is with
survival and who are eapable of all sorts of sharp turns in their strug-
gle to retain police power at all costs.
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CONTINUATION_OF DISCUSSION ON BUFFER COUNTRIES
AT PC VEETING. AUGUST 2, 1949

Stein: 1In my presentation of the resolution on the Eastern European
countries at the last meeting, I failed to deal with the position of
the British RCP, I will speak on it briefly now., I haven't read
their latest documents, but this is of little importance, since their
position dates back some sixteen months, Already then they decclared
that the buffer countries are workers states. As a matter of fact,
they have a similar position today on China., They proceed Fraom the
concept that Stalinism in power equals a workers state, When they
first took their position that the buffer countries were workers
states, these countries had not yet undergone any extensive nationsz
alizations, In a sense their method of reasoning is similar to that
of the Shachtmanites, even though thney arrive at opposite conclusions,

To the Shachtmanites, Stalinists in control of the State equals
burcaucratic collectivism, that is; a new social class is born as soon
as the Stalinists gain state power, To the RCP, Stalinist control. of_
state power also amounts to an automatic social change but they term
it a workers state, It is a convenicnt method which absolves its
practitioners of all responsibility for aneclysis of the concrete
living processcse

- It is noteworthy from point of view that only serious analysis
of the evolution in the buffcr countrics has becen made by the mojority
tendeney in the International, By trying to simplify the problem of
buffer countricsy the RCP on the contrary complicates this problem
and brings into question all the idcological positions of Trotskyism,

If Stalinism in power means workors'states, then what is the role
of the Fourth Internationgl° What happens to the Marxist concept of
the state?

Within the RCP several tcondencices have been emerging which are
fed precisely by these contradictions in their position on the Eastern
European countrics, On¢ of their leading members, for exampie¢, con-
cluded that if Stalinism is such a revolutionary force, we may as
well join the CP, Others question the cxistencc of the Fourth Inter-
nationaly claiming it was formed prcmaturely.

Now let us takc up some of the argumcnts that entered our last
discussion, I was amazed by Cochran's approach to the question, I
was amazed by the manner in which he brushes aside what I consider to
be fundamental questions,s For example, he agrees that agriculture in
the buffer countries remains in private hands, 1s exploitcd privately,
But that, he tells usy isn't too important, He makes no attempt to
analyze why it isn't important, He simply dismisses it,

The IEC resolution poscs the question of the national boundaries
and their recactionary rolc, It demonstrates the impossibility of
planning within the confines of small national states, But he dis-
“mlsscs that too, Why?

The IEC resolution poses the question of the special methods
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devised by Soviet burcaucracy for the oxploitation of these countries,
so that a good part of their industry is actually opcrated as capital-
ist trusts for the profit of the Kremlin, He dismisses that,

I think we should have a little explonation zs to how these cle-
rients can be dismissed, How can anybody, for cxample, dismiss the
faet that the land 1s privately owned in countrics which arce predomi-
nantly agricultural to the extent of 50 to 80%,

In analyzing the nature of the Soviet Unlon during the struggle
with the Shachtmenitcs, the 0ld Man weighed the question from cvery
conccivable angle, Hc also poscd the question: In what way would a
political rcvolution against the burcaucracy in Russia that we think
is nccessary, differ from a social revolution? He then answered this
question by demcnstrating that all the tasks of the revolution would
be of a politieal naturc, Try to apply the same question to the buffer
countries, "hat kind of revolution would you need in the buffer
countries to establish a workers state? Would it be a political revo-
lution? What would be the tasks of the reveclution once the Stalinists
werc overthrown? It is obvious on the face of it the entire state
apparatus would have to be siashed and one of a new typc, a Soviet
state .set vps The land would have to be nationalizedj the natiocnal
boundaries would have to be abolished and a Balkan Federation consti-
tuted, so as to create the conditions prerequisite to planning; the
Kremlin trusts would have to be expropriated, ete, In a word, thesc
are all the tasks of the social revelution,

Nowy 1t 1s precisely when dealing with such a complicated phenome
enon as a degencrated workers state, which the Scviet Union is, and
what appears teo be its likeness in Eastern Burope, that it is important
to analyzc not so much their likenesscs og their differences, We must
probe into the factors which separatc them, rather than those which
identify themn,

It is very easy to be deceived by likencsses precisely because
the totalitarian Stalinist mcthods of political rule are similar in
all the countries where they hcld statc power, But the problem is to-
understand the differences and the sceial nature of these differences,
This is the approach of the IEC rcsolution in which the soecial nature
of the differcnces arc clearly denonstrated,

Let vus posc the question in yet a different way. Let us imagine
that in the Soviet Union the land were privately owned, Let us imagine
they werce to sct up in the Soviet Union boundaries between the various
nationalities., Would you call it a workers state? The question of
natlional boundaries must not be nininized., The 01ld Man pointed out

. that national boundaries are nc less rcactionary than privatc owner-

ship,

It secems to me that whichever way you tackle this problem you
cone to the smne conclusion, But the question 1s asked: in what way
the Eastern Europecan countries look like capitalist states? Our answer
is that they have similaritics as well as diffcrences with capitalist
states just as they have them with the Scvict Union., That is why the
definition of these states rTannct be categorical, It nust express the
process thet is taking plaec in these countrices and the tendeney of
their ovolution. The IEC rosolution docs prceeisely that,



~

2l

Cannon: I would like to ask how the comrades differentiate between
buffer countries and countries assimilated -- that is, the Baltic
states and Eastern Poland., Do vou recognize any difference between
them and the buffer states?

Cochran: If it is a question of the fundamental socioclogical orbit
of Poland and Czechoslovakia and the Balties -- no,

Fansen: On that particular point the 018 Man discussed that in rela-
tion to Burnham and Carter -- that in itsclf is not decisive criteria,
What is involved is trend,

Cannon: They were compelled to intcgrate them into Soviet cconomy
because they conldn't fit them into the Soviet system on any kind of

. capitalist basis, Trotsky even sgaid...this is a powerful testimony
that the rcevolution is still living -- when the Soviet Union cxpands
organically,..cannot intcgratcespitalist property relations inside it,

» Converscly, whcn Nazis conguered Russian territory they overthrew the
Sovicet system in agriculturcas well as in cvery other industry and
restored private ecapitalist property relations,

Cochran: I don't believe you arc grappling with this thing, When woe
arc talking of sociology, you can't have onc sct of criteria for
determining the class naoture, of the USSR and ancther sct in this casc
as it sults your convenicnce., The nationalization of land in the
Sovict Union wms nover 2 fundamental criteria, and you have made it

o fundamental one in this scssion,  You go through the whole polemic
with the Shachtmenites, what it is we still defend and by what cri-
teria we 8t1ll dectermine Russic is a workers stote--you will not find
the nationalization of land therc as a fundamental eriteria, As a
matter of facty the land in the Sovicet Union is worked on a petty=-
bourgcois basis, The fact that the land is juridieally owned by the
state does not change the reality of the situation that the property
is being run on petty-bourgeois lines, Even with collectivigzation,
the regime was confronted with the problem of capitalist developments
and tendencies to accumulation leading up to the Kulak revolt in 1928,

i
i
%
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The resolution itself docs not moke thot the decisive eriteria, as
Stein docse ‘The big point it lecans on is planning, as we said last
week,

We all know there is a big diffcerence in the planning in Czeche
oslovakia and Poland and the planning that goes on in thc Soviet Union.
i But the diffcorences arc quantitative and not of sociologically dis-

o similar catcgzories, It is falsc argument tosey that planning docs not

B exist there, As a matter of foety where the commanding heights of

v econcmy are nationalized and run by the stote, the economy cannot be

A opcratcd cxcept through planning, The state must determine where

' capital will bec investedy in which industrics, cte, The rcsolution

points out that this planning is a vcry bastardized proposition and

., . doesn't approach the planning of the Sovict Union, BPut they plan

= neverthelcss, They have to opcrote according tc a plan becausc they

o have naticnclized 2ll the commonding heights of cconomy -- industry,

) banks, most of wholcsalce trade, and they are ncw naticnalizing most

i retail trade, They are trying to proceed in agriculture with tgch-

+~niquos lecarncd from Stalinism, the way Stalin procccded in Russia, try
to collectivize it in part, and bhave the statc gain the ascending
contrel by prcssurcs and i%s state power,
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I don't deny the importance of origin and I don't deny that some=-
times it might be the decisive question involved, But where the socio=-
logical sirilarities arc .so great as in the casc of Poland, Czechoslo=
vakia and the USSR, then the different origins cannot overthrow this
towering fact,

You ask: If you had a political revolution in these countries,
what would be thelr takks -- in order to contrast these countries to
the Soviet Union? They would have to smash the statcy you say,
whercas in thc Soviet Union the statec was smashed by the revolution,
Look at thesc states -~ Bulgaria, Czochoslovakia, Poland, A revolu-.
tion occurs, I don't sec that a Polish Sovict would have a diffcrent
task in rclation to the state than a Russian Soviet,

The o0ld bourgecois statcs had been purged, smashcdy by a process
of infiltrations military tcrror, and in part, in thc early stages,
by the revolutionary uprisings of the worliing class -- and they have
now becn Stalinized.s I don't know why thce tasks differ fundamentally,
You are simply asserting something instcad of proving it,

Vhat would we do in Russia with the cconomy, We would purge it
of 1ts burceucratic control, Wec would pormit thc workers to set up
their own committees and begin participating in plamning, It seems
to me that is what we would do in Czcchoslovakia and Poland,

We would certainly abolish the out-moded boundariess but here
you are countcr-posing a norm te the degencrate recality, I admit a
workers revolution sweeping through the Balkans would set up a Balkan
Federation, But the USSR does not conform to our norms either, You.
cannoty becausc the rcpugnant reality docs not conform to the norm,
cut away the fundamentals of an economic approach, A country like
Czechoslovakia, its vholec commanding -economic hcights are nationalized,
95% of industry, the whole banking systemy 83% or so of wholesale
trade, They are biting into rctail trade. It has a monopoly of
foreign trade, The big bourgeccoisic has been crushed and expropriateds
If you can denominate an cconomy like thatas epitnlist, you have torn
away your foundetion for our anclysis of the Sovict Union, You are
left with an arbitrary set of rules,

It was interesting teo me why comrades could spcak of Yugoslavia
as similar to the USSRy but were unwilling to apply the same definition
to Czechoslovakia, Here the agricultural and planning arguments are
absent, It is incomprehensible, oxcept for the fact that Yugolsavia

has attained its present sociological estote withcut dircet interven-

tion of the Red Army, independently of the Kremlin, and its origin is
of 2 quasi~rcvolutionary charactcr, They could thereby feel that i1t
was lcgitimatized, But on a simple comparative scale it 1s impossiblc
to point to one faet of sociclogical significance why Yugoslavia could
be so designated but not Czcchoslovakia,

The decisive eriteria that we have applicd to the Sovict Union in
past discussions, nationalization of the cecnomy and moncpoly of
foreign trode, which is admittedly in existence in these stotes --
these decisive tests apply herc and you can't deny them at the cxpense
of over-cmphasizing diffcrences,y without at the same time destroying
the very criteria which you have applied all along to the Soviet Union.
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Behind all these arguments lurks the fear that by admitting that
a state 1ike Czechoslovakia or Yugoslavia is sociologically similar
to the USSR, we are endowing Stalinism with a progressive mission,
and 1f Stalinism has a progressive mission, doesn't that call for a
reconsideration of the role of the Fourth International,

If you think about this you will see the problem really rests on
an cntirely different plane from the discussion that has cccupied us
this cvening, I would say this, If we thought that Stalinism could
acconmplish in the world, in Amcrieca, in Westorn Europey what it accom-
plished in Czcchoslovakia and Polandj call it whatyou will -- capital-
isty nco=copitalist, in-betwecon state =-- apply any definition you
plcase to it -~ 1f Stalinism could do in Amcrice by its mothods what
it accomplishcé in Czechoslovakiay then I think it would follow that
Stalinism is thc wave of the future which is destined to usher in
the new society,

From that would follow that the crimes and horrors of Stalinism
arc appercntly incvitable by-products of the introduction of a new
social systcm, In other words, your definition of thc character of
Poland or Czccheslovekia iy not the determining question here at all,

But cur fundamcntal ccnecption has always becn and remains that
Stalinism cannot do that, It was only ablc tc do that in sections
of Eastorn Eurepc because of a specific conjuncturce in the interna-
tional situvation -- thc prescnce of the Red Army in these countrics,
the vacuum ercated by virtual beniruptey of the capitalist classese
Eut it cannot do that in the U.S., or c¢cven in Western Europe where
it is up against a formidable capitalist class buttresscd by Amcrican
imperdalism, Thereforz, Stalinism is historically bankrupt, Our
fundamental anlecysis of 1t remoins,

Our propagenda in thc past has been foulty concerning Eastern
Europe hececausc of our fecling of uncertainty obout the developments
therc, There was always o fcor it weuld encreoach on our fundanmental
concepts, For that rcasorn theorcticzl clarity is highly in order on
the qucstion,

Clarke: You kcep using thc woréd "sociological," Ikcke it concreto,
You rean degenerated workers stzte? Is that what exists in the
satellitc counitrics?

Cochran: Therc arc many differcnces noturclly, but they are not of
a basic scciologoeical characher,

Clarkec: "hat is China? Is that a degencrated workers state?

Cochran: No fundarental eccnomic change has oceurrcd there., I didn't
discuss China, :

.Clarke: I prefer this resolution of the IS, perhaps becausc cf its
vagucncess rather than conercteness, its rcfusal to spell out the
question "socioclogically" -- werkers state -- capitalist state. Obvie
ously whet is inveolved is the question of nunmber of states in transi-
tion under wique conditicns, Vhot Stein said, which you still wave
aslde, docs indicate the prevalence of strong capitalist tendencies
within thesc states which is ¢ dominant factor in determining their
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economic and soclal trends, How can you deny that the private owner-
ship of land in predominatly agricultural countries has powerful
influence upon the trend of these states? How can you deny the Soviet
mortgage, which creates a form of capitalist ownership and exploita-
tion, is a strong capitalist remnant, a rcmnant of private property
relations within these countries?

The planning you speak of in Eastern Europe is a farce. The
material base is too narrow; the national boundaries and private prop=-
erty on thc land makes such planning a caricaturec,

Germain's article shows that more than 50% of the trade of thesc
countries gocs to the West, This dcpendence uponespitalist relation-
ships 1is a deceisive factor and has far grcater influcnce than Western
economy has had on the Sovict Union, The narrow compartmentalization
of these states -- their "Balkanization" -- which before the war made
them cependents of foreign imperialism now helps to preserve private
property rclation forms, You can't dismiss this when you speak of
trends and what exists within these countrics, You get into difficul-
ties when you procecd mechanically in the attempt to rcduce this
complex phenomena to a simple formula, What is a workers state? 1Is
it notionalized property and planning only? Don't forget that these
arc the rcmnants of a workers state in the USSR which continues to
be a workers state because thesec remuin., It is the old mechanical
materialist argument of reducing things to o common denominator whose
only result is to obscure recality,

The question of origin is important as rocgards the evolution of
these statesy class relations within these countries, These countrics
can be buffcted one way or another., Since capitnlist forms are so
strong, the tendency is also in the dircction of cmpitalism, What is
involved furthermore =-- the direction would appear to be toward a
workers stato becausc of nationalization. But on the other hand,
capitalist forces are so strong within these countries as to mitigate
the whole direction and to change its whole course,

It isn't quite so simple as to say there has been more nationali-
zation than cxisted beforc, That is not enough to decide this ques-
tion, You say that some believe if we say it is a workers state we,
thercforc, give to Stalinism a quality which it does not possess.

You say that if these transformations ecantike place rcgardless of
whether they arc called workers states then it leads to the sme thing,
What is involved is the question of thc burcaucratiec rovolution. Can
Stalinism transform property relations, createc a new form of social
relations between the classes without the proletarian revolution mercly
by using thc tremendous weight of the Soviet Union for this purpose?

I think that is what is involved once you say thesc are similar states
to the Soviect Union "sociologically."

Cochran: You arc creating a principle here that is non-cxistent, The
resolution admits that possibly the Kremlin might annex some of thesc
states, In annexing them, it would transform thcir social character,

Clarkec: I am speaking of burcaucratic impulse given to property
rclations ouvtside of the military faetor or annecxation, This burecau-
cratic impulsc you said gave rise to a new form of state. I think
the conclusion from that is that Stalinism plays o progressive role
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historically, That is the conclusion., That is what I think we

should bec wery of in finding some pat formula in determining the char-
acter of these states, particularly in viecw of the world -erisis nnd
the struggle that exists clscwhere in the world,

To say that this is a unique formation existing becausc of
certain speecific conditions whieh arosc in Eastern Europe and as a
result of rcvolution aborted by Stalinism is to say enough with recgard
to these states in Eastern Europe., Then to show point by point how
Stalinism has prevented the development of thesc states along social-
ist lincs, has kept them going by means of two kinds of axpedicncics
which includc nationalization of ccrtain property and the more funda-
mentil expedicney of meintainence of private preoperty relations on
the land,

Wood: Therce was also a certain amcunt of Kulakism in the Soviet Union
and, thercforc, there was undoubtedly, as Cochran said, appropriation
of land by onc pcasant or another, As a matter of facty, it recached a
crisis and could have gone back another way, Stalinism got panicky :
and was forccd toell 2 halt, But therc is also anothor factor, You
can't compeore a country with a revelution with a country that hasnt't
had 2 revolution, As the Scviet Unicn went along, if Trotsky had
remained in power, they wouvld have proceeded with nationalization and
doing away with Kulcks at a much slower pace. PBut ycu can't compare

a country that hasn't gonc through a revolution and say that is the
same stage the Soviet Union went through ond the danger of reversal is
ruch greater, The fret that so far the Kulaks have held their own

is an iaportant facter, I am inelined to agrec with Cochran rather
than Clarke that the trend is toward naticnalization, The tendeney is
toward a workers statc, There is still a great danger of reversal

and for thet reason I feel we should be in no hurry to jump on the
bandwagon, There is time tc wateh developments closely, but at the
present time I think as Stein peinted cut, note the differcnces cspec=-
ially and we shcould crnphdasize those differences at the present time,

Cannchs I rcad the resoluticon sinec the last neeting and read over
the Vorld Congress rescluticn, I think it is gntirely correct both
in what it said and what it leaves for furthor development in the
sense that it 1s impogsible to say = final word about these countries
now, Itsecrms to me that these covntrics arc ecnditioncd by their
size and thelr geographic position and the relation of forecs between
the Soviet Unicn and the Western powers, They are robbed of the pos=
sibility of frec independent developrent, Bastardization is forecd
upon then,

I don't think that you ean change the class character of a state
by manipuletion at the top. !It ean only bc dence by revolution which
is followed by fundamontag cnange in property rclaticns, That is
what I understond by a change of the elass character of state, That
is what happened in the Soviet Union, The workers first took power
~and began the transfermation of preperty relaticns, They didn't do
it all at onec cr right away, but were impclled by the situaticn to
move in that dirccticn more rapidlv, And cnce they got geing, they
elininated capitalist privatc preperty in all forms of trade, cven in
snall trace and even deprived the peasants of the possibility of
independent trade,
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Then they were compelled, because of the isolation of the Soviet
Union and a number of factors, to back up during the period of the
NEP, which began in 1922, to make some concessions to capitalist
trading; to allow peasants to sell part of their products in the open
market; to allow entrepreneurs to enter private trade, But they did
it déliberately in order to stimulate trade and production, Lenin's
contention was that they could afford certain competition of this kind
as long as they controlled basic industry. Nevertheless, forces
unleashed under the NEP brought them to serious danger in 1929, and
they had to make a sharp turn, They were able to do this because
they had the impulse of the revolution and had complctely wiped out
the old urban capitalist class and the landlords, ,

I don't think there has been a social revolution in the buffer
countries and I don't think Stalinism carried out a revolution, My
opinion of the situation is that a tremendous rcvolutionary movement
was indicated by the situation toward the end of the war with the
victories of the Red Army, and that thc instinctive movement of the
masses was to carry through,sweep away capitalism, workers take power
and immediately unite themselves with the Soviet Union or Federate the
Balkan states and ctreate a sufficient arena for socialist planning,

I think the role of Stalinism is not revolutionary at all, It
gave an impulse to the revolution in this sensc, that the victories of
the Red Army stimulated the revolutionary movement, But the actual
role of Stalinism was to strangle that revolution, to suppress the
mass movement of the workers and to restabilize the capitalist state
and capitalist property relations,.

The fundamental role they played there was counter-revolutionary.
That is in the first stage. Now in the period since then I don't
think the character of the state has changed fundamentally., They
have gradually squeezed out and replaced capitalist politicians by
Stalinistsy but I don't think they have .effected yet a fundamental
overturn of property relations,

There has certainly becn a nationalization, but with bonds to
former owners, compensation to foreign interests, ete, I don't call
that a deogencrated workers state., I would rather call it a "degen-
erated" bourgeois state which has rcached its present stage without
a revolution in the Marxist semse of the word, and can return to an
"undegenerated" capitalist state without a ccunter-revolution,

If you once begin to play with the idea that class character of
a state can be changed by manipulations in top circles, you open the
door to 2ll kinds of revision of basic theory, I believe the buffer
countries not only can return to the capitalist orbit, but the chances
are that they will, unless the situation 1s altered by a revolutionary
movement in Europe. ‘ '

I regard these states as pawns at the present time between two
powers -- Western.capitalism and the Soviet Union, It is quite con-
ceivable that a deal in the cold war can be the starting point for a
loosening of Stalinist control of the state apparatus in thcse
countries and gradual reinfiltration of bona fide capitalist represen=-
tatives. Whether I am correct in saying that such a development is
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probable, doesn't alter the situation, If you admit that it is possi-
ble, then you have to take the position that the class character of

the state can be switched back and forth without revolution or counter-
revolution, It is that idea, carried to the extreme, that some people
are playing with; the idea that perhaps England can gradually national-
lze the mines, banks, steel, and other industries and thus creep up
onfsocia%ism without a revolution, We have always considered that
reformist,

Onc thing is absolutely certain: what is there now cannot
remain, That it is transitory, everybody agrees. Either the power of
America and the West will push the Soviet Union back further toward
its own borders and allow ghese states to resume free ties to the
West, allow rcinfiltration of bourgcois representation in the state,
or Stalinists themselves would become caretakers for a restoration of
the old capitalist power, Or it could go the other way if the Soviet
Union i1s forced to go further and assimilate the buffer states into
the Soviect Union, They can't remain as they are. They cither have
to be assimilated into the Soviet Union or at least into a Baltic
Federation, and completely wipc out capitalist property relations or
become reintegrated into the capitalist orbit -- onc or the other.

In the meantime you have to recognize them as transitory formations
where there has been no social revolution, but rather an aborted revo-
lution, and lot it go at that for the present, It is too early to
make a final characterization,

I agrce with the point that Clarke made about the Soviet Union,
that nationalization plus the foreign trade, is not the criterjon of
a workers state. That is what rcmaing of workers state created by the
Russian Revolution, That is the remnants of the Russian Revolution.,
That is why the Soviet state is called "degencrate,"

Therc i1s a tremendous diffcrcnce whether a state has nationalized
property relations as a result of a proletarian revolution, or whether
there arc certain progressive moves toward nationalization, by the
Stalinists in one case or by English reformists in the other,

Hansen: When the imperialists take over countries again would that
occur in a "cold" war? Or would you have c¢ivil war as in Greece?

Capnon: I think ecven the Stalinists are capable of carrying it out,
ag they did in Italy and France, They made themselves responsible
until the capitalist power was re-stabilized, Germain in a letter
claims thet control of Finnish State has changed three times since the
cnd of the war, If you begin to characterize a state by whoscontrols
it at the moment, you lose sight entirely of Merxism, :

I would say the control of the Italian and the French states has
changed quite a bit since the end of the war., They began after the
collapsc of the war with Stalinists having the whole working class
under their control, They began by taking responsibility for the
bourgeols state in France and in Italy with the slogan: '"No strikes -=-
increase production," They were stabilizers of the bourgeois economy.
They were thrown out of the governments of Italy and France only when
they werc no longer neceded,
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Cochran: Theoretically it is possible that Poland or Czechoslovakia
or Yugoslavia can be reintegrated again into the capitalist world
without a civil war. It is incorrect to imagine that this proves
that these states are still capitalist or that you have hereby
embraced a theory of the "bureaucratic revolution," We are dealing
here not with a normal development of history, but unique phenomena
comlng into existence because of a special conjuncture of circum-
stances, This shift back and forth has as a matter of fact already
occurred .in the case of Eastern Poland, The Kremlin absorbed it in
1939 and transformed its sociological character in line with that
of the USSR, Then the Nazis marched in and it became capitalist
torritory again, Then the Kremlin changed it over again, Now that
is what they are in the process of doing in some of these other
countrics, except it 1is being accomplished in piecemeal fashion,

Everyone hds admitted that you can change the social nature of a
state by conquest and annexation. It is illogical to argue that the
) fundamentals of Marxism are disturbed if these states are transformed
by conquest and control cxercised without outright annexation., No,
Ehedqugszgon has to be settled by concretc analysis and not references
o doctrinc,

Stalinism is a contradictory phenomenon, It is counter-revolu-
tionary, because it manipulates the international working eclass in
the intorcsts of the Kremlin's reactionary diplomacy and needs and
because it crushes the revolutionary working class movements whenever
it has the power, On thc other hand, it is a bureaucragy that rests
on the sociological foundations or remains of the Russian Revolution
and 1s a carrier of these socio-economic relations where it possesses
sovereignty, We have to understand this contradictory character if
we are to analyze events corrcctly and formulate our world perspec-
tive in a realistic manner,

Burton: It seems to me that on this last point Cochran puts the
question wrong too. It isn't the Stalinists that did violence to
i capitalism in thesc countriecs. What actually happened there toward
i the end of the war? You had a revolutionary situation, What does

‘ that mean, You had the collepsec of the capltalist class throughout
and you had a revolutionary scntiment among the masses which would
push for a complete overturn, It was not the Stalinists who pushed
in a progressive direction at all. They are not the ones who des-
troyed capitalist power in Eastern Europe. On the contrary., The
capitalist power was completely destroyed, collapscd,and to some
lesser degrecy but just as evidently, in France and Italy, In all
these countrics the role of Stalinism was to give the capitalists a
break to return to power, That is a fundamental fact in the situation,
that you have to proceed from. That is the way the process actually
developed and that 1s what you had in Eastern Europe when the Stalin~
ists had coalition regimes with the bureaucracy there,
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Their trend toward nationalization and toward tightening up of
the state apparatus was not a reversal of a previous trend at all, It
, was a concession to that trend, utilized for their own purposes as
r) the cold war began to wax hotter, That is what you have to proceed
B from, That brings us once again to the question of the character of

the state,
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I said in the last discussion, if youwant to maintain your posi=-
tion that you have a new type of state in the countries of Eastern
Europe, you have got to make some changes in the methodology of
Marxism if you want to be serious, You can't proceed by nibbles. In
the discussion tonight Cochran has gone further than in the previous
week, Even in the previous discussion I asked the question whether
a change "back" to a bourgeois form of state there in Eastern Europe
is considered possible without a social counter-revolution, I didn't
get a clear answer then, but we have a clearer answer tonight from
Cochran, The re-establishing, according to his opinion, of capitalist
states in what are now degenerated workers states, is entirely possi-
ble in Eastern Europe without a social upheaval, You have got to
seriously tell us how that is possible and what soclal force under-
takes such a re-establishment of states, because the problem is not
confined to these countries of Eastern Europe any more,

I 1like the way you waved off China, In China the Stalinists
haven't undertaken such measures yet. They haven't been forced to,
but are they any less in control of China than in the countries of
Eastern Europe? What type of state do you have in China? When will
you tell us what kind of state they have there? They certainly
changed the political rulership of the country. What is your deter-
minant? The determinant in Eastern European countries is that the
state has been changed because of certain criteria, you said, What
are these criteria? Nationalization, etc., Who undertakes this kind
of nationalization? Who undertakes it in Eastern Europe? Some social
force must undertake it, Our criterion for the establishment of a
state is not only in the measures., Our criterion is who rules the
statey who establishes these measures, That is what it has been all
along. Classes establish states by revolution, we said before. It
can't be done otherwise than by revolution, which means a social over-
turn of class rulership, From that point of view, what difference is
there between China and the Eastern European states?

The resolution of the IEC gives the old criteria by which we
went in determining the character of a statej that is, the criteria
including ownership of property, planning and also the social origin,
When you mention one of these a% one time or another, that doesn't
mean you are shifting your ground, I don't see that argument at all,
That means that you emphasize a point in the criteria for the char-
acterization of a state from the Marxist point of view, The resolu-
tion points,outy on the bagis of these oriteria, that the states in
Eastern Europe can't be considered as anything as yet but capitalist
states, weak as they are and formless in a certain way as they are,

You say in this connection that ownership of property is more
or less juridical and consequently you wouldn't see big differences
between the Soviet Union and the Eastern European states insofar as
the peasantry is concerned, What does juridical mean? That means
law established in land, law established by a certain class and in the
Soviet Union that law, ownership of the land, was established by a
social revolution made by the working class.

What is the ownership of the land in the Eastern European
countries? A law that was established by the capitalist class that

/
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hasn't been changed, You don't consider that an important difference?
It seems to me that is highly important,

Abolition of boundaries between the states in order to facilitate
social planning -~ you say that is an ideal, What does that mean?
That 1s what the program of proletarian:revolution r¢alls for, I can't
understand that, _

.The planning is different. It constitutes a big difference
between Eastern European countries and the Soviet Union, Any kind of
a progressive development in the direction of socialist plamnning
would have to bring about abolishment of the boundaries, Otherwise
planning is a fiction, That is recognized also by all serious econo=-
mists who study the economies of Eastern Europe today.

. The governments are all crying that in one industry after another
the plans cannot be met,

Stein: I am not clear in my own mind yet as to the real nature of
differcnces here, If they are merely terminological as would appear
from some of the remarks here tonight, they may not be serious,
Cochran agrees with the resolution as far as its factual description
of ‘the buffer countries is concerned, The facts, he says, arc correct,
That means he accepts the facts both as to the points of similarity
between these countrics and the USSR and the points of difference
between them; Right? It scems to me that if you want to find a defi-
nition for a state of this kind, you must obviously argue also that
the degenerated workers state definition cannot be satisfactory
because of the important differences as yet remaining between the
Eastern European countries and the Soviet Union, Otherwise, terminol-
ogy would lose all meaning, If you call the Soviet Union a degenerated
workers state, you must then find a definition for the Eastern Euro-
pcan countries which would take into account not only the similarities
of these countrles with the Soviet Union, but also the acknowledged
differences, The definition given in the resolution does precisely
that when it states that they are capitalist countries on the road
toward structural assimilation with the USSR, This definition takes
into account the origin of these countries, their development and
indicates the road they must yet travel before we can say that the
process has boen completed,

If this dcefinition docs not satisfy you then try to find a better
onc, It may bc acceptable to 21l provided it corresponds to the
existing rcality., If, however, you insist on applying to thesc \
countrics the same definition you apply to the Soviet Union brushing
aside the differcences between them then you throw overboard a number
of norms which we apply to the characterization of the Soviet Union,
and then the differences can become scrious,
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NO SUPPORT FOR TITQ

By J.R,

I must at lcast state the premises upon which I reject support
to Tito in the Tito-Stalin struggle,

l, (a) From monopoly capitalism sprang the imperialist struggle
for the redivision of the world; the export of surplus capitalj supcr-
profits as the basis of the labor aristocracy. All this has been
supcrscded by the movement of Modern Industry to centralization on a
world scale, The dominant cconomiec form becomes state-capitalism in
various stages of moturity which creates qualitatively new conditions
for revolutionary struggle, : :

(b) State -capitalism has placed its stamp upon the Commu-
nist Partics of Western Europe which nevertheless remain based upon the
working class, The Communist Party of Russia is an entirely differcnt
formation being based not upon the working class but upon the state
power, The very character of contemporary capitalism compels the
Communist Partics of Eastern Europe to follow the Russian model, given
the defeats of the world revolution.

It is impossible in the circumstances of the present discussion
to claborate upon these ideas which have been treated elscwhere, I
draw only the conclusions.

2, Vhere half-a-dozen imperialist powers fought for redivision
of the world, revolutionaries could advance the proletarian revolution
hy supporting particular struggles for sclf-determination, in the
bourgeols scnse. Today this is still possible on the periphery of
the world struggle and in countrics like India and China, But there
is no possibility whatever of national independence for any bourgeois
state iIn Central Europe, nct excluding Germany.

3¢ As with self-detormination, the eveluation of Tito's defiance
of Stalinism 1s rooted in the soclological conditions., HMobilizetion
of a mass Communist Party cven by Togliatii or Thorcz in defiance of
the Cominform or the Russian regime would be an cvent of world-wide
significance for the revolutionary movement, however cempirical,
limitecd or helting might bc the ldcolegical basis on which such o
defionce night begin,

The deficnee by the Yugoslav Communist Party is of a fundamentally -
differcnt character, It is and cannot be seen otherwise than as a .
defense of the possession of the state property, control of the surplus-
labor and other burcaucratic privilecges, on the one hand, and on the
other, foar of being submitted to the ruthless purges of the GPU,

4, The irmediatc concrete question is whether the Titoist party

can wage a revolutionary struggle, i.c., 2 struggle which can advance
the magscs on their road to thc international proletarian revolution,

(a) When the Yugoslav Cormunist Party rejected the German
statc power during the war, it was able to lead a2 struggle with gen-
uinely rcvolutionary characteristics. Even during the war, howeover,



this struggle contained the elermcnts of decay precisely because it

did not depend for victory upon the world proletarian revolution and
therefore had to depend upon the victories of the Red Army. In the
sharp revolutionary crisis which marked the end of the war, the counter
revolutionary development of events in Europe as a whole and in

Eastern Europe in particular decided the fate and character of the
Yugoslav Communist Party, Now as a party of power with a material
basey to the cxtent that it departsifrom the Russian orbit, it falls
inevitably into the orbit of Western imperialism,

The objecetive perspective of any struggle led by the Titoist
party is therefore further enslavement of the Yugoslav masses., The
first requsite for rcevaluation is the rccognition of the counter=-
revolutionary role of the Yugoslavia Comrunist Party, along with the
other Communist Parties, in the suppression of the revolutionary
masses in 1945, But the Yugoslav Cormunist Party owes its present
power over the Yugoslav peoplc precisely to this suppression,

(b) The only basis for democracy in the Yugoslav Cormunist
Party and the destruction of monolithism, with its strangulation of
econonic and social progress in Yugoslavia, is the revolutionary
crcation of proletarian political forms (Sovicts, etc,) by means of
which the arnmy, the party, the state can express the historical crea-
tive cnergies of the masses, Without this the economy on a world
scaie and in Yugoslavia dooms the state and with it the party to
totalitarianism, whether with or against Stalin, All oppositions which
pecrsist in attempting not to destroy but to correct the Stalinist
bureaucracy have endéd in failure and capitulation, After a year of
tuc struggle there is no evidence (in fact, quite the contrary) to ’
boiieve that the Yugoslav Communist Party which secks merely te ensure
its share of bureaucratic privileges will do anything elsc except
betray the people of Yugoslavia,

(e) The essence of the struggle can be seen by its effect
upon the world working class movement, Whereas the labor lackeys of
the Second International carefully refrained from any assistance to
Ethiopia or Republican Spain, they are rcady to support the bourgeoi-
sie in stimulation of Tito's opposition to Stalin, The past and
present of the Titoist party, in the present world crisis, meke Tito
a nole of attraction far morc to the supporters of Western imperialism
than to the genuinely revolutionary masses,

. 5 The struggle for Yugoslav independence, like the struggle for
the independence of Czechoslovakia, does not in any way depend upon
whether Tito or Gottwald is in conflict with Stalin or not, The masses
of Yugoslavia must be told the harsh truth that for them independence
and frecdon rest in the first place on joint revolutionary struggle
with the masses of Eastern Europe and above all in winning over the
soldiers and proletarians of Russia.., The Titoist party is an obstacle
in the path of this imperative developnent,

6. The extent to which the party and the new state in Yugoslavia

-can be transformed to serve the nceds of the Yugoslav masses can be

ascertained and concretized not by support of Tito but on the contrary,
by the most merciless struggle against the Tito rcginme,

September 23, 1949,



