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Poland No!

Everyone predicted it was coming. A restive, combative
working class, peasant strikes, massive foreign debt,
chronic and widespread food shortages, a powerful and
increasingly assertive Catholic church, the burgeoning of
social-democratic and clerical-nationalist oppositional
groupings. All the elements were there. Poland in the late
*70s was locked in a deepening crisis heading toward
explosion, an explosion which could bring either proletari-
an political revolution against the Stalinist bureaucracy or
capitalist counterrevolution led by Pope Wojtyla's church.

And when it came it gripped world attention for two
solid weeks. The Baltic coast general strike was the most
powerful mobilization of the power of the working class
since France May 1968. But was it a mobilization for the
working class? That is the decisive question.

There is now a settlement on paper. The bureaucracy has
agreed to allow “new, self-governing trade unions” with the
pledge that these recognize “the leading role” of the
Communist party and do not engage in political activities.
Insofar as the settlement enhances the Polish workers’
power to struggle against the Stalinist bureaucracy,
revolutionaries can support the strike and its outcome. But
only a blind man could fail to see the gross influence of the
Catholic church and also pro-Western sentiments among
the striking workers. If the settlement strengthens the

working class organizationally, it also strengthens the
forces of reaction.

The Gdansk settlement cannot last. No Stalinist
bureaucracy—a parasitic caste which must monopolize
political power to preserve itself—can tolerate independent
working-class opposition. And in Poland today the notion
of such unions “staying out of politics” is plain ridiculous.
The situation in Poland is one of cold dual power. On top
of this, further clashes must come as the regime, massively
in debt to Western financial institutions, cannot concede
the enormous “free lunch” the workers are demanding. The
big money wage increases will either fuel runaway inflation
or even more severe shortages. Furthermore, the Kremlin
has made disapproving noises about the settlement, and
Soviet military intervention cannot be ruled out. The end
of the Baltic general strike was only the beginning of the
crisis of Stalinist Poland.

Workers Democracy or Clerical-Nationalist
Reaction?

Certainly the workers are reacting against bureaucratic
mismanagement, privilege and abuse. The Polish workers’
grievances are real and they are just. The firing of an old
militant, Anna Walentynwicz, a few months before her
retirement, which reportedly sparked the Lenin Shipyard
takeover in Gdansk, should infuriate every honest worker.
The existence of special shops exclusive to party members
and cops is an abomination, a rejection of the most basic
principles of socialism.

What of the workers’ positive allegiances and general
political outlook? Early in the strike there were reports of
singing the Internationale, which indicates some element of
socialist consciousness. But while the imperialist media
always plays up any support for anti-communist ideology
in the Soviet bloc, there is no question that to a great degree
the Baltic workers and their principal leaders identify with
the powerful Catholic church opposition. It is not just the
external signs—the daily singing of the national hymn. “Oh
God, Who Has Defended Poland,” the hundreds of strikers
kneeling for mass, the ubiquitous pictures of Wojtyla-John
Paul 11, Lech Walesa tossing out pictures of the Virgin
Mary. The outside advisers to the strike committee
consisted of prominent figures in the Catholic ZNAK
group and these continue to advise the “new, self-governing
unions.”

Even more ominous was the strike committee’s demand
for “access by all religious groups [read Catholic church]to
the mass media.” This is an anti-democratic demand which
would legitimize the church in its present role as the
recognized opposition to the Stalinist regime. In effect the
Baltic shipbuilders are asking for a state church in a
deformed workers state.

But that church is not loyal to the workers state. Far
from it! The Polish Catholic church (virulently anti-
Semitic) has been a bastion of reaction even within the
framework of world Catholicism. Especially since 1976 the
Polish church has become increasingly open and assertive
in its anti-Communism. Early last year the Wall Street
Journal (2 January 1979) observed: “Thus, the priesthood
has become in effect an opposition party.”

This article also pointed out that the cardinal of Krakow
was especially responsible for the greater oppositional
stance of the church. A few months earlier this Polish
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Lech Walesa s
“a committed
Catholic and
nationalist”
who “has not
the least in
common with
communism,”
according to
liberal West
German Der
Spiegel.

prelate had become the first non-italian successor to the
throne of St. Peter in four centuries. Karol Wojtyla is a
dangerous reactionary working hand in glove with U.S.
imperialism (especially his fellow countryman Zbigniew
Brzezinski) to roll back “atheistic Communism,” beginning
in his homeland. As we wrote when this Polish anti-
Communist was made pope: “... he now stands at the head
of many millions of practicing Catholics in East Europe, a
tremendous force for counterrevolution” (“The President’s
Pope?” WV No. 217, 30 October 1978).

The Polish episcopate, fearing both Russian military
intervention and its inability to control a workers’ uprising,
took a cautious tack during the Baltic general strike. But
whatever the hierarchy’s present tactical calculations, in a
power vacuum the church, well-organized with a mass
base, will be a potent agency for social counterrevolution.

Poland presents the most combative working class in the
Soviet bloc, with a history of struggling for independent
organizations going back to the mid-1950s. It is also the
one country in Eastern Europe with a mass, potentially
counterrevolutionary mobilization around the Catholic
church. Thus, unlike Hungary in 1956 or Czechoslovakia
in 1968, the alternatives in the present Polish crisis are not
limited to proletarian political revolution or Stalinist
restabilization. At the same time, it is not Afghanistan
where the Soviet Red Army is playing a progressive role in
crushing an imperialist-backed, clerical-reactionary upris-
ing. In a sense Poland stands somewhere between Hungary
in 1956 and Afghanistan.

Trotskyism and “Free Trade Unions”

The Baltic strike committee’s main demand and gain was
“free trade unions.” This particular slogan, pushed for
years by the CIA-backed Radio Free Europe, has acquired
a definite anti-Communist and pro-Western connotation.
Remember the 1921 Kronstadt mutiny’s call for “free
soviets"—free from Communists, that is.

An integral part of the Trotskyist program for
proletarian political revolution in the degenerated/

1]

deformed workers states is the struggle for trade unions
independent of bureaucratic control. Trade unions and the
right to strike would be necessary even in a democratically
governed workers state to guard against abuses and
mistakes by administrators and managers. But it is far from
clear that the “free trade unions” long envisioned by the
dissidents would be free from the influence of pro-Catholic,
pro-NATO elements who represent a mortal danger to the
working class.

In any case, in the highly politicized situation in Poland
today the “new, self-governing” trade unions cannot and
will not limit themselves to questions of wage rates,
working conditions, job security, etc. They will either be
drdwn into the powerful orbit of the Catholic church or
have to oppose it in the name of socialist principle.

And in determining that outcome the presence of a
revolutionary vanguard party would be critical. A central
task for a Trotskyist organization in Poland would be to
raise in these unions a series of demands that will split the
clerical-nationalist forces from among the workers and
separate them out. These unions must defend the socialized
means of production and proletarian state power against
Western imperialism. In Poland today the elementary
democratic demand of the separation of church and state is
a dividing line between the struggle for workers democracy
and the deadly threat of capitalist restoration.

The nucleus of a Leninist-Trotskyist opposition in
Poland would have nothing to do with the present dissident
groups. It would denounce the social-democratic Commit-
tee for Social Self-Defense (KOR) for helping tie the
workers to imperialism, the pope and Pilsudskiite anti-
Soviet nationalists. But among the rebellious workers there
must be elements that are fed up with the bureaucracy and
look back to the traditions of Polish Marxism, while
having no truck with bogus “democracy” in priests’
cassocks. It is among this layer above all that revolution-
aries must struggle to win the cadres to build a genuinely
communist proletarian party, capable of opening the road
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Poles greet Red
Army soldiers in
1945. Stalinist
Russia carried out
a bureaucratically-
deformed social
revolution.

to socialism by ousting the bureaucratic caste which falsely
rules in the workers’ name.

Break the Imperialist Economic Stranglehold!

The abandonment of agricultural collectivization in
1956 has played no small role in contributing to Poland’s
present economic and political crisis. It has saddled the
country with a backward, smallholding rural economy
grossly inefficient even by East European standards. And
the strength of the Polish church is based on the social
weight of the rural petty bourgeoisie. Today over a third of
the labor force still toils in the fields, while 80 percent of
farmland is privately owned. Only by eliminating their
hideous poverty and rural isolation can the hold of
religious obscurantism on the masses be broken. An
immediate, key task for a revolutionary workers govern-
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ment in Poland is to promo.e the collectivization of
agriculture.

Responding to the violent strikes /protests over food
price increases in 1970-71, the new Gierek regime promised
huge wage increases for the workers. higher procurement
prices and state pensions for the peasants plus the rapid
modernization of Polishindustrv. This “economic miracle”
(a term actually used in official propaganda) was to be
achieved through massive loans from the West and also the
Soviet Union.

In an immediate sense this economic maneuver, aimed at
transforming Poland into something like an East European
Japan, was derailed by the 1974-75 world depression which
sharply contracted the country’s export markets. At a
deeper level. Gierek’s economic gamble failed because the
Stalinist regime is incapable of mobilizing the enthusiasm
and sense of sacrifice of the Polish working people. This
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Der Spiegel
Edward Gierek (left) placed Poland deeply in debt to
Helmut Schmidt's (right) West Germany attempting
to buy off a combative working class.

incompetence is endemic in a bureaucracy, mare due to a
lack of an effective feedback than to material privilege.

In 1978 over 50 percent of Poland’s hard currency
earnings were absorbed by debt service, in 1979 over 80
percent and today over 90 percent. Poland has avoided
becoming the world’s biggest bankrupt only by agreeing to
austerity programs imposed by its imperialist creditors. At
the same time, the Russian leadership, fearing a popular
explosion if the Polish masses are pushed too hard, is
paying a good part of Warsaw’s foreign debt. In one sense
Poland has become the intermediary through which
Western finance capital sucks surplus out of the Soviet
workers and peasants (whose living standards are substan-
tially lower than those of the Poles).

While the Polish Stalinist regime’s economic misman-
agement is today glaring, the historical superiority of
collectivized property and centralized planning, even when
saddled with a parasitic bureaucracy, remains indisput-
able. Between 1950 and 1976 the advanced capitalist
economies grew at an average annual rate of 4.4 percent,
the backward capitalist economies at 5 percent and the
centrally planned East European economies 7.7 percent
(Scientific American, September 1980).

The Polish workers must not pay for the gross
mismanagement of the Gierek regime nor should they have
any confidence in the bureaucracy’s “economic reforms.”
Egalitarian and rational economic planning is possible
only under a government based on democratically-elected
workers councils (soviets). As a revolutionary, transitional
step toward that, Polish workers must struggle against the
bureaucracy for control over production, prices, distribu-
tion and foreign trade.

A revolutionary workers government in Poland would
cancel the foreign debt. Well, it might export comrade
Edward Gierek to West Germany where he can work off Ais

obligations in a Ruhr coal mine. A very good idea, some
Polish worker might say, but will the bankers of Frankfurt
write off $20 billion with a shrug? What of imperialist
retaliation, economic or military? To this inevitable
reaction the Polish proletariat must appeal to the workers
of West Europe: We do not want to be the clients of your
masters but your comrades in a new venture—
international socialist planning in a Socialist United States
of Europe!

For the Revolutionary Unity of the Polish and
Russian Workers!

All organized forces in Polish political life—the Stalinist
bureaucracy, the church and all wings of the dissident
movement—each in their own way inculcate hostility to
Russia as the enemy of the Polish people. A hallmark fora
revolutionary party in Poland is a positive orientation to
the Russian working class. And this is not simply a
question of abstract internationalism, it is a matter of life
and death.

lllusions about the good will of the Western capitalist
powers common in East Europe do not extend to the Soviet
Union. Having lost 20 million fighting Nazi Germany, the
Soviet people understand that NATO’s nuclear arsenal is
targeted at them. The Soviet masses also know that the
imperialist powers’ war against their country, hot and cold,
began with the Bolshevik Revolution of October 1917.

The Soviet working people fear the transformation of
East Europe into hostile, imperialist-allied states extending
NATO to their own border. The Kremlin bureaucrats
exploit this legitimate fear to crush popular unrest and
democratic aspirations in East Europe, as in Czechoslo-
vakia in 1968. There were numerous reports that Soviet
soldiers were shaken when on occupying Prague they
encountered not a bloody fascistic counterrevolution, as
they had been told, but protests by Communist workers
and left-wing students.

Revolutionary Polish workers cannot hope to appeal to
Soviet soldiers unless they assure them that they will defend
that part of the world against imperialist attack. And a
proletarian political revolution in Poland must extend
itself to the Soviet Union or, one way or another, it will be
crushed.
¢ For trade unions independent of bureaucratic control

and based on a program of defending socialized

property!

¢ For the strict separation of church and state! Fight
clerical-nationalist reaction! Guard against capitalist
restorationism!

® Promote the collectivization of agriculture!

® For workers control of production, prices, distribution
and foreign trade! :

¢ For proletarian political revolution against the Stalinist
bureaucracy—For a government based on
democratically-elected workers councils (soviets)!

e Break the imperialist economic stranglehold—Cancel
the foreign debt! Toward international socialist econom-
ic planning!

e For military defense of the USSR against imperialism!
For the revolutionary unity of the Polish and Soviet
working classes!

® For a Trotskyist Party in Poland, section of a reborn
Fourth International! @
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Polish Social Democrats Arm in Arm

with Clerical Reaction

All the Pope’s Dissidents

“The strikes in Poland mark a significant turn in Eastern
Europe because workers and dissident intellectuals have
joined forces in a major conflict with the Government,”
noted a news analysis in the New York Times (23 August).
As to the existence of the alliance there is no doubt. From
the beginning of the Polish strike wave in early July and in
the early stages of the shipyard occupations, dissident
circles in Warsaw were the main source of information for
the impenalist press. In addition, several of the key strike
leaders have been nublicly associated over the past several
years with opposition defense groups, and they have drawn
in prominent Catholic intellectuals as “expert advisers.” So
while the ruling bureaucracy has been reluctant to use force
against workers in the Baltic ports, on August 20 police in
the capital rounded up 14 well-known dissidents accused of
illegal association.

Who are the Polish dissidents? Western commentators
hail the appearance of a “worker-intellectual alliance.” Yet
the non-Stalinist left-wing press sounds the same theme.
Thus we find favorable interviews with dissident leader
Jacek Kuron being printed everywhere from the liberal Le
Monde and Der Spiegel to publications of the ostensibly
Trotskyist United Secretariat. Meanwhile, New York
Times columnist Flora Lewis (whose articles often seem to
reflect the views of the CIlA) praises Kuron as “a
responsible man, a moderate and a patriot.” Is this the
“new coalition”™ which sophisticated Western fomenters of
counterrevolution in the Soviet bloc degenerated/de-

formed workers states have been looking for as their
“captive nations” relics fade into oblivion? Or does it
portend a movement for “socialist democracy,” as some on
the left would have us believe?

Certainly none of the prominent dissident groups and
personalities has a good word to say about socialism, which
is identifigd with the perversion of proletarian rule
represented by the present Stalinist bureaucracy. The
dissidents’ role as a conduit to the capitalist media is
nothing new—Sakharov has been at it for years in the
Soviet Union. Nor are appeals to the imperialists via the
UN, the Helsinki Agreements, etc. What is particularly
ominous about the Polish dissidents, who range from
social democrats to openly Pilsudskiite reactionary
nationalists, is their active (and largely successful) effort to
form an alliance with the Catholic hierarchy. For it is the
church together with the land-holding peasantry which
form the social basis for counterrevolution in Poland.

KSS-KOR: Social Democrats
for Popery

The best-publicized Polish dissident group in the West is
the Committee for Social Self-Defense KSS). better
known by its original name Workers Detense Committee
(KOR). The leading spokesman for KSS-KOR is Jacek
Kuron, and its newsletter Robornik includes among its
correspondents Lech Walesa, the leader of the Interfactory

Social-democratic KOR’s Robotnik hails Pope
Woijtyla-John Paul Il in 1979 as “the defender of
human rights.”

'II

Adam Michnik S92 Jacek Kuron
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Strike Committee centered on the Lenin Shipyard in
Gdansk. The KOR was formed after the suppression of the
June 1976 strikes at Radom and Ursus, and originally
centered its activities on raising funds for and demanding
release/reinstatement of the hundreds of workers arrested
and fired at that time. After a general amnesty a year later it
became the KSS and concentrated on building ties to key
factories through Robotnik. Most of the pseudo-
Trotskyist left in the West has come out in support of the
KSS-KOR in varying degrees.

Because of its name and origins and the reputation of
Kuron, KOR is sometimes referred to by superficial
observers as “Marxist in orientation.” Social-democratic is
a far more accurate description, and even that does not do
justice to some of the anti-Marxist elements around it. Of
the original 24 founders of KOR, six are former members
of the pre-war Polish Socialist Party (PSP), among them
the prominent economist Edward Lipinski. (Robotnik was
the name of the PSP paper as well.) The list also includes a
tormer chairman of the Christian Democratic Party, a
delegate of the World War Il London exile government,
various activists from the 1968 student movement (among
them historian Adam Michnik), left Catholic writers (such
as former party member Jerzy Andrzejewski, author of
Ashes and Diamonds), several veterans of the 1944
Warsaw uprising and Rev. Jan Zieja (“Polish Army
Chaplain in the 1920 and 1939 campaigns”—i.e., a died-in-
the-wool Pilsudskiite priest who twice fought the Red
Army).

Jacek Kuron was first known in the West for co-
authoring (with Karol Modzelewski) an “Open Letter to
Communist Party Members” in 1964; for this he became a
victim of bureaucratic repression, spending six years injail.
The United Secretariat opportunistically hailed the Kuron-
Modzelewski text, with its syndicalist program and fuzzy
analysis (which called Poland a “bureaucratic state”) as the
“first revolutionary Marxist document” to come out of the
post-war Soviet bloc. Since then, however, Kuron has
moved far to the right, now posing the struggle in East
Europe as one of “pluralism vs. totalitarianism.” In his
“Thoughts on an Action Program” Kuron supports
peasant struggles for private property, claims “the Catholic
movement is fighting to defend freedom of conscience and
human dignity,” and concludes with a call for the
“Finlandization” of Poland:

“We must strive for a status similar to Finland’s: a
parliamentary democracy with a limited independence in
the field of foreign policy where it directly touches the
interests of the USSR.”

The Clerical Opposition

Marxism it ain’t. But this social-democratic program for
a peaceful restoration of capitalism represents the left wing
of the dissident movement. The right wing is openly
clerical-nationalist. There was a split in KOR in 1977
leading to the formation of ROPCIO, the Movement for
the Defence of Human Rights. The latter is based on the
founding declaration of the UN and the Helsinki accords
and offers itself as an instrument to “cooperate with all
international  organizations which defend human
rights....” Where KOR publishes Robotnik, ROPCIO
puts out Gospodarz (The Peasant) and appeals to the
Catholic rural population. And this is not the Catholicism

of Vatican II, either. The Economist (9 September 1978)
refers to this outfit as “the stronghold of more conservative,
national and—with some of its members—traditional anti-
semitic tendencies.” To get ROPCIO’s number, one only
has to note that the first signer of its platform is General
Borutz-Spiechowicz, the highest commanding officer of
pre-World War 11 Poland, and that it distributes Pilsudski
calendars.

ROPCIOQ, in turn, gave rise to an even more reactionary
group, the Confederation of Independent Poland (KPN),
whose stated goal is to “end Soviet domination by
liquidating the power of the Polish United Workers Party.”
Then there comes the Polish League for Independence
(PPN), a clandestine group, and remnants of the pre-war
ultra-rightist, anti-Semitic, fascistic National Democratic
Party. All of them, of course, cover themselves with
rhetoric about “democracy.” This gives rise to the Polish
dissident joke: “Question: What's a Polish nationalist?
Answer: Someone who wants to drive the Jews out of
Poland even though they aren’t there any more.” More re-
spectable than these would-be pogromists is the liberal
Catholic ZNAK movement, which has several representa-
tives in parliament. While ZNAK leaves clandestine
bravado for the fringe groups, their aims are no less
counterrevolutionary: they are merely waiting until an
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explosion when they will step in as the only mass-based
opposition.

The Dissidents’ Pope

The core of the clerical opposition, of course, is the
Catholic hierarchy, a disciplined army extending from the
village priest right up to the Vatican. Stalin’s famous
remark, “How many divisions does the pope have?”
indicates military realism. But in Catholic Poland,
probably the most religious European country today (even
the men go to mass!), the church is a powerful political
force. Unlike Hungary's Cardinal Mindszenty, who was
discredited by cooperation with the Horthy dictatorship,
the Polish pope (who brags he once was a worker) could be
an effective rallying point for counterrevolution. A
revealing article by the former editor of the CIA’s house
organ, Problems of Communism, Abraham Brumberg,
makes this crystal clear:

“The Catholic Church has been crucial in the growth of a
political opposition in Poland. Had it not been for the
support of the Church, even the new alliance between ‘the
intelligentsia, village, and workers’ to which Kuron refers
would probably have failed to survive the hatred of the

authorities.”
—New York Review of Books, 8 February 1979

Brumberg points out that the original KOR demands for
amnestying workers arrested and fired in the June 1976
strikes were almost identical to those of the episcopate.
“Since then, the parallels between statements by the
Church—and especially by Cardinal Wyszinski, whom
Michnik strongly, if not uncritically, admires—and those
of the opposition have become even more conspicuous.”
He points out that supporters of the ZNAK group have
participated in the “flying university” circles sponsored by
KOR, which in Krakow used churches for its classes with
the permission of then-Archbishop Wojtyla. Michnik
described the new pope as one of the two “co-founders of
the anti-totalitarian policy of the Polish Episcopate” (Der
Spiegel, 23 October 1978). Michnik, a Jew, is so enamored
of the new, “enlightened” Catholic primate that he wrote of
the pope’s visit last year:

“It will be a powerful demonstration of the bond between
the Polish people and the world of Christian culture, a
demonstration of their solidarity with the Catholic
Church, and a demonstration of their yearning for
freedom, the champion of which they see as being their

fellow countryman John Paul 11, the defender of human
rights.”

For Polish Trotskyism!

This paean to the standardbearer of capitalist restora-
tion in Poland was printed without comment in Labour
Focus on Eastern Europe (July-August 1979), a joint
publication of supporters of the USec and the “state-
capitalist” British SWP of Tony Cliff. But these pseudo-
Trotskyists are not satisfied with such a tepid brew. A
subsequent issue of Labour Focus reprints an interview (by
the French USec paper Rouge) with Leszek Moczulski,
who was a member of the Moczar faction of the PUWP at
the time it ran the 1968 anti-Semitic purge and now heads
the KPN. The journal comments that Moczulski is more
militantly anti-government than KOR, and hails the
formation of his clerical-reactionary party as “an event

almost without precedent in the history of Eastern Europe
since the late 1940s”! Meanwhile, USec leader Ernest
Mandel laments that the Stalinist bureaucracy in Poland
has not “permitted a democratic and intense political life,
including a legal Catholic party...” ((SWP] International
Internal Discussion Bulletin, October 1979).

This pandering to clerical reaction is a far cry from the
revolutionary social democracy of a Rosa Luxemburg,
who wrote in 1905:

“The clergy, no less than the capitalist class, lives on the

backs of the people, profits from the degradation, the

ignorance and the oppression of the people. The clergy and

the parasitic capitalists hate the organized working class,

conscious of its rights, which fights for the conquest of its

liberties.”

—*“Socialism and the Churches”

In fact, in all the publications of the Polish dissidents which
we have consulted, some hundreds of pages, there is not
one reference to Luxemburg, Poland’s greatest contribu-
tion to the Marxist movement. “Naturally,” because she
was a Jew and hardly a Polish nationalist. But neither is
there a reference to other authentic Polish Communists,
such as Julian Marchlewski, Leo Jogiches and Felix
Dzerzhinsky. One of the greatest crimes of the Polish
Stalinist bureaucracy is that it has discredited the name of
communism among thinking workers.

Now the outcome of the strike has pushed the social-
democratic dissidents further to the right, further toward
clericism and toward the imperialists. A few days after the
settlement KOR leader Jan Litynski waxed eloquent over
the historic mission of the Polish church, in an interview
with Brumberg:

“In general it seems to me thal the Catholic Church over
the past thirty years has displayed so much wisdom,
common sense and realism, that we are fully entitled to
trust it. I’'m absolutely convinced that the Church will
never do anything that might prove harmful to the
interests of the nation.”
—*"After Gdansk: Two Interviews,” New York
Review of Books, 9 October
And writing in the prestigious West German Der Spiegel
(15 September), Michnik calls for capitalist economic
blackmail:

*...1 would like to repeat my counsel to Western public
opinion: economic help to the new leadership in Poland
should be made dependent on respecting the provisions of
the Gdansk settlement.”

The present crop of Polish dissidents are
overwhelmingly enemies 'of the cause of proletarian
socialism. They act as direct conduits to the church and the
West. Today we do not see “dissident” Stalinists of the
Titoist mold. On the contrary, the most left-wing are the
East European equivalent of the “Eurocommunists.” But
where in the capitalist West this is but another variety of
reformism, more closely tied to its “own” bourgeoisie, in
the Soviet bloc countries passing from Stalinist to
Eurocommunist means joining the camp of counterrevolu-
tion. Authentic Trotskyism stands not for the bogus “unity
of all anti-Stalinist forces”—including disciples of Wojtyla
and Brzezinski—but for a class-conscious communist
opposition to the parasitic bureaucracy. And those would-
be leftists who today follow the Kurons and Michniks
should realize that if they are successful in bringing off a
national -revolt together with the clerical reactionaries,
Kania & Co. will be the first to go, but they will be next. @
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SWP 1956 vs. SWP 1980

“Pure Democracy” or Political
Revolution in East Europe

Shane Mage’s The Hungarian
Revolution was published in 1959
as a pamphlet by the forerunner of
the Young Socialist Alliance, youth
group of the American Socialist
Workers Party (SWP). (Mage
became one of the founding leaders
of the Spartacist tendency, though
subsequently he abandoned Marx-
ism.) The material in this pamphlet
was a central element in the devel-
opment of our tendency’s under-
standing of proletarian political
revolution and capitalist counter-
revolution in the East European
deformed workers states, and it is
exceptionally prescient concerning
the present crisis in Poland.

The core of the pamphlet is a
1957 factional polemic against the
right-wing majority of the Shacht-
manite  Independent  Socialist

Classic symbol of the 1956 Hungarian Revolution: Stalin's statue toppled
and dragged through the streets of Budapest.

League (ISL) and Young Socialist

League (YSL). The right wing's advocacy of *“general
democratic aims” in the Hungarian Revolution was an
important, final step in its liquidation into “the State
Department socialism” of official American social democ-
racy. The “Third Campist” Shachtmanites’ unification
with Norman Thomas’ Socialist Party-Social Democratic
Federation (which they soon came to dominate) as well as
the nature of the Hungarian Revolution itself pushed the
left wing of the ISL/YSL, led by Mage, James Robertson
and Tim Wohlforth, toward Trotskyism and a fusion with
the then-revolutionary SWP in 1958. Thus, Mage's The
Hungarian Revolution was an important polemical attack
by the then-Trotskyist SWP on its principal social-
democratic opponent.

The heart of Mage’s argument (reprinted below) is that
“pure democracy” in East Europe—a sovereign parliament
based on free elections—would likely lead to the victory of
a petty-bourgeois, clericalist party (such as the Hungarian
Smallholders or Polish Peasant parties), which would in
short order restore capitalism. Mage further pointed out
that such counterrevolutionary parties need not call for nor
effect the immediate denationalization of statified indus-
try. Rather they would subordinate the nationalized
industry to the interests of the domestic petty bourgeoisie
and international capital. In this Mage was not expressing
some peculiar, heterodox view, but was following Trotsky
who in 1937 wrote: “Should a bourgeois counterrevolution
succeed in the USSR, the new government for a lengthy
period would have to base itself upon the nationalized
economy” (“*Not a Workers' and Not a Bourgeois State?,”
Writings [1937-38]).

At the same time, Mage insisted that such a counterrevo-
lution was not what had occurred in Hungary in October-
November 1956. The effective organs of power were the
workers councils, which expressed an, albeit confused,
socialist consciousness. The clerical-reactionary forces
around Cardinal Mindszenty were relatively weak.

Reading this 1959 Young Socialist pamphlet today, the
reformist degeneration of the SWP in the past two decades
becomes strikingly visible. The parallelism between the
Shactmanites’ position on Stalinist-ruled East Europe in
the 1950s and that of the SWP (and its bloc partner, the
West European-centered followers of Ernest Mandel)
today is remarkable, indeed almost uncanny. Both ignore
or deny outright the counterrevolutionary potential of the
Catholic church. And the Catholic church is qualitatively
more powerful in Poland today than in Hungary in 1956.
Both support organized social democracy in East
Europe—the Shactmanites Anna Kethly's Hungarian
Social-Democratic Party, the SWP/Mandelites Jacek
Kuron’s Committee for Social Self-Defense (KOR) in
Poland. Both call for full “democratic™ rights for all
political formations, including counterrevolutionary ones.

The increasingly oppositional stance of Pope Wojtyla’s
church, in bloc with the social-democratic KOR, has forced
the revisionist “Trotskyists” into the role of lawyers for
clerical reaction in Poland. About a year ago Mandel came
out for the legalization of a Catholic party in Poland.
Today the SWP explicitly endorses the Polish strikers’
anti-democratic demand to grant Cardinal Wyszinski's
episcopate special access to the state-owned media. “I'd like
to see a daily Wyszinski Hour on television,” says Militant
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staff writer Fred Feldman at a New York City forum on 30
August.

Yet one of the main programmatic conclusions of
Mage's The Hungarian Revolution is the need to restrict
the democratic rights of the Catholic church and clericalist
political groups in East Europe and, if necessary, to
suppress them. Mage's 1959 pamphlet was by no means the
first nor the only time the SWP, when it was still Trotskyist,
recognized the counterrevolutionary role of clerical-
nationalist forces in Stalinist-ruled East Europe. The
February 1947 issue of the SWP’s Fourth International
contains a scathing polemic against the Shachtmanites by
Ernest Germain (Mandel) entitled “The Conflict in
Poland.” While this polemic is marred by Mandel's belief
that the Stalinists were incapable of overturning capitalism
in East Europe, it rightly savages Shachtman for defending
the democratic rights of Polish bourgeois parties. Mandel
singles out Stanislaw Mickolajczyk’s mass Peasant Party
as the main reactionary force in Poland. *Mickolajczyk,
personally, is an ultra-reactionary politician,” he writes,
who serves “as a shield for the underground bourgeois
opposition up to the moment when the latter will be able,
given a different national and international conjuncture, to
overthrow the present [Stalinist]regime.” Mandelthengoes
on to state in capital letters:

“WE COUNTERPOSE TO THE POLICE TERROR
AND PROVOCATIONS OF THE STALINISTS THE
REVOLUTIONARY TERROR OF THE MASSES as a
thousand times more effective method of fighting fascism.
We demand compete {reedom of the workers’ movement
which includes...above all the freedom to arm a powerful
workers' militia, which will eliminate the fascist bands. ...
Not for a moment, however, do we undertake the defense
of our main enemy, the Polish bourgeoisie and all its
political lackeys.” [emphasis in original]
At one time Mandel and the SWP called for
“REVOLUTIONARY TERROR™ against the Mickolaj-
czyks and Wyszinskis in Poland. Today, they, just like their
Shachtmanite opponents of yore, defend the same Polish
political lackeys of the imperialist bourgeoisie.

Mage’s pamphlet also contains a devastating attack on
Herbert Aptheker's The Truth About Hungary, the
principal American Stalinist defense of the Kremlin’s
crushing of the Hungarian Revolution. The leading
historian of the CPUSA attempts to convince his readers
that this vast popular, proletarian-centered uprising was all
a result of a deep-laid imperialist plot. Mage has little
difficulty and much evident polemical relish in exposing
and demolishing Aptheker’s endless lies and distortions.

A more serious and sophisticated apology for the Soviet
military intervention came from a pro-Stalinst faction in
the SWP led by Sam Marcy. The Marcyites argued that, in
the absence of Trotskyist leadership, the workers’
bourgeois-democratic illusions would inevitably lead them
to accept the restoration of capitalism. They further
maintained that that was just what was happening in
Hungary when the Russian Stalinists cut the process short.

Mage wasn't able to deal with the Marcyite position,
then internal to the SWP. However, that section of his
reply to Aptheker (reprinted below) explaining why the
Hungarian uprising was in essence a proletarian political
revolution stands as an answer to the Marcyites as well.

As Mage points out, the real power in the land were the
workers councils, which were clearly not anti-communist.
Indeed, they overwhelmingly supported the national-
liberal Stalinist Imre Nagy. The Budapest revolutionary

committees elected as co-leaders of the Revolutionary
Military Committee a Communist, Colonel Pal Maleter,
and General Bela Kiraly, former Communist who remained
closely associated with the Nagy group. The Budapest
Parliament of Workers Councils adopted as its first
programmatic principles that “the factory belongs to the
workers” and that “the supreme controlling body of the
factory is the workers council” (reproduced in Bill Lomax,
Hungary 1956 [1976]). While this is a syndicalist deviation
from Marxian socialism, it is also incompatible with a
capitalist order and parliamentary sovereignty over
economic policy. On the available evidence, the Hungarian
workers looked toward an idealized version of Titoist
Yugoslavia—an independent “socialist” country with
workers self-management.

Mage’s writings on the Hungarian Revolution are not
without weaknesses. As a subjective revolutionary in
transition from Shachtmanism to Trotskyism, he at this
point did not accept the deformed workers state theory and
still retained a soft attitude toward undifferentiated “anti-
Stalinism.” Thus, he allowed neutralist protestations by the
Hungarian dissidents to go uncriticized. More seriously, he
maintained that even if capitalist restoration were a certain
outcome of the upheayal, “the actual Russian intervention
would still be an impermissible denial to the Hungarian
people of the right to choose their own social system.”
Mage here is guilty of elevating the bourgeois-democratic
right of national self-determination over defense of
proletarian state power and of the USSR against capitalist-
imperialism.

These questions are in a way more sharply posed in
Poland today than in Hungary in 1956. Unlike the
Hungarian working class in 1956, which expressed a partial
and confused socialist consciousness, the Polish strikers
and their main leaders clearly identify with the powerful
Catholic church opposition and also exhibit pro-Western
sentiments. The liberal West German newsweekly Der
Spiegel (8 September) described the premier strike leader
Lech Walesa as a “committed Catholic and nationalist”
who “has not the least in common with communism.”
Thus, while Trotskyists could and did wholeheartedly
support the 1956 Hun-
garian Revolution, in ”\
Poland today we must { .
warn that the workers :
movement—especially T H E

the new “self-governing ;
trade unions"—could HU”GQR[H”
REVOLUTION

become subordinated to
the reactionary Catholic /
church and its imperial-
ist backers.

by Shane Mage

From
The YSL Right Wing
and the
“Crisis of World
Stalinism”

The Right Wing and “Democracy”

It is no accident that the key phrase in the analysis of the
Polish and Hungarian revolutions is “democracy”—not
continued on next page
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“bourgeois democracy”, not “workers democracy”, not
even “peasant democracy”, but plain, unqualified “democ-
racy”, “democracy” in general. There may be some younger
members of the YSL who see nothing wrong with this
procedure. I advise all such comrades to study very
carefully the writings of Lenin on this subject, notably
“State and Revolution” and “Proletarian Revolution and
Renegade Kautsky.” The key thought, absolutely basic to
the Marxist theory of the state, is that any form of
government in a class society, including a democracy,
essentially embodies the domination (“dictatorship™) of
one class over the others. This is especially true of workers
democracy because the proletariat, inherently a property-
less class, cannot rule except directly and politically, i.e.,
through its own class organizations of the “soviet” type.
Any form of “pure” “classless” democracy “in general” can
only express the domination of the economically strongest
class, i.e., is necessarily bourgeois democracy.

These basic considerations are well known to the
members of the NAC [National Action Committee], and
presumably these comrades accept them, at least formally.
What the resolution does is simply to declare them
inapplicable to the revolution under Stalinism, in the
following way:

“What must be remembered is that under Stalinism, the
fight for democracy has a different social meaning than it
does under capitalism, so long as it is limited to general
democratic aims and demands no other change. Under
capitalism, such a struggle represents a struggle for
capitalist democracy. Under Stalinism, where the means of
production are statified, the fight for democracy which
calls for no other changes, and hence seeks the democrati-
zation of statified property, becomes the revolution for
democratic socialism, even if it is not so consciously
expressed.”

What we have here is a schematic formula, rigidified into
a fetish, used as a substitute for a concrete historical
analysis. The leaders of the YSL have for a long time relied
on the formula that Stalinism is not socialist because its
nationalized property is not accompanied by political
democracy. The obvious corollary to this is that national-
ized property plus political democracy is socialism. And
this is the theoretical essence of the quoted paragraph.

This is a good example of the dangers inherent in an
agitational over-simplification. It’s a lot easier and more
effective for us to talk about “democracy™ as a prerequisite
for socialism than to use that nasty term “dictatorship of
the proletariat.” In the case of the YSL right wing, this has
gone past a mere tactical adaptation of language and has
become an adaptation of thought. The struggle for
socialism under Stalinism ceasesto be astruggle for workers
power, and becomes a struggle for “general democratic
aims.”

The false, abstract, undialectical character of the
methodology of the NAC majority is exemplified by the
proposition that the struggle against Stalinism is the
struggle for socialism “so long as it is limited to general
democratic aims and demands no other change.” But of
course the reality of the revolution in Eastern Europe is not
that of pure democracy and “no other change.” A huge
number of economic and social changes which are not
necessarily those flowing from “general democratic aims™
are the inseparable accompaniment to the popular
revolution against Stalinism: to cite only the one change
referred to by the resolution, the peasants have spontane-

Jean-Claude Lattés
Horthyite Cardinal Mindszenty, U.S. imperialism’s
agent for counterrevolution in Hungary.

ously eliminated collectivized agriculture, and restored
private property on the land. It is exactly these changes that
determine the actual character of the revolution against
Stalinism, not an abstract formula about the relation of
*“democracy” to “socialism.”

The formula nationalized property in industry plus
political democracy equals socialism is not even true on an
abstract level, no matter how useful agitationally. If it was
true, Austria and Burma, both of whose industry is largely
nationalized, and both of whom have relatively democratic
political structures, would be sociaist states. The essential
prerequisite for development toward socialism is the
raising of the working class to the position of a ruling class,
or, in precise scientific terms, the establishment of the
proletarian dictatorship.

Would the struggle for “general democratic aims™ under
Stalinism be sufficient to raise the working class to the level
of a ruling class? The NAC resolution answers in the
affirmative, on the basis of its formula.... A real answer,
however, must rest on a concrete analysis of the Polish and
Hungarian revolutions.

“Democracy” and Capitalist Restoration

The key question is this: theoretically, was it possible for
the Polish and Hungarian revolutions to result in the
restoration of capitalism? The NAC draft resolution
precludes this, since it states that “democracy” is sufficient
to define “the revolution for democratic socialism.” This
view, in my opinion, is possible only on the basis of a
singular ignorance of the actual social and economic forces
determining the evolution of Poland and Hungary, and the
world context in which these revolutions took place.

What would have been the development in Poland or
Hungary if the revolution had in fact achieved the
establishment of formal democracy, of the Western type,
with “no other change?” We here must abstract from the
actual level of socialist consciousness attained by the Polish
and Hungarian workers, since this is not a determining
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