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NOTES ON THE CUBAN DISCUSSION WITHIN THE
REVOLUTIONARY TENDENCY
(Summary of remarks made in oral discussion)

(1) The spawning since 1943 of a whole serles of anti-
capitalist states in various of the more backward portions of
the world has lmpaled the world Trotskylst movement on assorted
dilemma horns, The theoretical impasse and political crisils
for the movement arises through the apparent absence of either
proletarian base or Bolshevik leadership to the revolutionary
civil wars waged in Yugoslavia, China, Indo-China, or Cuba.

An additional consideration involves the Cuban revolution
whose victorious leadershlp was not Stalinist in 1ts origins.

Trotskylsts have reacted in four kinds of ways in measur-
ing this twenty-year development and in assigning plus and
minus signs from the standpolnt of the road to socialism; (1)
Some, currently Swabeck over China, come to convime themselves
that the revolutions in questlon are clearly proletarlan and
with a Marxist-Leninist leadershlp to match. This position
contlinually eliminates itself by the defection from the Trotsky
ist movement of 1ts supporters and indeed is nothing but an
overt writing off of authentic revolutlonary working class
struggle of which Trotskylsm is nothing other than the consis-~
tent program in historic depth; (2) The SWP Majority and the
European Pabloites have come, by and large and with certain
formal pretense to the contrary notwlthstanding, to view the
revolutions as baslecally sound, but wlth any flaws present to
be located in the leaderships which are insufficient, uncons-
cious or absent, (Once holders of this view find the leader-
ships to have become generally sufficlent, consclous and
present, centrism becomes galloping revislonlsm rapldly leav-
ing the arena of alleged Trotskyilsm.) (3) Those who hold the
vliews expressed in these notes look upon the revolutions as
fundamentally defective, limlited, and moreover with leaderships
to match; (%) Finally those who share the stand of the SLL
as expressed in 'Trotskylsm Betrayed' generate an approach that
in large measure elther denies that soclal revolutlon, solid
or defective, has taken place at all and correspondingly that
the leaderships are capltalist-bonapartist; or else as over
China leave lnexplicable the admltted fundamental transforma-
tion,

Several observations about thls spread in approach are
evident. (a) The symmetry between our and Swabeck's positions
flows from.our both seeing the revolutlons and thelr leader-~
ships as in consonance wlth one another, (b) The basis for a
common stand between ourselves and those such as the SLL
exlsts at thls Juncture because the same programmatic points
flow from each approach, (c) The position of the French IC
group 1s one of straddling the last two basic viewpoints--
thus the amorphousness of ‘phantom-like capitalist! or of
tpransitional! states.

(2) More specifically, the position of the French IC'ists
suffers from the central weakness that it views the Cuban
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revolution as analogous to the Spanish experience of the 1930's
In which the Stallnist forces propped up the 'Loyallst Govern-
ment! ~-~an insubstantial capitallst regime--~in the face of a
ragling proletarian revolution and by repression and terror
smashed that revolutlon. The analogy 1s not merely defectlve--~
1t emphaslzes exactly what is not in common between Spain and
Cuba--a bona-flde workers! revolutlon}!

Moreover the French comrades make sweepling denlals of the
significance or applicability of all elements 1n the Cuban
situation which mlght be deemed to have led to a fundamental
and decislve break from internal and world capitalism, But
the depth and extent of the denlals are too %reat. The Chlnese
revolution, a true analogue to the Cuban, falls under this ban
as well., Thus the Interpretation ‘proves! too much; that is,
1t does not accurately reflect the true structure of reallty.

The phrase !'structural assimilation! and the nebulous but
‘maglcal' qualltles attributed to it by some Trotskylsts are
irrelevant to the Cuban discussion. The phrase was a way for
the Trotskylst movement to convince itself that, followlng the
victory of the Sovliet Army in Eastern Europe, in certaln cases
the Kremlin was actually sufficlently unconcilliatory to
capitalism as to consolldate economic and state power 1ln the
wake of mllitaTy conqueste. What 1s presently under dilscussion

he creation of those states which came into existence
essent ally independent of any lmmediate or direct role of the
Sovlet Union.,

(3) The entire structure of the French IC theoretical
viewpolnt flows from the initlal premlse which is treated
as axliomatlc that any kind of workers state must originate in
2 workers revolution.

Hence (a) the class nature of the state issuing out of
the Cuban revolutlon 1ls not determined by indigenous events—-
likewlse for China, Yugoslavia, Indo-China~-since manifestly
the working class was not essentially involved in the domestic

revolutionary processes.

And (b) 'structural assimilation' is the way in which
these states have had transmitted to them the workers state
quality of the only workers revolution still extant, the
Russian October of forty-five years ago.

And (¢) the proof of !'structural assimilatlion! as the
declsive 1link in the change in the class character of these new
regimes 1s that they have become in every way in essence
ldentlical with the Soviet Unilon, hence must have been 'stryc-

turally assimilated,!

As an aside (d) 1t 13 suggested that there are capltal-
ist states (Burma, Egypt, etc % which have pretty much the
same formal economle structure as the emergent antl-capitallst
reglmes, but which lack the vital sharing 1n the Russlan
torlginal good! and so cannot transcend state-capltalism.
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Sad to say, this example of pure scholasticism is the
central core of such a theoretical insight. A critical way of
putting its substance 1s to suggest that in this view !'the
class character of a state is determined by 1ts foreign policy'l

(4} In the present discussion i1t has been proposed that we
base our position upon our 'Draft Resolution on the Cuban
Revolution,' a three page YSA document printed in Young
Soclalist Forum No. 15, December 1961. The most serious
criticism of this document arises out of its very excellence
at many points. BAs presented, the resolution only makes sense
in the context of its viewlng Cuba as a deformed workers state;
but none-the-less, the characterization is with?eld. With gggt
passage of another year and a half, 1t 1s high time to grant 1iti
For example, all ofX%HE shortcomings and weaknesses of the
Cuban revolutlon as clted in the resolution and all of the
measures and demands proposed to combat them are consistent
only with the vlew of Cuba as a variety of deformed workers
state. No suggestion 1s offered at any polnt in the draft
resolutlon that capltalism stlll needed to be ellminated in
Cuba} (Except that baslc conslderatlon common to the entire
Soviet bloe¢ that a bureaucratic ruling stratum is 1ltself a
reflection of the dominance of capitalist imperialism in the

worlde)

(5) There is no need among partisans of the deformed
workers state interpretation to be excessively modest in
upholding the position., There ls sometimes encountered a
feeling that thls view 1s perhaps the best around--but the best
of a bad lot. Essentlally thls deprecation arises from the
circumstance that the theory explains event s deeply repugnant
to genulne Trotskylsts--non~proletarian leaderships and hases
in mass struggles--and some of the feeling rubs off, Bubt the
dissatlsfaction and the amblgultles are lodged in the realltles
of the interval since the Second World Var, not in a now ade~
quate theoreticdl interpretation and guide to actilon. The
theory has the necessary values of a gimpllcity to the extent
reality will allow, predictability {(thus in knowlng how the
movement should Intervene in colonlal sltuations s0 as to bresk
up the peasant-based military formatlong by a polarization
process through working class activity and 1in direct oppositlon
to, e.g., sectipn 13, of the SWP Majority's !For the Early
Reunification of the Fourth International'}, and as a sharp
tool for historical analysis, e.g., 8% in recognlzing the
decisive points in the chronology of the degeneration of the
Russlan Revolutlion, 1l.e., focuslng on the plvot point at the
end of the year 1923 over who ruled, for what aims, and by
what method.

(6) The fullest and best avallable document analyzing the
Cuban revolution as having led to a deformed workers state 1s
goh%for?h's draft of July 1961, 'Cuba and the Deformed Workers
“States, :

Thils document is divided into six sectilons:
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Sad to say, this example of pure scholasticism is the
central core of such a theoretical insight. A critical way of
putting its substance 1s to suggest that in this view !'the
class character of a state 1s determined by lts foreign policy'l

(4) In the present discussion it has been proposed that we
base our position upon our 'Draft Resolutlon on the Cuban
Revolution,' a three page YSA document printed in Youn
Soclalist Forum No. 15, December 1961. The most serious
criticism of thls document arises out of 1ts very excellence
at many points. As presented, the resolution only makes sense
1n the context of its viewlng Cuba as a deformed workers state;
but none-the-less, the characterization 1s wlthheld. With the
passage of another year and g half, 1t 1s high time to grant iti
For example, all of the shortcomings and weaknesses OF the
Cuban revolution as clted in the resolution and all of the
measures and demands proposed to combat them are consistent
only with the view of Cuba as a variety of deformed workers
state., No suggestion 1s offered at any polnt in the draft
resolution that capitalism stlll needed to be eliminated in
Cubal (Except that basic consideration common to the entire
Soviet blo¢ that a bureaucratic ruling stratum is itself a
reflection of the dominance of capitalist imperialism in the

world., )

(5) There 1s no need among partisans of the deformed
workers state interpretation to be excessively modest in
upholding the position. There 1ls sometimes encountered a
feeling that thils view 1s perhaps the best around--but the best
of a bad lot. Essentlally thls deprecatlon arises from the
circumstance that the theory explains everts deeply repugnant
to genulne Trotskylsts--non-proletarian leaderships and bases
in mass struggles-~and some of the feeling rubs off. But the
dissatisfaction and the amblguities are lodged in the realitles
of the interval since the Second World War, not in a now ade~
quate theoretical interpretatlion and gulde to action. The
theory has the necessary values of a slmpllcity to the extent
reality will allow, predictability (thus in knowing how the
movement should Intervene In colonlal situatlons so as to break
up the peasant-based millitary formations by a polarization
process through working class actlvity and iIn direct opposition
to, e.g., sectinn 13, of the SWP Majorlty's !For the Early
Reunification of the Fourth International'}, and as a sharp
tool for hilstorical analysis, e.gs, as in recognlzing the
decislve points in the chronology of the degeneration of the
Russian Revolution, 1l.e,, focuslng on the pilvot polnt at the
end of the year 1923 over who ruled, for what aims, and by
what method.

(6) The fullest and best availlable document analyzing the
Cuban revolution as having led to a deformed workers state is
Wohlforth's draft of July 1961, !'Cuba and the Deformed Workers

States,!
Thilis document 1s divided into six sections:
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l. Thelr Method and Ours

2. The Evolution of Cuba

3. Workers States and Deformed Workers States
I, The State in Transition

5+ The Role of the Working Class

6, The Political Revolution

Of the material covered in these sections, there are two
points about which some researvations should be made. Section
4, the State in Transition, has throughout a rather superflcial
quality. At one polnt Wohlforth was reduced to taklng refuge
in some dubious !'dialectics! to slide over difficulties in
his explanations. These difflculties arose out of not paying
sufficient attention to the prior history and nature of the
newly victorious states which had won in geographlcally
separated dual power situations, l.e., civll wars.

In Sectlon 6, the Political Revolution in Cuba, the call
is made 'for us to advocate a political revolution in Cuba.!
Yet 1t 1s asserted to be one which could be consummated wlthout
organizing 'an armed insurrection;! thus hope is seen for the
possibility of a 'non-violent political revolution,! Parti-
cularly for Cuba thls tactical outlook gets matters twisted.
The reasons for this approach seem to be taken in large measure
from dubious formal definitions contrasting Cuba wlth pre-1933
Sovlet Union.

These criticism should not be allowed to obscure the gen-
eral correctness and clarity of the document in systemati-
cally presenting the deformed workers state interpretation of
contemporary Cuba.

(7) Both the delineation of a more considered approach
to the political revolutlon in Cuba and g useful summary for
these notes as a whole 1s found in the letter of 24 February
1963 from J. Robertson to B. Martin, which formally proposed
openlng a Tendency-wide Cuban discusslon in preparation for
the party convention:

'"As you probably know, I hold that Cuba is a 'de-
formed workers state,! more precilsely expressed by me
as a 'workers state of the second kind,'! or to put 1t
empirically, as a 'state resulting from the same kind
of revolutionary process as won 1in Yugoslavia and China,!
Further, I think that the program of political revolu-
tion for Cuba ought to be glven a transitional formu~
lation (e.g., 'Make the Government Ministers Responsible
to and Removable by Workers! and Peasants! Democratic
Organizations!), Not only has the Cuban regime issued
out of a revolution like China and Yugoslavia (and un-
like Stalin's Russla which was created 1n a political
counter~revolution), but in addition in Cuba the lack of
a prior formed bureaucratic party and system of rule,
l.e., full-blown Stalinlst practlice, left an initial
'openness! to the undenlable rule from above, While



Preliminary Discussion Draft:

CUBA AND THE DEFCRMED WORKERS STATES

Their Method and Ours:

Ever since the beginnlng of the discussion of Cuba in the
Party, the majority has sought to stampede us into coming to an
immediate position on the nature of the Cuban state. For the
party majority there was little difficulty in arriving at a
position, Their method was that of lmpressionistic emplricism,.
They simply described what Cuba appeared to be at the moment and
called thls description--a theory!

We properly rejected this whole method., We sald that
Marxists must do more than describe what appears at the moment,
It is our task to view political and social developments in
process, in motion, We must study them as they evolve and put
this evolution withln the framework of the whole world situation
and of our whole theoretical outlook. Thus we stated that it is
impossible to understand what is at the moment unless we under-
stand what had been and what will be.

We urge those who reproach us for 'not seeing the new
reality quickly enough' to study the history of our world move-
ment and to see what happened to others who earlier grasped the
'new reality! so quickly, embraced bureaucratlc regimes so
lovingly, These comrades embraced the new bureaucratic regimes
in the hopes that these allen forces, rather than us, would carry
through the socialist revolution. We will not be stampeded into
Junking Marxist method. We will take the time necessary to study
the evolution of Cuba and to define the nature of the state on
the basis of an understanding of this evolutlonary process.

The Evolution of Cuba:

Most of us are quite familiar with the evolutlon of Cuba.
Let me Jjust sketch briefly those highlights of this evolutlon
that are relevant to an understanding of the nature of the Cuban
state, The Cuban Revolution was carried through by a radical
petty-bourgeols nationalist group whose prlmary social base was
a petty-bourgeois class--the peasantry, (In passing it is im-
portant to note that Che Guevara has speclflcally repudlated the
Hansen-Sweezy thesis that the 26th of July Movement based itself
on the rural proletariat in its earlier stages. He noted that in
the mountains no such proletariat existed and that the organiza-
tion based itself on the local peasantry,) Organizing itself in
military fashlon and utllizing the techniques of rural guerri-
llas, Castro was able to give c¢oheslveness to this otherwlse
unorganized peasant force and with this soclal grouping to topple
a decaying capltalist regime.,

Upon coming to power, Castro almost immedlately destroyed
the old Batlsta state apparatus and the army upon which 1t rested,
He created a new administrative apparatus composed of the radical
petty~bourgeois elements and based on the Rebel Army. From the



very beginning, the relations of this new bonapartilst state

to capitalist property were quite contradictory. While this new
state apparatus based itself for at least a year and a half on
these capitalist property relations, the force of the revolution
and the opposition of imperialism to the democratic demands of
the revolution forced the government to move against capitalist
property relations--though in a sporadic, empirical way. How-
ever, the ability of the government to so act was at least 1n
part attributable to the fact that the new government had broken
up the old state apparatus and was therefore agble to act in a
bonapartist fashlon partly independent of the capitalist class
in Cuba. '

This process, spurred on primarily by the hostility of
U.S, capitalism, reached its culmination in the nationallzax
tions of September, October 1960 which brought at least 80 90
of industry, all significant industry, and the entire banking
system, under direct government ownership. The agrarian reform,
carried out in the previous spring, was not socialist but it
was far more extensive than that in the USSR or Eastern Europe.
This series of expropriations clearly wlped out of Cuba the
natlonal bourgeoisie, Further, the government established a
complete monopoly of foreign trade and began a rudimentary form
of economic planning.

The September-October nationalizations raised the question
of whether the bonapartist governmental apparatus, continuing to
be free of control by the worklng masses, would firmly base
1tself on the new property forms 1ln Cuba or whether it would
seek to return Cuba to essential capitalist relations. We can
say that while the sweeping nationallzations of the September-
October period lald the basis for Cuba becoming a deformed
workers state, it was not automatically determined that the
petty-bourgeois state apparatus would defend and develop these
property forms, It was therefore incorrect, in my opinion, to
characterize Cuba at that time a deformed workers state.

It was the invasion of April 17th which clearly showed
that the Castro regime, for all its weaknesses, was definitely
committed to the defense of the new property forms. This was
shown first of all in the defense of the revolution which Cagtro
carried through so well. More important, the invasion made it
perfectly clear that imperialism was not interested in an ac-
commodation with Castro, The imperialists were seeking first of
all to overthrow the regime 1f at all possible. Should this not
be possible, as I am sure they now realize, the imperialists
wlsh to force Castro precisely into the arms of the USSR~-~into
becoming a Stalinist country. For this way the imperialists
are able to limit the appeal of Castro and contain the revolu-
tion, The policy of the U.S. State Department only makes
sense 1f interpreted in this way (and believe 1t or not, there is
a bit of method in thelr madness!)

Regardless of how we interpret the meaning of the invasion,
it was lmmediately clear that Castro interpreted it as meaning
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that he must definltively base himself on the new property
forms and on hig relatlons with the Soviet Bloc if his regime
was to survive at all, This 1ls the real meaning of his de-
claration that Cuba 1is a t!'soclalist! country. That Castro
meant business and that this was no mere passing reference was
soon made absolutely clear. A heavy drive towards the
Stalinizatlon of the country has been in full force since

this declaration. In this respect 1t is important to note:

(a) the Cuban press 1s now almost exclusively devoted to praise
of the Stalinist countrles and puts forward an essentially
Stalinist political line; (b) economic relations have been
stepped up with the deformed workers states; (c) the wide-
gcale net of arrests during the invasion revealed a highly
developed secret police set-up which portends to be dangerous
in the future because 1t 1s not under the control of the work-
ing class; (d) the drive for 'a single party of the revolution!
which in the context of these other developments appears to be
the setting up of the tradltional Stallnist one-party rule, has
been underway at fever piltch; (e) the moves against the Trot-
skylsts are the final sign of the deformed nature of the regime.

Workers States and Deformed Workers Statg;:

Our insistence from the very beginning of the discussion
on the recognition of the qualltative difference between workers
states and deformed workers states was perhaps the most impor-
tant contribution we made in the whole discusslion, Over the
past fifteen years an unbelievable amount of theoretical con-
fusion has been generated in all sectlons of our world movement
because of lack of clarification on this central point,

Workers* and deformed workers states have two essentially
different and mutually contradictory political systems even
though they both rest on a foundation of nationalized property
~-0f workling class property forms. The deformed workers state
1s characterized by the rule of an uncontrolled petty-bourgeois
bureaucracy which suppresses the worklng class and which has a
counter-revolutionary outlook. This social stratum finds 1t~
self at all times to be in contradlction to the very property
forms upon which 1t must base 1ts rule., The real development
of these forms requires the total destructlon of this parasitic
formation and the creatlon of a whole new state structure based
on the direct rule of the worklng class. Therefore it takes
a political revolution to transform a deformed workers state
into a workers stafe.

T BB e b W s e— o f— o M W e S Mo e Ve G e ey Vet G R kg WS e e

There has been a certaln tendency to refer to workers states
per se as 'healthy workers states,' This is because the term
Tworkers state! has been so freely applied to both workers
states and deformed workers states, However, I feel this is
an unhappy cholce of terms, for many workers states are not
too healthy but stlill are not deformed workers states,
Therefore, I prefer to continue to use !'workers states! to
refer to what Lenin called 'the soviet or commune type of
state! and to never use this term also to refer to deformed
workers states,
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Conversely, in a workers state the working class rules
directly through its own representative organs and its own
party. The polltical regime 1s on consonance with the property
forms upon which it 1s based and therefore the possibility of
the advance of soclety as a whole to communism 1is opened up,
The trangformation of a workers state into a deformed (or more
precisely degenerated) workers state is a political process so
profound that a thermidorean politlcal counter-revolution,
what Trotsky called 'a preventative cilvil war,! whlch literally
removes the working class bodlly from all ruling poslitlions and
turns power over to a counter-revolutlonary petty-bourgeoils
bureaucracy, 1s necessary to complete the transformation.

Not all workers states are uniformly healthy nor are all
deformed workers states uniformly sick. Wlthin the general
framework of each different type of formation there are vary-
ing degrees of sickness and health, Thus, the USSR contained
withln 1t serious sicknesses or deformatlons almost from the
beginning but it was not a deformed workers state untll 1t had
gone through a profound thermidorian counter-revolution which
ultimately literally annihilated the former working class
leaders. And 1t is possible also to have a deformed workers
state where a clearly deflned bureaucratic privileged caste
does not as yet exist.

While recognizing these varlations we must not fall into
the trap of refusing to recognize the gualitative difference
between these two forms of political rule, One of the most
marked characteristics of the confuslonist thinking of the
liveral i1s a tendency to break down qualltative differences
and turn everything into what Marx used to call a 'mish-mash.!
Thus, since there are some workers who are quite poor and
others who are relatively well off, and there are some caplta-
lists that barely make a go of 1t with their candy store, etc.,
and others that are very rich~~therefore there are no quali-
tatlve differences between workers and capitalists--there are
no classes. ILikewlse the same methodology is applied on
occasion In our movement to the theory of the state, (Joe
Hansen 1s an expert on this.) You see there exist many dif-
ferent forms of workers states--degenerated, deformed, peculiar,
abnormal, yet even healthy ones--all of which more or less
approximate the ldeal form of the workers state concelved of
by Lenln. Suddenly, the gualitative difference between workers
states and deformed workers states dissolves into gradations
of gquantitative differences. Suddenly all Trotskylst theory
1s destroyed and Joe Hansen sinks comfortably into that
odoriferous ooze in which centrists are so happy.

A complete understanding of the qualitative difference
between a workers state and a deformed workers state 1s pre-
cisely the basis of our whole theoretilical conception of Cuba
and of the other deformed workers states. The rest of the
theoretical conceptions in this essay are derivative from this
basic starting point., If this past political struggle in the
party only accomplished thls one thing~-1f 1t etched in the
minds of our comrades thls one concept-~-then the whole wearying
struggle was worth 1t,



The State in Transition: -

I feel we were essentially correct 1ln emphasizing the
transitional nature of the new Cuban state apparatus, This
particular concept has been under the strongest attack. It
is said to be in contradiction with the Marxist conception of
the state as at all times the instrument of the ruling class
of a particular soclety. But those who have attacked our
concept of the Cuban state have been unable to come up with
any substitute for it} Shane properly challenged the majorlty
to deflne the nature of the Chinese state between 1949 and
1952-53 when the party claimed it tobe a deformed workers
state. Joe Hansen, in his polemical article, simply side-
stepped the question, and not one comrade of the majority has
answered 1t to date,

I will expand on the challenge,and state categorically:
~all the emerging deformed workers states-~Eastern Europe,
Yugoslavia, China, North Korea, North Vietnam, Cuba--went
through transitional periods of more or less extended periods
of time during which a Bonapartist state apparatus adminlster-
ing a capitalist economy was transformed into a state apparatus,
still Bonapartist, adminisering a nationalized economy. This 1is
simply the reality, and we must face up to l1t. The Marshall
Plan forced the USSR to wipe out the last vestiges of capital-
ist property in Eastern Europe, but 1t did this wilthout
changing essentially the state apparatus which had originally
administered a capitalist economy in these countries. The
Korean War forced China to carry through its flnal expropria-
tions and to definitely become a deformed workers state, but,
once again, the state apparatus did not change from that which
had come into power in 1949, 1In Eastern Europe, in China and
in Cuba, a strikingly similar pattern emerges: the old state
structure and the army upon which 1t is based are destroyed
(in Eastern Europe by the Soviet Army, in China and Cuba by
the culmlngtion of a civil war); a new petty-bourgeols appara-
tus emerges free from direct entanglements with the old system;
finally imperialism forces the new state apparatus to consoli-
date its rule on the basls of new property forms (the effects
of the ColdWar on Eastern Europe, the Korean War on China, the
economic blockade and the April 17th invasion on Cuba )

Does a recognition of this reallty demand that we revise
the essentlals of the Marxlst theory of the state? I think
nots I feel the problem the comrades have in comprehending
this process flows from two errors: (a) a formal rather than
dialectical approach towards soclal change, and (b) not fully
cgmgrehending the contradictory nature of a deformed workers
state.,

We should take note of the fact that the development of
- deformed workers states in the post-war period dramatically
confirms the Marxist concept of the state in one important way.
In all these countries a new state apparatus emerged to replace
the former cgpltalist state apparatus and which based itsegf
on an essentially new and different army. In Eastern Europe
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the governmental apparatus was from the very beginning com-
pletely dependent on the Soviet Army gnd on no other signifi-
cant social force in these countries, In ChIna, Yugoslavia,
and Cuba, thils pattern becomes even more clear. Here the new
state apparatus bases itself on an essentlally peasant army
which comes to power after defeating in battle the old capital-~
ist army. In all these countrles the emerging state, from the
very beginning, had a base at least in part independent from
the old capltalist structure in the country. In none of these
countries does the new state emerge without in reality break-
ing up the old apparatus and the old army upon whlch 1t rested,

It 1s also important to note that the relations of the
new state apparatus with the capltalists in the country was
always an uneasy, unnatural one, Whlle on the one hand the
petty-bourgeols leaderships of these new states sought the
cooperation of the capltalists, the capitalists feared and
distrusted the new state power-~~they recognized that it was
not wholly theirs--that 1t could move decisively agalnst the
capitalist class as no previous state could., Thus the flee-
ing of capitallsts was a regular part of the revolutionary
process in all these countriles.

There 1s, however, something new involved here which does
requlre a minor modification of our approach to the state--a
modification which 1s consistent wlith the theory as a whole
and with our essentlal dlalectlical method. The state which
was established 1n these countrles had replaced the old
capitalist state apparatus, but 1ts real nature only becomes
clear after 1t goes through a process of transformation. The
change in the nature of the state under these particular
historical circumstances 1s not a formal catagorical event
which can be pin-pointed to a partlcular week, a particular
day, a particular second. It was a process of a truly dialec-
tical nature, Dialectics teaches us that in order to get

M e wm em e ee me s W we em e e R e mee

While in this sectlon I mainly emphasize the similarities
between all the deformed workers state which were formed
after World War II, I would like to take note in passing

of the differences in historical origin of the East European
regimes (excluding Yugoslavia) and China, North Korea, North
Vletnam, Cuba and in large part Yugoslavia, In these
former regimes the transformation lnto deformed workers
states was carrled out, not on the basls of any lndigenous
revolutlonary process, but was imposed through the Red Army.
Thus the character of the governing regime was least im-
portant in these countrles because the real government was
the USSR through the Red Army, The emerging deformed
workers states tended (and §ti1ll tend) to have less of a
mass base and to express more profoundly the contradictions
inherent in all the deformed workers states., The other
deformed workers states emerged from civil wars with a
certain mass base., Therefore the nature of the ruling
party and state apparatus, as well as the army, are impor-
tant in understanding the evolution of these countriles,
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from point a to0 point b one must at one and the same time
be at point a and not at polnt a; at point b and not

at point b, ete. The new states in these countries both

are and are not capitalist states; and are and are not workers
states,s They go through a transition which, because of parti-
cular historical circumstances, is more or less drawn out.
But, i1t must be kept in mind at all times that it is only
thelr original break with the old capitallst state apparatus
which frees them so that they can undergo this transformations
(That is, that by breaking with the old capitalist state
apparatus the new apparatus has already partially left point a
~-has already partially reached point b,)

We must keep uppermost in our minds at all times the
peculiar historical cilrcumstances which have produced these
hlghly contradictory phenomena and the contradlictory result of
thlis process-the deformed workers state itself, The essential
conbtradiction which produces the objective conditions whilch
nurture these deformed workers states is the contradlction
between the over-ripeness of the conditions for the overthrow
of capitallsm and the weakness of the revolutionary vanguard.
(The over-ripeness of the objective factor and the under-
ripeness of the subjective factor.)

The lack of working class leadershlp forces horrendous
distortions on this revolutionary process--distortions which
halt the process part way and prevent 1ts spread on a world-
wide scale., These distortions primarily take the form of the
creation of a bureaucratic state apparatus which stands in
contradictlion to the property forms upon which it is based
and whlch prevents the workling class from assuming its rightful
place at the helm of the state. The governmental apparatus
which runs the state thus represents a counter-revolutionary
force, Thus thls state apparatus represents, in the ultimate
gsense, the influence of the bourgeoisgle within the new
deformed workers state.

It is therefore understandable that such a state apparatus
can undergo the type of transformation described earlier--
can administer essentially both a capltalist and a workers
staze. it is precisely thls simllarity 1t his to a capltalist
state which necessltates a political revolution to destroy
this state apparatus and erect in 1ts place a truly soviet
state apparatus, And this 1ls the crux of the whole theoretical
problem--1t 1s preclsely because a political revolution 1s
essential to change a deformed workers state into a workers
state that a political revolution is not essential during this
peculiar transitional period, during which a stabte apparatus
administers first a capltalist and than g deformed workers
state, characteristlc of all deformed workers states. What
is essentlal for this latter process is a soclal revolution
which wipes out capitallst property but which 1s not completed
in precisely the political or governmental sphere and which
must therefore be completed at a later date by means of a
pelitical revolution, :
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Thus the state apparatus which can administer both
capltalist and workers property forms is a state apparatus
which 1s in contradiction to both~-which is by its very nature
unstable, temporary, passing.

The Role of the Working Class:

S0 far we have stressed what Cuba has in common with all
other deformed workers states, We can sum up these character-
istics as follows: (1) the revolution was led by petty- .
bourgeols strata who were forced to go beyond capitalist limits;
(2) basing i1tself on the new army, the old army and the old
state apparatus are destroyed and replaced with a new state
apparatus free, at least in part, from direct capitalist
control; (3) after a period of cohabitation with capitalism,
under pressure from imperialism and from the masses, all cap-
1talist holdings of any real signlficance are taken over;

(%) the new state apparatus exhlbits a detemmination to defend
these new property forms from imperialism but at the same time
rules in a Bonapartist fashion free from the control of the
masses; (5) the new government tends to base its outlook on

a nationalist rather than a proletarian internationallst out-
look,

But Cuba isg very significantly different from China in
many important ways. Through an understanding of these dif-
ferences we can arrlve at different tactlcs than those we
would apply in China today. Furthermore, I feel that 1t is
through an understanding of these dlfferences that we can get
a deeper insight precisely into the esgsential ldentity of Cuba
with the other deformed workers states. Above all we must
assess the full meaning of the fact that Cuba is the first
deformed workers state to be formed not under a Stalinist
leadership, which lacks a fully-developed bureaucratic caste,
and which 1s not geographically contiguous with the USSR or
other deformed workers states.

I have noticed a certaln tendency among Trotskyists to
read into the political developments which led to the formatlon
of deformed workers states a greater role for the worklng class
than 1t actually playeds Let me state my own view absolutely
clearly, for on this I feel the events in Cuba have conflrmed
thls outlook. The motive force for the transformation of the
Eastern European countries (excluding Yugoslavia) into deformed
workers states was the Soviet Army. The working class played
essentially a dispersed, passive role in these events. The
motlve force behind the Chinese Revolution which deposited
Mao and Co. in power was primarily the peasantry, In the
major events which led to the CP coming to power, the working
class played essentlally a passlve role not having recovered
from the defeats of the 1927 period. The transformation of
China into a deformed workers state was instituted, not by the
working class of China nor primarily because of great pressure
from the working class~-it was carried through on top on the
initiative of the Maolst bureaucracy ltself as a defensive
act against imperialisgm.
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It 1s now quite clear that Cuba has followed the model
of China quite closely. It was primarily the support of the
peasantry which pushed Castro into power. The extensive
nationalizations were primarily initiated by the regime itself
in response to lmperliallst provocation and not by the working
class which generally tailed these events.

Cuba makes this process all the more clear precisely
because of the central unique feature of the Cuban revolution--
that the transformation into a deformed workers state occured
under the leadershilp of a party which was not even ostensibly
'working class,! by a non-Stalinist petty-bourgeois formation.

Thus the Cuban experience not only illustrates the small
role the working class plays in these transformations; it also
suggests that the so-called !'working class'! nature of the
Stalinist partlies in many of these colonlal countries has
been given too much emphasls as well. The fact that Castro's
26th of July Movement was able to carry through a soclal trans-
formation in an almost identical manner as Mao's CCP reflects,
in my opinion, the essential identity in nature of the CCP
and the M-26, Both parties were essentially petty-bourgeois
formations--petty~bourgecis in the class nature of their leader-
ship, their membership, thelr mass base, and thelr ideology,

While the ldeology of the Stalinists contains certain
goclalist elements within 1t and in this respect 1s different
from that of the M—26, it is questionable as to whether these
elements essentially changed the nature of the movement. This
is especially doubtful when one reallzes that the Stalinist
perversion of socilalist ldeology 1s preclsely in the direction
of petty-bourgeols nationalism. Thus these parties must be
viewed, in my opinion, as essentially the instruments of the
petty-bourgeols classes in soclety--not as even distorted
instruments of the working class.

Here we must understand the difference between a working
¢lass party--~a party with a broad working class base~-such
as the Labour Party in Britain or the CP in France, both of
which have a petty-bourgeols program and leadership, and these
Stalinist parties in a country like China which lack precisely
this worklng-class base. The former 1s a working class party
wlith a petty-bourgeols program while the latter is a radical
petty-bourgeois party wilth perhaps even a touch of a working-
class ideology. The same approach should be taken to the so~
called social democratic parties in colonial areas. Except
for a few cases where there exlds a sizable working class
upon whlch this party bases itself, most of the so-called soclal
democrats in these countries are in reality radical petty-
bourgeols nationalists (and some are not so radlcal). Just
ponder over the nature of U Nu!'s party or the Praja Soclalist
Party of India, As Marxists we must seek to determine what
social class a particular party actually represents in a parti-
cular country--in so doing we must probe a bit deeper than the
surface manifestations of ldeology. What self-respecting
brougeols natlionalist isn't a 'socilalist' these days?
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To sum up: we must reject as a distortion of reality a
view which gives undue weight 1in the process of forming deform-
ed workers states to the working class or to the 'working class
character! of these Stalinist parties in such countries as
China, North Korea, and North Vietnam.

Both the Chinese Revolution and the Cuban Revolution are
egsentially revolutions led by petty-bourgeois movements
whose social base 1s primarily the peasantry and a section of
the middle classes rather than the working class. Because
of the extreme crisis of capitalism together with the crisis
of leadership of the worklng class, these essentlally inter-
mediate soclal classes have been able to play an extremely
radical role which the Marxist movement earller had not fore-
seen--they were able to break wlth capitalism itself. However,
thelr very radlcal actions proved the essential weakness of
this social strata~-while they were able to negatively smash
the capltalist system they have been unable to positlvely
substltute their own rule for the rule of the capitalists,
Rather they are forced to lay the economlc basis for the rule
of another class, the worklng class—a class whilch they in
reality distrust and despise. While on the one hand thelr very
historlcal weakness ag an Intermedlate soclal class forces
them to create property forms for another class, the crisis of
leadership of the working class allows them to consolidate a
political rule inimical to the working class. Thus the
development of a bureaucratic caste and the necessity of
political revolution,

The above 1is frankly crediting to the petty-bourgeois
strata in soclety far more Independence than Marxists had
previously felt possible, However, to refuse to so credit
them or to pretend that these intermediab e classes are somehow
'working class! leads immedlately to serlous political errors
(1t logically leads to the Sweezy-Pablo-Swabeck school of

* Of course, once the soclal transformation 1s completed

these parties become the spokesmen for a new soclal stratum
which rests on worklng class property forms. Since this
soclal stratum must, in part, defend these property forms
and therefore defend, in part, the interests of the working
class, 1t 1s correct to consider the political arm of this
stratum to be within the proletarlan camp. Thls goes both
for whatever party Castro is in the process of forming as
well as for the CP!'s. However, the working class character
1s not so much in the party itself but in the soclial
base 1t must defend, This is an Important political dis-
tinction, I have beendiscussing only the nature of these
parties before and durlng the process of the formation of
these deformed workers states, not after they have been
formed. In other words, it 1s not that deformed workers
parties transform the property forms but that the property
forms transform the petty-bourgeols parties. Whatever
Theoretical problemg this transformation may ralse are
simplz gerivative from thse posed by the transformation of
the state.,
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illusions about China). Further it distorts the reallty

and thus is theoretically untenable. Trotsky said somewhere

in hig Germany writings that 'All great theoretical questilons
come home to roost.! One simply cannot get away for long with

a sloppy or incorrect theoretical conception, for if its
political ilmplications are not dangerous at first--they soon
will be, Thus unclarity over China must be cleared up before
Cuba makes any sense at all. An understanding of Cuba straight-~
ens out in retrospect our theories of all the deformed workers

states.

If looked at in i1ts proper perspective these new soclal
processes dramatically confirm the Marxist concept of the petty
bourgeoisie. A series of extraordinary clrcumstances 1ln the
postwar period literally thrusts power upon these strata with
the capitallst class almost melting away right from under them.
Glven state power, freed from capltalist domlnation, not
threatened by an active working class, history 1s saying to
these soclal strata: !'Now ls your chance. Selze the oppor-
tunities I have provided you and create your own hew society.!
But the petty bourgeoisie has flunked the ultimate test--it
simply could not create new property forms. The forms it
created are those of its grave diggers, the working class. Its
rule 1s unstable and transitional. Only terror holds the
operation together. The petty bourgeolsie 1s shown to be
definitely an intermediate socilal class, '

It is therefore clear that we must reject any view of
these deformed workers states as a general stage in the devel-
opment of society as a whole. Thils view was implied in Pablo's
tcentries of deformed workers states! theory and this outlook
is also implicit in many of the views that have been half-
formulated in the general political confusion which reigns in
our party. These deformed workers states only occur under
very specific cilrcumstances: (a) in economically backward
countries with a weak natlional bourgeolsie and wlth crass
imperialist exploitation; (b) where the working class is relat-
ively backyard and small or where 1t has been crushed and de~
moralized (it is of extreme importance to note that the develop-
ment of a deformed workers state required the crushing of the
working class in both China and Vie%nam}; (c) where the petty
bourgeoisle has taken the military road of struggle, cilvil
war, and carries this struggle tO the point of destroying the
0ld capitalist army and state apparatus; (d) where direct
military intervention by imperialism is difflcult to carry
through successfully, Even 1f agll these conditions exist in
a country, 1t is by no means automatic that the petty-bourgeois
force will succeed.

It is therefore possible for deformed workers states to
come into exlstence In more countries, Yes, it is possible--
in fact 1t 1s quite probable during the interim period before
the world working class once agaln siezes the revolutionary
initlative. This is preclsely why it 1s so important for us
to understand the Cuban experience,
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It is extremely important, however, for our movement to
pay speclal attention to the central contributing factor to
these deformed revolutlons--the general weakness of the work-
ing class. Whenever the working class exists as a consclous
organized force, such petty-bourgeois formations simply split
wide open if they are unable to crush the working class first.
(In this latter respect the Vietnamese experilence is of special
importance. There the Stalinist-led forces literally exter-
minated the working class movement in the cities of Vietnamn,
including our comrades. This was a necessary precondition to
the development of a deformed workers state in Vlietnam at a
later date., This is the significance of the present moves
against the POR in Cuba. If a working class vanguard 1s not
crushed, then the intervention of the working class could rip
apart the petty-bourgeols movement posing immediately the
posslibility of proletarian leadership of the struggle~-and of
the development of a real workers state--one we could truly
embrace and be at one with.)

It should therefore be absolutely clear that these
deformed revolutions are not wholly ours. This is simply
another way of saying that they are not wholly the workilng
class's, These petty-bourgeois strata carry through only the
most minimum soclilal transformatlon consistent with the contlnu-
ed rule of the strata ltself, At every point in the transfor-
matlion process they seek to minimize, to control, the inter-
vention of the working class. They are forced to exterminate
the working class vanguard or any potential vanguard; they
seek to contain the revolutionary development within the bound-
aries of their own country; and they produce a society so dis-
figured by bureaucratic deformations as to be unattractive to
the worklng classes (what attractive pull does East Germany
have on the West German workers? Why 1s the Stalinist party
in Japan, which is so close to China, so small?) 1In fact
we must frankly admit, as Trotsky did before us, that these
deformed workers states 8ive the working class less freedom
to function and develop 1ts own vanguard than do many of the
capitalist societles. The reason for thils 1s clear--it is
preclsely because the bureaucratic caste is less stable and
mgre vu%ngraglg tg worklng class overturn than the capitalist
class that 1 eels a greater necesslty to suppres
working class. € ¥ EURPTERS the

There 1s now a certagin tendency among those who call them-
selves Trotskyists to interpret the Cuban experlence to mean
that we, too, must go into the mountains and build a movement
based on the peasantry. The Pabloites have actually formulated
this 1n thelr Sixth World Congress documents, even suggesting
that thelr comrades set up schools in guerrilla warfare,

We completely reject this whole approachs We can only come
to power on the basis of one class--the working class--and
no other, The defeats of the working class are our defeats:
The vIctories of the worklng class are our victories, This,
is our only identity, our only reason to exist, Were we to
build a movement based on these petty-bourgeois strata, we
too, would be transformed into a petty-bourgeois party’and’
the revolution would likewlse be deformed from the very
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beginning. No-~our place is first of all in the citles, in
the factorles. Then, with the working class, as the most
advanced section of 1t, we wlll reach out to mobilize the
peasantry also--to preclsely break up any lindependent formaw
tions of the petty bourgeoisie and to0 win to our banner the
most radical section of the intermedlate class.

The Political Revolution in Cuba:

We must recognize that precilsely because Cuba developed
in its initial period without the direct control of a Stalin-
ist party, the revolutionary regime was far more opén to the
influence of the working class, and the possibilities of
developing a true working class revolutlonary party in Cuba
were far greater, This i1s shown graphically in the fact that
Cuba is the only emerging deformed workers state which has
allowed, until recently, a Trotskylst party to legally exist.

Conversely, we must recognlze that the growth of Stalinism
in Cuba both as an ldeology and as an organlzed movement, is
an expressilon of the bureaucratization process-~of the begin-
nings of the development of a separate ruling bureaucratic
caste in Cuba. Stalilnism 1s still the ideology of bureaucratic
rule, and the spread of this system of thought, not only through
the PSP, but within the Castro ruling group itself, is simply
an ideological expression of the deeper bureaucratization
process. The fact that Stalinlsm 1s emerging so strongly in
Cuba tgday is the final proof that Cuba is a deformed workers

state.

In fact the development of a Stalinist ideology in Cuba
today gives us a deeper understanding of what exactly the
Stalinist ideology 1ls, It is not simply a matter of the
ideology of the USSR and of those CP's dlrectly controlled
by the USSR, This is what Swabeck suggests when he claims
that for Mao to break with the USSR 1s the same as for Mao to
break with Stalinism. Agaln elements of thls approach can be
found in the thinking of most of the majority comrades.
Stalinlism 1s the ideclogy of bureaucratic rule which 1s based
on proletarian property forms--it is this and nothing else.
Thus the transformation of Cuba into a deformed workers state
forced upon the Castro leading group the necessity to trans-
form 1ts ideology so as to be able to defend these new pro-
perty forms and to defend its own uncontrolled rule, Castro
did not create an ideology from new cloth~~he is simply

¥——~.~-——n~un——-——~—s—.‘-n—--n—-——---——-—

This is not to say that we are predicting that the Russian
agents that run the PSP are destined to take over in Cuba.
It 1s possible that the Castro regime can maintain a cer-
tain independence from the USSR comparable to Yugoslavla

or China. In which case we should not rule out a showdown
battle of some depth between the Blas Roca Russian agents
and the 'independent 8taliniststaround Castro. Should
Castro launch such a struggle, that would no more free

h%m from Stalinism than it freed Tito when he took a similar
SCeEPe
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taking over wholesale the already exlistent ldeology of bureau-~
cratic rule-~~3talinism,

Cubal's geographical posltion will help it maintain a
certain level of independence from the USSR. In fact it may
very well reguire this to maintain the Cuban economy which
needs trade relations with the capitalists much more than
the other deformed workers states. However, it 1s clear that
whatever economic relations Cuba works out in the foreseeable
future, they will be based on the maintenance of its planned
economy and monopoly of foreign trade, Agaln the weakness of
imperialism forces 1t to deal with these deformed workers states
since 1t 1s incapable of overthrowing them wlthout releasing
social forces which could well overthrow it.

Is 1t proper to characterize Cuba as a deformed workers
state when it does not as yet have a clearly defined bureau-
cratlic caste and 1f we so label 1t, 1s 1t proper for us to
call for a polilitical revolution in Cuba? Yes, I feel it is
proper to so characterize Cuba, for Cuba has the essentlal
characteristics of a deformed workers state: (a) a nationaliz-
ed economy; (b) a ruling stratum which is not under the control
of the working class, However, it is highly important to under-
stand that Cuba 1a a developing revolution and that the bureau-
cratic caste 1s in the process of formatlon right at the pre-
sent moment. A Tecognition of ©his reality allows Tor the.
worklng out of a considerably different strategy and tactics
than that which we would apply in a more stable (relatively)
deformed workers state such as China. Because of this fluid
sltuation, the intervention of the working class to counteract
this bureaucratization process 1is not only possible but essen-
tial, In Cuba the possibility of establishlng the direct rule
of the working class 1s far greater than in any other of the
deformed workers states,and Trotskyists in Cuba must work
energetically towards this end despite the persecutlions against
them. We must councill the Cuban Trotskylsts to neither write
off the Cuban revolution and act as 1f this bureaucratization
process is completed nor to rely upon the bureaucrats themselves
to counter it. Only the consclous interventlon of the working
class inte Cuban politics can save the situation, The achieve-
ment of this intervention must be the central strateglc goal
of our T movement in Cuba. All tactical questions, such as our
attitude towards confiicts between Castro and the PSP, must
be Judged according to whether or not they further this
strateglc goal.

Since there 1s no clearly defined bureaucratic caste in
Cuba 1s 1t proper for us to advocate a political revolution
in Cuba today? My answer to that is also emphatically, yes!
The establishment of workers rule in Cuba today would be a
profound political change. It would necessitate the creation
of a revolutionary Marxist party with a mass base and the forma-
tion of representative institutions of the masses, These
institutions would have to replace the present administrative
apparatus in Cuba, infusing agi governmental levels wlth
working class elements. The Marxist party would have to
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replace the present petty-bourgeois Castro leadershlip in
Tuba. Such changes can only be described as revolutionary
changes in the political structure of the country. That is,
that what 1s involved 1s more than mere guanfiltaflive changes
(the amount of worklng class. democracy as che maJjox vity likes
to put 1t)--what 1s essential 1s a gyg}1uative change 1n

the political structure of the countiy . Tt i5 a matter of
replacling the rule of a petty~bourgeois apparatus with the
rule of the working class 1tself, Changes in the economlc
structure would not be so profound, and that is why we
characterize such a change as a polltical as contrasted to a

social revolutlion.

It 1s possible that someone may suggest that lnstead of
applying the concept of political revolution to Cuba we should
follow Trotskyl!s approach to the USSR before 1933 and work
for political reform, I feel that thls would be an incorrect .
approach and would reflect a lack of understanding of the only
real difference between the degenerated workers state in the
USSR and the postwar deformed workers states--that is, 1ts
unique political evolution,

The USSR was established as the first workers state
led by a genulne revolutilonary working class party. The evolu-
tim of the USSR was the evolution of the decay of this work-
ing class party under conditlons of isolation, etc. Thus rev-
olutionists must take a different attitude towards the pro-
cess of decay within a working class party than we would
towards a petty bourgeois pa rty which never was a working
class party ln any real sense, We must never write off too
dulckly the possiblility of reform from within the former and
never count on reform from wlthin the latter.

An even clearer understanding of the important theoreti-
cal distinction between the process of political revolution and
the process of politlecal reform can be galned 1f we refer
to. the distinctlon made earlier between a workers state and a
deformed workers state. It 1s possible to discuss reform,
that is, a guantitative change, wlthin a workers state which
is seriously sicke. In a deformed workers state, no matter
how much it may be in flux, only revolution, a gualitative
change, can bring about the leap of soclety to a new form of
rule--that of the working clags itself, To raise the question
of reform in a deformed workers state, even like Cuba, is to
break down the qualitative difference between a deformed
workers state and a workers state-~~that 1s to bring into
duestlion the very concept of a deformed workers state. Thus
ralsing the question of reform aubomatlically ralses the ques-
tion of whether or not the soclety in question 1s a deformed
workefr's state. But there 1s one thing that 1s certaln--Cuba
is not now nor has it ever been a workers state, sick or not
for the workling class ﬁas never Tuled in Cubal

While it 1¢ possible for comrades to question this
approach in general, it 1s unquestionably correct, in my
opinion, once we approach 1t within the framework of the
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concrete reality of Cuba itself. Castro rules with a
governmental apparatus alone, whlle the Stalinists always rule
through a disciplined party. Thus what 1s at issue here

is not calling for the reform of a party-~but of the govern-
mental apparatus itself. Thus we lmmedlately begln to orient
towards this or that section of the governmental apparatus

and lose slgh of-~the working class. 8Since the governmental
apparatus has virtually no working class elements wlthin it,
i1t cannot be reformed from within. Only the independent
mobllization of the working class can push forward the revolu-
tionary process in Cuba. We, 0f course, expect that such
independent intervention will swing to the side of the working
class a section of those who support Castro including people
in the Government. But this 1s a by-product of the Iindependent
struggle, not the central axis of our strategy.

Does this mean that we are stating that we would approach
the political revolution in Cuba as we do in other deformed
workers states--that 1s, that we would 1n effect organize
an armed Insurrection? Not at all. It 1s precisely because
of the fluld state of things in Cuba today-~that the bureau-
cratization process has not been filnalized-~-that we can hope
for the possilbllity of a non-violent political revolution.
(Or more accurately one of limited violence, for it is my
conviction that our relations with the Stalinists will be
settled one way or the other violently.) Marx held open the
possibllity of a non-violent revolution in the U.S. because
he felt that the bureaucratic apparatus and the standing army
were not developed on the scale of the European cagpitalist
countries. Lenin ruled this out on the basis of the later
evolution of the U.S, Today, 1f there is any government which
fits Marx!s description of one where its overturn could be
carried through without an armed insurrection, it 1s the Castro
regime in Cuba.

However, as recent moves agalnst the POR show, time l1s
fast running out in which the political revolution can proceed
with 1ittle vlolent disruption. The party majority, of course,
in interested in none of this. It has completely deserted
the methodology of Marxlsm in 1ts knovtist urge to wipe
Castrols rear. The development of Marxist thought in our move-
ment here rests now with us. We, at least, wlll gilve these
questions the serlous attention they deserve.

Tim Wohlforth
July 20, 1961



