Socralist




Comment
After Labour’s conference

The 1991 Labour Party Conference was dominated by being the last
before the general election — one which Labour can win.

However, even such a conference, marked by compliance with the
leadershap, and overall weakness of the lefl, saw some significant
successes socialists can build on — successes, in particular, which
indicated the resistance a Kinnockite government would face.

Significant new defeats for the left were on party democracy and in
the NEC ¢lections. The defeat of a resolution opposing the “irigger
mechanism” for reselection of MPsz, and defending the current made
union inpot, was a major blow to party democracy. It also renders
meaningless the position passed by previous Labour conferences for
mandatory inclusion of @ woman on every short list. While the chair
declared the resolution lost on a show of hands, and refused a card vote,
it is well known that a card vote would have shown the resolution had
been passed. A resolution calling for women only short lists in Labour
held seats was defeated. Opposition to the suspension of David Nellist
and Terry Ficlds was heavily defeated.

Also significant was the defcat of proposals 1o maintain the present
rights of CLPs and trade unions Lo submit resolutions and amendments
directly to annual conference. The ontcome of these changes is o
concentrale still more power in the national Labour Party leadership.

The NEC elections, the first to be held in the CLP section using One
Member One Voie, instead of voting by GCs, saw a sharp decling in
participation — with 141 CLPs, 22 per cent, not voling (in the last five
years the number has varied between 35 and 67). The results saw a
strengthening of the right, with the election of Kaulmann, and a general
victory [or male backwardness with the votes of all women and black
candidutes lalling regardless of political position. Jo Richardson’s
support fell by 138,000 votes; Diane Abbott’s by 88.000; Margarcl
Hodge's by 65,000; and Alice Mahon's by 53,000,

Disunity on the left, with the Campaign Group presentng the
unacceptable candidate of Dave Nellist, who opposed black sections and
positive action for women, led to the result being worse than necessary,

In the trade union section Barbara Switzer (MSF) lost her seat —
there are now no women on the NEC in either CLF or union sections.

The areas where the left moved forward were also clear. Against
enormous front bench pressure last year’s commiitent 1o reduce defence
spending Lo the average level of other west European countries was
reaffirmed with & two-thirds majority, The Black Section's demand o
clarify that membership of the new Black Socialist Society be open only
to black people was passed. The debate at conflerence showed the fight
against Proportional Representation had taken a major step forward in
the last few months — with speakers against PR getting strong support
and the First Past the Post Campaign having done effeclive work. The
resolution supporting the demand that women's conference elect the
NEC women's places was defeated but increased support by 600,000
voles compared 10 previous years. The fringe meeling against the Gulf
War, and for a Just Pcace in the Middle East, was a major success.

Finally, a step in organising the left around a more coherent
economic strategy ok place with the publication of a programme
signed by 50 Labour MPs, trade unionists and economists and jointly
spunsored by Socialist Economic Bulletin and Beyond the Casino
Economy.

These successful moves at conference were all associated with
currents around Labour Left Liaison. The Labour Party Socialist (LPS)
correnl was very weak.

The campaign against PR, the continued strong support for
mandatory reselection, the victory on the Black Socialist Society, the
success on delence spending and the Gull War all contnue to show the
success that can be gained by systematic campaigning in the Labour
Party and trade unions. That remains the top priority for the next year.
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Editorial

If the Russian revolution should fall...

The Soviet putsch of 19 Au-
gusl was an attempl o put the
clock back (owards the Brezh-
ncvist past. s fajlure made
ransparent the greatest class
struggle in the world since
1917 — that for the survival
of the Russian revolution, li
lefi the pro-capitalist forces m
the USSR greatly sireng-
thened.

These forces will betray
the interests and hopes of the
Russian and Soviet peoples.
The Soviet peoples wanled o
creale a democracy and an
economy which would serve
their interests. Bul, as Boris
Kagarlitsky put i *Millions
of people in Russia have been
fighting for democracy. Bul
whial they have pot is Yelwsin, '

Yelisin's government is a
beirayal even of the demo-
cratic hopes of the Russian
people — |et alone the demao-
cralc socialism thal alone can
save their country from cata-
strophe. Through the attermpt
to reinroduce capitalism, it
woild create a new dictator-
ship in Russia, consign the
Russian working class 1o &
poverty it has not seen for de-
cades, and fmally allow im-
perialism o destroy the inde-
pendence of Russia and other
Soviel republics. Similar re-
sults would follow from the
viclory of the bourpeois na-
tionalists who #re sirengthen-
ing themselves in the Ukraine.

If such a course were suc-
cessful then, after seventy
years of resisting the on-
slaught of world capitalism,
the Russian and Soviet work-
ng classes would finally be
defeated and the goal im-
Fm'alism set |5l in both the

irst.and Second World Wars,
to dismember their country,
would be accomplished.

The catastrophic conse-
quences of this for the Soviet

working clags and peoples,

and the obsiacles to such an
outcome, drc dealt with at
Iengthin this issue of Socialist
Action.

But what would be the con-
sequences for the rest of the
world i the Russian Revol-
ulion were o fall, that is i
capilalism were to be restored
in the former USSR ? It would
open a period of the most ex-

weme mlemational reaction,
pose a new, qualitative, threat
Lo a large part of the historical
gains of the world working
class, and that of the peoples
oppressed by  imperialism,
and, as we are already seeing,
unleash, even in its first phase,
a wave of racism that would
engull Europe and probably
shatter ils framework of libe-
ral politics. The next stage,
which would not be long de-
layed, would be an attempl lo
eliminate the welfare state and
move Europe decisively to-
wirds the pattern of US and
Tapanese  capitalisms —
which, because they did not
vonlron: such a dircet threat
[rom a non-capitalist mode of
production, mever felt the
necessity to concede the wel-
fare state of Western Europe,

In Eastiern Europe a new
wave of capitalist dictatorship
would scl in — the conse-
quenices of which would pose
a lomg term a threat to democ-
racy m Western Europe:

The longer term consc-
guences, #nd those for the
*third wurld‘,olfh:.mm-whelm—
ing mejority of humanity and
already m]%‘.rmg the preatest
wave of impoverishment this
century, would be far worse.

Every major progressive
step forward this century for
freedom [rom imperialism has
been inscparably connected to
the fate of the Russian Revol-
ution.

This was inevitdble. For
five hundred years prior to
1917 Western  colonialism
spread through the world.
Whole continents were con-
quered. Imperialism carried
oul crimes — annihilation of
peoples, throwing back of
whole counirics, oppression
of the entire African and Asian
population of the world —
which have no parallel in his-
tory. Impenalism’s zuperior
productive power allowed it
10 deleat every revoll with
only the smallest exceptions,

The Russian revolution
was the first devastating de-
feat imperialism suffered in
hall a millennium. The inspir-
ation it gave, the material aid
it could supply, and the ever
present threal it posed that a
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movemenl againsi colomial-
ism, if radicalised, could
become a movemnenl against
capitalism, meant the exist-
ence of the USSR played a
decisive role in bringing to an
end colonialism — the single
biggest act of libcratdon in
human hisiory.

That victory of the colonial
revolution, in m, spread &
libcral and progressive cli-
male mip the impenals
couniries, The civil nghts
maovement in the United
States, and the fact that the US
ruling class felt it could mu
directly confront it, was inex-
tricably linked to the pressure
of the colonial revolution. The
civil rights movement, in wrn,
helped provide an impetus for
4 whole series of other pro-
gressive movements — ahove
all the renewed movemeni of
women. The  combined
stuggle of the imperialist
working classes for reforms,
and the advance of the colo-
nial revolution aided the
existence of USSR, creatcd
the progressiveand liberal cli-
mate of politics in the imper-
ialist countries which de-
veloped from the 1950s.

The defeat of the Russian
Revolution would throw that
whole process into reverse,
Like & resurgent cancer im-
perialism  would respread
through the world — with the
Gulf War mercly the first
taste. Imperialism would, fur-
thermore, have a renewed in-
strument with which to com-
pell surrender 1o il dictates —
nuclear weapons. It was only
the fear of the reaction by the
USSR that prevented the 11§
osing  nuclear  weapons
against Korea, Viemam,
Cuba, or China.

Eventually the destruction
of the Russian revolution
would reignite the open con-
test of the imperialist powers
for the division of the world.
Anyone who has contem-
plated the conscquences [or
the future of humanity of a
nuclear arms race hetween the
United States, Europe and
Japan will understand with
perfect clarity the siakesin the
survival of the Russian reval-
ution.

Precisely because the
siakes arc so gigantic the
events in the USSR will chum
the world working class
mavemenis o its depths. For
the instrument which im-

rialism found to derail the

ussian revolution was &
force within the workers
movement — Stalinism, not
an outgrowth of the Russian
revolution bul a product of
imperialist pressure on it

Stalimism for sixty years,
despile its increasingly well
known crimes, appeared to the
overwhelming majority of the
militant working class on a
world scale 1o have one im-
mense virtue which oul-
weighed all clse. Tt seemed 10
siflcguard the existence of the
Soviet Union, and on that be
drock; in time, other forces in
the world would have the op-
portunity o advance, That
was the rcasoning of the ma-
joricy of the world working
class vanguard.

Trotsky broke with Staln
because he knew this was un
illusion. That the policies and
methods of Stalinism could
neither offer a way forwarnd
for the world working class
nor even dofend the non-capi-
tilist state in USSE. That is
the reality which has now ex-
I;jnded inte world politics,

rofsky's genius was lo fore
sce this, and the implications
which flowed from it

Two things arc occuring
simultaneously, First that the
world working class 1% en-
gaged in its most desperate
struggle since 1917, A deter-
minabion of the most ad-
vanced working clase forces
in the world that everything
that can be dong must be done
o prevent the destruction of
the Russian revolution, and
the listorical catastrophe Lthat
this would represent for hu
manity. Second that within
this [ramework every position
and strategy that fights 1o de-
fend that non-capitalist state
in the USSR must be nhjec-
tively discussed — because
the stakes aro oo high to have
the luxury to do anything else.

The result will be the grea-
test reorganmisation of the
world working class move-
menl singe 1917,

R EEEEEEEEEEEEESEEEEE———SSECEEE———RR———————




USSR

T'he
USSR after
the coup

‘Russia will be dictating to the republics

and not vice versa. This is what they have
to realise.” — Anatoly Sobchak, ‘liberal’
Mayor of Leningrad

‘Initially much of the new business class

will be hardly distinguishable from spivs

and mafiosi. The day of the carpet bagger

looms... the real need now is to allow

those who know how to make money to

emerge from obscurity and go for it. They

will be the middle class of the future,

Significantly, it was precisely such people

the biznismen and ko-operators — who

{locked to Mr Yeltsin's banner from the

outset of the coup. Russia needs more of

them.'— Financial Times 1 October

L L e e

or the first ime since 1917 a capi-

talist government, that of Yeltsin,
has been established in Ruossia. With
the putsch of 19 August the immediate
initiative passed, from Gorbachev's at-
tempt 1o enlist the help of imperialism
to reform the Soviet Union's planned
economy — always a hopeless enter-
prise, to those, today led by the Rus-
sian president Boris Yeltsin, who are
aticmpting to directly replace the
planned economy with capitalism,
Since the coup Gorbachev has largely
subordinated himsell in a bloc with
Yeltsin for capitalist restoration.

Yeltsin is directly seiting out to
overturn the October revolution. Gor-
bachev, much reduced, is disorganis-
ing possible resistance to this.

Although Yeltsin emerged from the
coup as the dominant political figure in
Russia he still faces three massive ob-
stacles Lo capitalist restoration. First,
no-one knows what the response of the
Russian working class will be to the
economi¢ collapse, which has already
started and will become far worse even
than Eastern Euwrope, if moves 1o re-
store capitalism were commenced.
Furthermore, this time around Yeltsin
himself will be directly held respon-
sible for the results.

Second, the capitalist government
of Russia is nccessarily already on a
collision course with the other repub-
lics and nationalities, mostimportantly
the Ukraine, threatening to tear apart a
Soviet economy which is completely
Integrated across the union. The Yeli-
sin camp is itsell deeply divided. Some
want 1o recreate the Russian empire.
Some think Russia should stop sobsi-
dising the rest of the USSR and go it
alone.

Third, to confront these obslacles,
Yelisin has no armed forces of his own.
He is engaged in a race Lo purge and
dismantle the Soviel siate apparatus,
and replace it with a capitalist dictator-
ship under his own contrel, before the
outbreak of open mass conllict with
the working class, other republics, or
both.

It is the scale of these obstacles
which underlies the tensions and divi-
sions which have exploded within the
liberal camp in Russia since the coup
— making it stll more difficult for
Yeltsin Lo consolidate his position on
any other basis than dictatorship —butl
which he is not strong enough o yet
impose in a thorough-going fashion.

ake first the economic situation.
The latest World Cuilook publish-
ed by the IMF admits that it completely
underestimated the impact capitahsm
would have on Eastem Europe — oul-
put projections for the first hall of 1991
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had 10 be “revised down by consider-
able margins”. It now admits the lotal
fall in output for 1990-91 for Eastern
Europe and the USSR was 19 per cent,

In Aprl the World Bank had al-
ready concluded that Poland, Hungary
and Czechoslovakia would not regain
the income levels they enjoyed in 1989
until at least 1996, whilst the rest of
Eastern Europe would not achieve the
living standards they enjoyed in 1989
until the next century: ‘Simply re-
covering from the contractions of
1989-91 could wke five 1o ten years,
Reaching the per capita income levels
now prevailing in industrial countrigs
could take decades.” (The transforma-
tion of economies in easiern and cen-
tral Europe, April 1991},

The planned economies, even dis-
toried by Stalinism, produced higher
living standards than capitalism. Capi-
talism i economically worse, far
worse, than what it is replacing in East-
em Europe.,

Bul the IMF goes on o argue thal
restoring capitalism in the Sowiet
Union will bring more unfavourable
resulls even than Eastern Europe,
Anatole Kalctsky reported from Bang-
kok: ‘But their [Eastern Europe] pros-
pects are brilliant compared with the
Soviet Union’s.., IMF economists said
developments in the Soviet Union
were 0 uncertain that it was im-
possible to make any serious forccast
for that country’s performance this
year or nexl.’ (Times 10 October)

The reason for this, the IMF admits,
is that much of the collapse in Eastern
Europe is the result of the elimination
of production and businesses that are
‘no longer viable” in the world capital-
ist market. But in the Soviet Union the
fall in cutput is alrcady comparable to
that in Eastern Europe before the ¢con-
omy is opened up o the world market.
This world economy would then de-
vastate Sovict industry on a far greater
scale than anything yet seen in Eastern
Europe, because the Soviet economy
has been construcied as a sort of
‘world cconomy in miniature’ and
much of it would simply be crushed by
miemational compelition.

Nor is the IMF a lone alarmist
voice. The Economust agreed, in an
article aptly entitld *Free fall': "“What
is striking — and terrifying — aboul
the Soviet Union is that the fall has
started through sheer decay of the
planning system, not in responsc 10
markst forces. That being so, who
knows where the floor, if any, might
be?" (28 September)

In fact, it is the combination of (i)
the historic under-investment in agri-
culture, distribution, the infrastructure




and light industry; (i) Stalinism's
cconomically irrational elimination of
markels and the petty bourgeoisie in
agriculture and retailing; and (iii) all
brought to a head by the complete dis-
ruption of central planming by Gor-
bachev's markel reforms and the
breakdown of economic relations be-
tween rcpublics — which has culmi-
nated in the present ccongmic Crisis,

As Martin Wolf noted in the Finan-
cial Times: "MrGorbachev did nothing
to reverse the stagnation of the Brezh-
neév era. ‘On the contrary, the Soviet
economy is on the brink of hypeninfla-
tion: discipline over wages has been
lost; public finances are out of control;
the (ramewaork of the command econ-
omy has disintegrated; and the Soviet
Union may have o reschedule its ex-
terngl debt. No wonder pross national
product is widely lorceast to decling by
10-20 per cent this vear, following &
fall of 4 per cent in 19920... liberalisg-
ton rupiured existing links and de-
stroyed existing disciplines rather than
introducing & coherent altermative.
LFT 20 August)

The Soviel economy is already ex-
peniencing a level of economic col-
lapse comparable 1o eastern Europe
cven before the far gréater collapse
which would accompany the attempt
o restore capitalism in the Soviet
Union 1tself.

And the immediate sitwaton 1s
equally dire. The state commillee for
statistics gays GNP f¢ll 10 per cent in
real lerms in the first six months of
1991, Viadimir Volsky, deputy head of
the committee charged with running
the econamy, estimates output will fall
17 percentover the year. Grigory Yav-
linsky, in charge of economic reform,
estimates inflaton has already reached
an annual rate of 365 per cent. Aslund
Anders, the dircctor of the Swockholm
Institute of Soviet and East European
economics estimates: ‘A real drastc
slump of 20 per cent seems likely for
1991 as a whole, presenting us with the
warst ecinomic calastrophe in Europe
alter World War II, even surpassing
the greal depression in the United
States." (Mewsweek 9 Seplember)

T he most acute immediate problems
are food and fuel supplics for the
winter. Ivan Silayev, the head of the
interim Soviet government, stated So-
viel power Stations only had 60 per
cent of the fuel stocks required for the
winter, with both cil and coal produc-
tion 20 per cent below planned Largets,
and at least 40 cities facing shortages
of power and heat. The oil industry is
suffering from massive underinvest-
ment in its infrastructure, including the
living and working conditions of the

Yavlinsky
extimates
there will be
maore than
20 million
unemployed
and a 20 per
cent fall in
living
standards’

0il workers. For example, on average
one per cent of overall investment gocs
on maintenance of pipelings  and
pumping stations, compared to typi-
cally [iftcen per cent, for Western oil
companics — especially those opera-
Ling in harsh climatic conditions.

Food production is falling at an an-
nual rate of 12 per cent, together with
huge losses in distribution, refusal of
farmers to sell foodstuffs at state pnces
and moves hy some republics, mosl
imporiantly the Ukraine, 1o ban ex-
ports of grain from the republics.

One of the by-products of forced
collectivisation and the destruction of
the distribulion system created by a
market in agricultural products, is that
a quarter of the annual grain harvest 1s
lost every year, along with half the
potato crop and nearly 60 per cenl of
other fruits and vegeiables — wors-
ened by under-investment in the dis-
tribution sysiem,

On top of that, the government can't
provide the consumer goods farmers
need, so that the roubles they receive
for their crops are useless o them.
Wild schemes such as the decision 10
allocate all consumer durables pro-
duced in Seplember o the countryside
have not materialised.

As aresull Western officials reckon
the farmers have so far this year mcl
anly 25 per cent of their state orders,
*As the command system breaks down
individual economic units are acting to
maximise their incomes: the state and
cooperative farms, learning from last
year, are now keeping their grain in
store until the state is willing to pay
almost any price to getil.’ (John Lloyd,
FT 21 August)

And some farms can now sell pro-
duce grain on commodily exchanges at
their own prices, or direct to markets
and shops where prices can be more
than five times those in state shops.

Fit_lall)'. republics which have food
supplies want to hang on to them or
exchange them for goods they in wm

e

urgently need.

Worsl hat will be those on low in-
comes and the unemployed — enter-
prises can shield their workers 1o some
degree by directly distributing [ood o
them, ‘There is a danger that inflation
will make lile impossible for the more
than 70 million citizens below the pov-
erty line, who used to scrape by on low
rents, and cheap bread and energy. ' (FT
1 Oclober)

The aid promised by the west,
57.5bn, will make a difference and is
precisely designed to get Yeltsin
through the winter without a social ex-
plosion. But still it boils down to
roughly $28 each [or ¢veryone in the
LISSR. The Soviet Union is simply too
big for international @id 1o be effective
— international capial just does not
have the resources o develop the So-
vieteconomy. (That's why it was over-
thrown there in the first place!)

Thar is simply the immediate sit-

algm, Serious moves W capitalism
would make things far, far worse. Gri-
gory Yavlinsky estimates there will be
more than 20 million unemployed and
@ 20 per cent fall in living standards in
the first year alone. That is what the
Econpmist means by *Free Fall'. Such
an ¢conomic programme could only be
carricd out by a capitalist dictatorship.

This is indeed explicitly recognised
by the more serious bourgeois com-
mentators: “Duning all times, in all
countries, an extensive reform effort
was carried through only by those
leaders who were reasonably authori-
tarian. Never and nowhere had g tran-
sition of society to a qualitatively new
status been accomplished during, let's
say, a [llounshing parliameniary
democracy,” argued Sergei Stanke-
vich, a ¢lose Yelisin adviser,

Or more gencrally for Eastern Eu-
rope: ‘It is unlikely to be an accident
that many successful stabilisations
cum market-oricnied reforms  have
taken place wnder authoritarian or
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semi-authoritarian regimes (as in Tai-
wun, South Korea, Singapore, Chile or
WMexico), or under foreign occupation
(a5 in pust-war Germany and Japan). It
is similarly no accident that the east
Asian record of market-oriented inter-
ventionism, proposed as a model by
Stanley Katz 15 also a record of politi-
cal authoriarianism.” This was the
analysis of Martin Wolf in the Finan-
cial Times on 9 May,

Or again, Jonathan Eyel, director of
studics at the Royal United Services
Insuiate, noted: ‘Market economy is
now increasingly associated with rob-
ber barons, theft and greed. East Eu-
rope’s dwindling Thatcherites are al-
ready miving way to people who
advecate an authoritarian, state con-
rislled economic transformation of the
kind achieved by Far Eastern states
previously... what began as a wonder-
ful dream almost two years ago may
yet be transformed into Europe's
nightmare.” (The Guardian % October)

The dislocation and fall in living
siandards of the working class is so
drastic, and the social base for capital-
ism so narrow, that it's simply im-
possihle Lo introduce it without dicta-
tarship: *A revolution supported by the
praletariat must reduce the relative po-
sition of that cluse in favour of a middie
and upper middle class that either does
not exist, or 1o the extent that its does
consists largely of the communist
nomenklatura. The democratic process
allows full expression of the fears of
those who can see what they will lose
in the newr werm; it can barely represent
thase whose (uture gains are obscure
or altogether invisible.” (Wolf op cit)

Thus having sold the peoples of
Eastern Europe the idea that demoe-
racy was impossible without capital-
ism. the think tanks of capital now
argue that only dictatorship can ¢stab-
lish capitallsm — and above all in the
USSR where capitalism has been 1ell-
ing us for 70 years that the problem is
precisely lack of democracy.

The social base that is emerging for
such a reintroduction of capitalism is
also hardly inspiring: ‘“Initially much
of the new business class will be hardly
distinguishable from spivs and mafio-
gi. The day of the carpet bagger
looms... the real need now is 1o allow
those who know how o miake money
to emerge from obscurity and go for it
They will be the middle class of the
future. Significantly, it was precisely
such people the biznissmen.. who
flocked w Mr Yeltsin's banner [rom
the outset of the coup. Russia needs
more of them,” was the Financial Ti-
mess comment on 1 October.

This also requires a mew moral
order for the USSR, As Anatoly Kalet-

‘The
Russian
working
class did
not respond
to Yeltsin's
call far a
general
Firike'

sky argucd in the Financial Times on
20 August 1990 ‘Today it is the mer-
chant and even the “speculator™, not
the engineer and scientist, who must
become the hero figure in Soviet life.”

A reprcsentative of this emerging
class of Russian proprietors beauti-
fully summed up its different relations
to a Gorbachev as opposed 1o its now
direct representalives: ‘Mr Garbachev
has released a genie that will not go
back into the bottle. He cannol tum
kack since he can no longer rely on the
support of the Communist old guard,
such as Ligachev or the lower echelons
of the buregucracy. He has only one
option to move forward. To do this he
must align himself with his real sup-
porters those who have altempted to
put his reforms into pracice. These are
those in the cooperatives [small pri-
vale businesses] who are atlempling to
devise new solutions although not
communist o today's prohlems...
There is a new breed of man in the
Soviet Union today: a radical, edu-
cated and committed patriotic entre-
preneur, Even [ am surprised at the
speed and extent of this phenomenon,
If the West wants constructive reform
in the Soviet Union then it should not
support Mr Gorbachev directly. In-
sicad it should support the inde-
pendent-thinking part of the civic so-
ciety which i becoming the main prop
for his reforms. (Victor Viadimirovich
Aksyutich, editor of Vibor [Choice] a
cooperative venture, FT'5 April 1989)

In other words Gorbachev's policy
could only be a bridge to more fun-
damental class forces — the capitalists
themselves, Furthermore the ‘spivs
and malipsi® of the emerging Russian
bourgeoisic are only able to display
any courage because they know that
behind them stands international capi-
tal. As Troisky put it in 1929: 'How-
ever weak our national bourgeoisie
may be, it is conscious, and nghily so,
of being part of the world bourgeoisie,
and it serves as a ransmission belt of
world impenialism.'(Writings 1929,
pl18).

Confronted with this rend, the role
remaining to Gorbachey is to disor-
ganise those parts of the former Com-
munist Party who wish (o block a tran-
sition to capitalism. Thus il was
Guorbachev who was the direct instru-
ment of de facto dissolving the CPSU
— spomething Yelisin was nol strong
enough to do — after the coup.

N oneatheless the problem for Yelisin
is that, however much intema-
tional capital would like him to suc-
ceed, directly capitalist forces are very
weak in the intemal relation of forces
in the USSR and not in control of the
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core of the cconomy or the armed
forces. You simply cannot fin an econ-
omy the size of the Soviet Union on the
hasis of “spivs and speculators’ let
alone construct a social and political
bloc capable of commanding sustained
popular support. 1t is for that reason
that the role of Gorbachev in disorga-
nising potential opposition from ex-
Communist Party forces is stll crucial.
To give some idea of that, figures
quoted by the IMF in its study of the
Soviel economy indicate that the tum-
over of the cooperatives, which are
privale businesses, has increased near-
ly two thousand fold between 1957 and
today. That is a spectacular increase, 1o
some 215,000 cooperatives employing
5.2m people. But it is still only 3.5 per
cent of otal employment and the Rus-
sian government itself estimales there
are only 29,000 private farmers in Rus-
sia.

These lorces are, of course, being
supplemented by a headlong rush of
sections of the former communist
nomenklatura to eslablish themselves
as capitalists. Anders Aslund estimates
in the Ukraine alone young communist
officials have formed 1,500 enter-
prises at the expense of the stae —
sclling themselves the state assels they
control at very low prices. And we can
add 1o this social blee for capitalism
those professional layers who might
rcasonably expect a sharp increase in
their own personal living standards in
a capitalist society — dociors, slate
functionaries, higher technicians,
MAanagers, eic.

But still this is not a powerful social
base from which to scck o impose an
economic catastrophe on the biggest
working class in the world. The
strength of this pro-capilalist bloc in
fact derives not from its positive pro-
gramme but from the massive opposi-
tion 1o Stalinism and the dreadful
weakness of a coherent socialist politi-
cal aliemative within the working
class created by Stalinism.

Fear of that the working class is
precisely what has blocked the various
proposals for restoring capitalism from
the Shatalin plan 10 Yelisin's repeated
veloing of proposals to end subsidies
on basic necessitics in Russia. The
problem now for Yelisin is that he di-
rectly holds the reins of power and will
be held directly responsible for the
state of the economy. He has the op-
portunity {0 implement his plan for
capitalism. Since the coup, for all the
ideological commitment to the market
what has actually happened is that fear
of political opposition has led polit-
cians in the different republics to con-
tinug 1o try @ buy working class sup-
port.
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According to Arnold Voilukov, the
deputy chair of Goshank, whilst na-
ticnal income dechined by 13 per cont
inthe first cight monthsof 1991, wages
and bonus payments rose by 45 per
cenl and the budget deficit of the union
and republics combined has now
reached 23 per cent of GDP. The result
15 galloping inflation with maore bank
notes ponted in Avgost than in the
whole of 1990,

There 15 me evidence of substantial
active waorking class support for the
mirkcl, This was clear in the course of
the coupitsell, Despite aUempls 1o cre-
dte a myth of a *second Russian revol-
ution” after the event the Fact is that the
Russian working class did not respond
o Yeliin's calls for g general strike
and mass demonstrations.

To show. that we will take a sclec-
tion of repurts from those with no rea-
son to undarpluy the response. John
Simpson for the BBC pointed out that
the mobilisations in Moscow com-

pared nnfavourably in absolule size o
those in the Baltic states which have
only a fraction of the populations.

James Adams, defence correspond-
ent of Sunday Times noted on 25 Au-
gust: ‘In the early part of last week
there was no sign of any significant
mobilisation. “This was not a revol-
ution that failed because of people
power,” said one Western intelligence
source, “There were fewer people on
the streets than the plotters might have
expected. It failed because they did not
put encugh troops on the ground or use
them effectively.™

Mark Frankland, in the Observer
concluded on the same day: *The Mos-
cow working class has nol been promi-
nent in the Russian democratic move-
ment and it did not heed Boris
Yelisin's call for a general sirike
though most other large groups of wor-
kers did not cither, apart from miners
in the Siberian Kuzbass." On the mo-
bilisation cutside the Russian parlia-

‘Yeltsin's
attemp!i 1o
transfer
control of
key
institutions
of the Union
fo Russia
collided
with the
ather
republics’

ment he noted: “The nomber of those
who stayed overnight outside was very
much smaller: on the dangerous, foully
wet night of Tuesday, it was perhaps
10,000,

The Guardian reporied on 21 Au-
gust: ‘the response [to Yeltsin's sirike
call] in industry as a whole was apa-
theuc."

There were somewhat larger dem-
onstrations in Leningrad but the army
was not on the streets of the city.

The fact that the working class did
not strike or march in support of Yeli-
sin, cerainly indicated no support
whatever for those who organised it,
but equally it showed no great enthusi-
asm for the market amongst the Rus-
sian working class.

Outside Russia, the Ukraing and
Kazakhstan adopied a wait and see at-
titude and opposed Yelisin's call for a
general strike. They enly came out
clearly against it when it was clear it
would collapse, For different reasons

No future for capitalist democracy in Eastern Europe

The one thing the revolutons
in Eastern Europe will not se-
cure is democracy. The intro-
duction of capitalism has
meank: a massive rise in unem-
ployment, attacks on welfare
and slate benefits, attacks on
the rights of women and a hor-
riflying upsurge in racist and
fascist  activily. Democratic
rights only recently won are al-
ready being eroded.

In Hungary the ruling
Democratic Forum has an-
nounced plans to  introduce
strict controls over the media,
including lelevision and radio.
Istvan Csurka, the anti-semitic
vice-president, has demanded a
campaign of ‘fear’ be conducted
againat ex-communists under a
slogan of: Those who lie
should be afraid,” (Independent 7
Seplember).

InPoland, Lech Walesa is de-
manding special ‘executive’
powers in  order to push
through the market reforms: ‘1
am nnlgry about what | can and
what 1 can’t dao... I am head of
the armed forces; I nominated
the prime minister in your (the
Sejm’s) name. Everything is
mine — and il is worse than it
was before. Very often I have
doubts whether evolution from
the communist syslem is
possible, or whether different
methods — though, strong, rev-
olutionary methods, using fear
(are needed) lo re-orient the
economy. [ don't know yel
which it will beS (Financal
Titmes 3 September),

Party X, led by Tyminski, the
right wing populist ex-patriot

business man, who came run-
ner up lo Walesa in the
gresidenlial elections, has been
anned from participation in
the elections, During his visit to
the United States in july Walesa
inquired of the US government
what would be its attitude to his
imposing a state of siege.

In the Baltic Republics viol-
ations of democratic rights are
being carried out by the very
same people who called for
their democratic right to inde-
pendence.

The worst case is Lithuania.,
One of the first acts of the
newly independent Landsber-

i reg';mc was Lo allack the Pol-
ish minorily closing down Pol-
ish Tun regional councils.

The most extreme act of the
Lithuanian government, how-
ever, has been to attempt to re-
habilitate hundreds of war
eriminals convicted of collabor-
ating with the Nazis during
World War I1. Even the strongly
pro-Baltics Newsweek pointed
out on 16 September that the
Lithuanian collaborators were
described as having ‘a reputa-
tion as being among the worst
Nazi collaborators ﬂ!‘lr*]'ltl‘f i
{who) worked with “indescrib-
able brutality”... The 11th and
12th Lithuanian Police Batta-
lions, paramilitary umils that
collaborated with the CGermans,
were known for the fearsome
efficiency with which th
helped to liquidate Jews.” Al-
maost the entire Jewish popula-
tion of Lithuania was wiped out

during the war.

In Croatia the most famous
statement of its president
Tudjman was that he thanked
god his wife was ‘neithera Serb
nor a Jew." The Croatian state
during World War [T was a Nazi
puppet regime under the Usta-
sha, However, Dobroslav Para-
?2, president of the Hos
Croatian Defence Association)
with 15000 armed members,
declared that the Ustasha was:
‘too liberal in the eyes of the
Croatoan people. If it had
achieved what it set out to do,
we would not be in this posilion
now." (Cuardian 16 October) It
‘set gut’ to eradicate Jews and
Serbs.

In Georgia the right wing
President Camszakhurdia,
brought the country to the
brink of civil war by arrest of
opposition leaders. Gamsak-
hurdia threatened to deprive of
citizenship anyone who did not
vote for independence.

Similar threats on citizen-
ship have been made in Latvia
and Moldova. In Latvia auto-
matic cilizenship has been
granted nn:y to those who were
citizens before 1940! The status
of the 40 per cent Russian mi-
nority is unclear (Financial Times
10 October), In Moldova it was
declared that ‘honest people
who had not smeared them-
selves by collaboration with the
crimi leaders of the coup
d'etat will remain fully fledged
qtizens of the republic.” This
did not appear to include the

650,000 strong Russian and
Turkish minorities. (Financial
Times 29 August)

These allacks on democracy
are in addition to the general
asssaull on women's rights
across Eastern Europe — par-
ticularly the right to abortion,
which is under threat in Eastern
Cermany, under the terms of re-
unification and Poland, wherea
commission examining abor-
tion law is recommending a two
year imprisonment for any
women or doctors having or
performing abortions.

Racist attacks are endemic
across Eastern Europe.

The aboveare simply the first
wave of attacks on democracy
in Eastern Europe — occurring
when the democratic rhetoric
used by the capitalist forces in
the struggle against Stalinism
is still current, while imperial-
ism still requires a democratic
cover for ils assaull on the
USSR, and the full weight of
the economic enllapse follow-
inlﬁ the reintroduction of capi-
talism has not yet developed. It
is therefore quile clear that
these steps will be followed by
further, more severe, attacks on
democracy.

Bourgenis democracy will
probably be able to sustain it-
self in the ‘weslern tier’ of East-
ern Europe — certainly Ger-
many, and probably Czechoslo-
vakia and Hungary. But East of
that the dynamic towards capi-
talist dictaiorship is clear.

BERNADETTE MILLS
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Geprgia  and  Armenia likewise
avoided committing themsclves, The
alher Central Asian republics basically
supported it The Baltic states and
Muolduva seized upon the coup it to
push for independence.

Finally, although the impenalist
stites quickly rallied to Yeltsin, their
initial reaction was most cautious sim-
ply demanding the new government
rospect previous inlerational commilt-
Mments.

In fact the coup failed, not because
il confronted significant muass resist-
ance, nor because any significant part
of the army defccted to Yeltsin, nor
because of international pressure, but
because the majority of the military
commantg and the CPSU leadership
gontinued o support Gorbachey,

Newsweek teporied: *One of the
leaders of the Alpha Group KGB
squad said: “We could have fulfilled
our task [slorming the Russan parlia-
ment] in 20 o 30 minutes.” (9 Septermn-
per) and Yelsin specilically thanked
the KGB commanders for reflusing to
oy 50,

The degisive meeting was that of
the semior commanders of the general
staflf, ‘ar the defence minisiry, on the
Tugsday night which decided that they
wiould not arder the soldiers to fire on
the demonstrators, The attempt (o con-
vene a meeting of the CC of the Soviet
Communist Party (CPSU) 1o endorse
the coup also failed because they could
not gel quorem, i¢ the authors of the
COup Were i minority.

The majority of the leading siaff of
the state apparatus remained loyal to
Giorbachey — it was not shattered de-
feated in a collision with mass opposi-
i,

Just weeks alier the failure of the
coup there are the first signs of stirring
against the Russian govemnment in the
Russian working class. According to
TASS on 9 Ociaber the Russian trade
unions threatened Lo stage a one-hour
warning strike on 13 November. TASS
said the Federation of Russian Inde-
pendent Trade Unions was demanding
witge indexation, privatisation 'which
did not harm" working people, and the
publication of ‘a convincing and clear
government plan to tackle the econ-
omic crisis.’

It 15 precisely any such plan that the
government lacks,

The second problem for Yeltsin is
the republics. The initial test of
strength between Yeltsin's Russian
gavernment, the republics and the all-
union state apparatus came immedi-
atcly after the coup. Yeltsin was able
1o temporanly ban the Communist
press, humiliate Gorbachev, secure ap-

: = : i
pointments acceptable o him at the
head of the KGE, Delence Ministry
and laterior Ministry and the intesim
all-Union govermment and begin &
purge of the siate apParatus.

Yeltsin was able to push Garbachev
i endorse. and propose to the Supreme
Soviet, the suspension of the Com-
munist Party and seizure o s
property, The Russian government
emerged with the decisive palitical in-
itative, but withour a state apparatus,
abave ull without a military force of its
own, The armed forces were intact,
though with the supporiers of the
putsch greatly weakened and even the
supporters  of  Gorbachev  losing
ground. In order (o proceed further
Yeltsin had tohave the support of Gor-
bachev — which is what he was given.
Yelsin aimed to scize control of the
Soviet state apparatus for himsell,

But Yeltsin's atlempl o wansler
control of the key institutions of the
Union 1o Russian control immedliately
collided with the other republics
whose position vis a vis the centre had
also been greatly suengthened by the
collapse of the coup.

Yelwin and the Russian pgovern-
ment issued decrees transferring con-
trol of all-union institutions 1o the Rus-
sian  government  including:  all
enlerprizes and resources on Russian
territory, Russian control over gll fin-
ancial and curreney dealings and trans-
actons in precious siones and metals,
control over the Soviet finance minis-
{ry, the state bank (Gosbank) and the
Bank for Foreign economic relations
(Vneshekonomobank), Sovicl stale
TV and radia, all povermment com-
munications, the KGB and CPSU
archives,

But this met a storm of protest from
the other republics which one after an-
other bad followed up the collapse of
the coup with their owndeclarations of
sovercignly or independence. In some
republics nationalist separatists wereg

&

The
Economic
Crisis puls
pressire on
every
répubiican
leadership
o fuang on
to whalever
it can’
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alresdy in control and took the oppor-
tunily to gel ontof the union — as with
the Baltic states, Armenia, Georgia
and Moldova (as a first swep towards
unity with Romania). In Azéerbaijan
and the Central Asian repoblics the
‘ex'-Communists govermments  as-
serted their sovercignty o prevent the
Russian purge and witch hunt of Com-
munists being extended and o iry to
head off their own nationalist move-
ments, In the Ukraine, the ¢x-Com-
munists are under iniense pressure
from the nationalists with both an -
dependence relerendum and presiden-
tial election on | December.

Ukrainian leader Leonid Kravehuk
argued thal: “There is fear that the gov-
ernment is being {ormed by the repre-
sentatives of only one republic.” Ka-
zakhstan also announced its national
sovercignly.,  Announcing Uzbekis-
tan's independence, Islam Karimoy at-
tacked ‘the contol over the union ad-
minisiration by Russian nominees.'

The Russian ‘Tiberals’ responded
with crude threats. Yelisin's press spo-
kcaman announced that Russia might
wunl Lo reconsider its borders with re-
publics leaving the union, specifically
lnoking at the Donbass region of the
Ukraine: and northern  Kazakhstan
Anatoly Sobchak, mayor of Lening-
rad, said: “Khruschev's gift of Crimea
to the Ukraing shoyld no longer be
olerated.” The ‘liberal” Sobchak later
spelt put the spirit in which he pro-
pascs o conduct relations with not-
Russians: *“Russia will be dictating 1o
the republics and not vice versa. This
is whal they have to realise.” (Mews-
week & September)

Nursultan Nazarbayev, president of
Kazakhstan, responded that civil war
could break out if Russia re-ppened the
border issue.

‘Republics outside Russia bristled
with fear that, having saved the
country from diciatorship, Boris Yelt-
sin was seeking to re-impose a new
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Ruszian dikwat on the rest of the
country.” (FT 29 August)

The immediate crisis was defused
by the Soviet and Russian parliaments
despatching peace delegations 1o the
Ukraine and Kazakhstan — with Sob-
chak booed by the crowds outside the
Ukrainian parliament. Leonid Krav-
chuk made clear: “We must renounce
any aciion which would revive imper-
jalist ambitions. If we fail w do 5o, 1l
would lead to violenge™ (FT 30 Au-
2usL)

By the end of the week of the coup
the rush to immediate Russian control
of Soviet institutions wits halled, Tem-
porary apreements were concloded
with the Ukraine and Kazakhsian
which relerred o ‘the former Sovict
Union®. The decision for Russians 1o
tike over top jobs Al union institulions,
in particular Goshank and Vneshekon-
omobank, was cancelled.,

This clash pave Gorbachey morg
roon for manocuvre, o bonapartist
role, between Russia and the other re-
publics. The outcome was registercd at
the Congress of Peoples' Depulics
with the key bodies giving equal
weight to the republics, the role of the
president, Garbachev, greatly reduced
but still there, and, significantly, the
maintenance of a single Soviet military
command and armed forces. The ter-
rain of the coming test of strength is
also yuite clear — the strugpele over the
extent and formof an econamie union,
whether the Sovietl armed [orces re-
man intagt, and the degree of in-
flugnce of the Russian government
over both.

In this, the next decisive st of
strength s likely 1o be between Russia
and the Ukraine.

he economic cTisis £xeris immense

pressure on every  republican
leadership to hang on to whatever it
can for 18 own population — however
irrational from the standpoinl of the
urion gconomy as a whole and even for
its'own long term interests ., Thus the
Ukraine, by far the most imporntant re-
public afler Russia, accounting for a
quarter of Soviet industrial cutput and
a third of agriculture, has banned coal
mines and collective farms (rom mak-
ing baner deals with pariners outside
the republic.

Yavlinsky's first draft for a new
economic union, approved on 16 Sep-
tember by the leaders of 10 republics,
foresaw a banking union, a common
currency, and a free flow of goods and
services, equal righis [or all businesscs
in the republics, a rapid transition to
free prices for most products, and a
common labour markel. Since then
there have been constant alterations.

Growing Russian chavvinism from
the Yeltsin camp — which appears 1o
have little other way forward — sim-
ply fuels the conflicts, At the mesting
of the IMF in Bangkok, Yavlinsky
himself, responded to the vice chair of
the Ukraine's central bank objections
to & single economic space based on a
single corrency, by saying: “You
haven®t been a country for hundreds of
thousands of years, so why should you
be a country now?” (Times, 15 Oc-
tober) In the same vein Gennady Bur-
bulis, the Russian State Secretary and
right hand person of Yeltsin, declared
o the Russian parliament: “Russia is
the only republic that could and must
become the rightful inheritor of the
former Soviet power.” According to
the Wall Street Journal on 2 October:
‘that statement split Mr Yelisin's en-
tourage in two and sent shudders
through other republics already nery-
ous of Russian chauvinism.” An emer-
gency session of the Russian cabinet
on 21 Scptember reportedly accused
Ivan Silayev of little short of treason
because he proposed rescinding de-
crees transferring union property to
Russia,

A break down of economic rela-
tions between the republics would
have devastating consequences, The
Soviel economy is (otally integrated,
far more so than the Common Market,
The republics’ industrial structures are
construcied as 50 many cogs in 4 vast
Sovict wheel and make no sense out-
side that contexL

This is5 compounded by the sheer
scale of the plants. The IMF report on
the Soviel economy reports ‘an esti-
mated 30-40 per cent of total industrial
output is accounted for by products for
which there is but a single manufac-
turer’. According to the CLA: *The So-
viet Union's enlire output of potato,
com and cotton harvesting machinery
comes from single factories all in dif-
ferent republics,.” (Beyond Perestroi-
ka, May 1991). All oil producing
equipment, for example, is produced in
Azerbaijan. The Byelorussia chemical
industry is supplicd entirely by oil
[rom Russia at a fraction of the world
price.

At the same time the results of a
breakdown of the union would not be
symelrical. Russia is far more self suf-
ficient than any other republic with
only 18 per cent of its industrial pro-
duction destined for other republics,
compared to 40 per cent of ihe
Ukraine's and 70 per cent of Byelorus-
sia's. Russia accounts for 91 per cent
of oil and gas production, 85 per cem
of paper, 63 per cent of electricity, 60
per cent of cement, elc.

As the Guardian noted on 28 Au-

9

'"The issue of
the army
could come
to g head
relatively

rapidly’

gust: "The Russians and the Ukrai-
nians can go it alone and impaose econ-
omic impositions on the rest, even in-
cluding the Baluc states, that will
make the shorages of the last fow
months look, in retrospect, like a gokd-
cn era.’ But both, and especially the
Ukraine, without cheap ail from Rus-
sia, would stll be thrown back mass-
ively by a break up of the union. With-
out the 52 million strong Ukraine, the
USSR would no longer be a super-
power,

That economic stucture gives Rus-
sia preai leverage w force the other
republics into line, with the threat that
those which do not participate will be
charged world market prices for ther
raw materials — bankrupting them,
Some in the Russian government are
demanding that it docs this anyway,
Rulskai, the Russian vice-president re-
sponded to Yaviinsky's plan, by
saying Russia should no longer be a
‘milch cow’ for the other republics.
Among the conditions the Russian par-
liamentary leadership have laid down
for signing any economic agreementis
that there must be no common devel-
opment fund to help the poorer repub-
lics. Yeltsin has also called for a new
Russian currency Lo protect Russian
interests and ruled out giving a Soviet
central bank control over the Russian
central bank.

he biggest conllict is looming with

the Ukraine. 118 Prime Minister,
Vitold Fokin, has threatened to estab-
lish dircct economic ties with the au-
lonpmous republics within Russia if
Russia cuts off oil shipments or makes
claims on the Crimea.

Both the Ukrainian nationalists and
the ex-Communists, led by Kravehuk,
are campaigning for a “yes' vote in the
1 December independence referen-
dum. The nationalists gained a ma-
jority in the Ukrainian parliament at
the beginning of September and are
putting the ex-Communist administra-
tion of Kravchuk under intense press-
ung,
The nationalists say an independent
Ukraine will carry through a rapid
market reform including massive pri-
vatisation. A western team, including
GeolTrey Howe, visited the Ukraine at
the end of December to help draft its
own cconomic reform, privatision, o
start at the beginning of next year, One
of the team, George Soros, explained:
‘1 think it is easier to guide the Ukraine
into a democratic, market orienied
cconomy than it is to reform Russia
because there is a unifying force herc:
they all want to break with Mascow. It
is very difficolt to break with Moscow
in Moscow." Kravchuk, is compeling

L e
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with the nationalists’s chetoric, but
claims an independent Ukraine will
have lower prices.

Eoth currents agree that the nuclear
weapons in the Ukraine should not be
moved to Russia as Yeltsin has pro-
posed. Kravchuk has signed a decree
prohibiting any movement of nuclear
weapons unless the republic’s parlia-
ment is consulted. Tvan Plyushch, de-
puty chair of the Ukrainian Supreme
Soviet says: "We're  calegorically
against dismantling nuclear warheads,
If we say lake them away, where will
they go? To Ruossia? Why should
they?'

volodomir Filenko, deputy leader
of the Narodna Rada opposition, is
evien more explicit *“Most MPs agree
we cannot just give the weapons 1o
Russia. 1t would upset the balance be-
tween Russia and the Ukraine. We're
afraid of Russia, if you like. We're

fighting for independence from Rus-
siaz. We cannot say there is a nuclear
threat, but they did recently raise terni-
tomal claims.' (Guardian 4 October).
Kazakhstan has taken a similar po-
sition, with president Nursultan Nazar-
bayev saying on US ABC TV: "Ka-
zakhstan  has  received nuclear
weapons and should keep them in Fu-
ture. We cannot allow other republics,
even the largest of them, 10 control
nuclear weapons on our soil.” Both
want nuclear weapons 1o be under the
eollective control of the republics.

T he Ukrainian parliament has also
approved the formation of inde-
pendent Ukrainian armed forces and
security forces. Eventually, according
to the Fingncial Times, they intend o
have up to 420,000 soldicrs — one of
the biggest armics in Euwrope. The
Ukraine refused 1o even attend the

Declaration by the hitiating Group for the
Association of Russian Left Forces of
Socialist Orientation

Dear [ellow citizens and com-
rade Commumnists!

We are appealing lo you
with a call to begin speedy
wark for the creation on the
basis of Lhe progressive
forces of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union of a
new Russian party, uniting
left forces of socialist orienta-
tion. It is bitter [or us to ac-
knowledge, but the CP5LI as
a political structure in its pre-
vious form has exhausted it-
self, has lost trust, and has in
fact ceased ils existence,

It bears responsibility be-
fore the people, millions of
ordinary people, betrayed in
their expectations, and has
brought on itself a grievous
time of discord, lawlessness
and poverty. This is a tragedy
for millions of Communists.
But it pales before that pro-
found shock, inta which
long-sulfering Russia has
been plunged. It is precisely
in these days, dramatic, but
also [illed with new expecta-
tions, thal we propose the
unity of all those who
preserve their political en-
ergy and capacity for ativity
in the name of ¢ivil harmony,
of the peaceful, comstitu-
tional way out for the country
from chaos and disintegra-
tion, and of the deep renewal
of the whole of our life.

Today there is the possi-
bility of creating a non-bure-

aucralic and s-tmnf party of
like-minded people, united
around healthy ideas, noble
goals, and comradeship. This
will be a party of Freedom,
Truth, Justice, and Equality,
A party recognising the para-
mouni value of the human
being as an individual. Each
honourable toiler, each Rus-
sian can reckon on its sup-
port, and defence from ty-
ranny, unemployment and
destitution. Our compatriots,
wherever they find them-
selves, may be sure of consisi-
ent upholding of their inter-
esls,

These ideas, which find
their reflection in the new
Programme of the CP'SL ‘So-
cialism, Democracy, FPro-
gress', underlie the position
of the Russian Party of Lelt
Forces of Socialist Orlenfa-
tion. Defending sodalist
values, showing sobriety and
consislency, we are obliged to
learn mutual understanding
and common aclivity with all
those for whom the para-
moun! goal is the creation of
a democratic state with the
highest level of welfare forits
citizens. It is esseéntial to de-
fend sociely from left and
ripht exitremism and adven-
turism of whatever form,
wherever they come from.
The truly democratic f[orces
of Russia will receive, in the
form of the new Party, their
principal ally. Since we main-

tain fidelity to the interna-
tional friendship of peoples,
we consider it importani also
to: creatre a mechanism for
common activity with our fel-
low-thinkers in the other re-
publics.

Comrades, we invite all
those who share our posi-
tions, to set up regional initia-
live groups and to prepare for
the convening of a republican
canstitutive conference in the
last ten days of Oclober this
year.

Chur contact telephones in
Moscow:451-12-84, 298-00-25,
205-44-T1.

Signed: A Denisoy, Peoples
Deputy of the USSE; A
Maltsey, First Secretary of
Nizhegorod City Committee
of the Party, City Soviel
Deputy; V Sevastyanov,
Peoples Deputy of the
RSFSR, Cosmanaut of the
USS5R; A Solovyey, Peoples
Deputy of H'le‘HSFSR, Head
Doctior at a Moscow
Hospital; R Medvedey,
Peoples Deputy of the
USSR; G Sklyar, First
Secretary of lie Obninsk
City Commillee of the Party,
Deputy for the Kaluzhskaya
Region of the City Soviel;
Ribkin, Peoples gr uty of
the RSFSR; N Solodya
Peoples Def(l;t}r of the
RSFSHK; Ye Krasnitskiy,
worker, Sankt Peterburg; Yu
Lavrenev, worker, Moscow.

ova,

Pravda, 3 October 1991
I

meeting in October where eight other
republics agreed 1o a single umion
army. Forty two per centof the officers
in the Soviet army are Ukrainian and
they are all being invited to return
home. The Ukrainian parlisment is
also demanding control of all troaps
gtationed on its territory, 1.5 million
goldiers, and has said that only those
divisions which agree to this will be
given the coupons needed 1o buy food
in Lhe Ulkraine,

The issue of the army could come to
a head relatively rapidly. A Soviet tank
division in the Ukraine, the 48th army
division, has defied orders from Mos-
cow 1o move o the Caucasus, and
placed itsclf under the command of the
Ukrainian parliament.

According to Ukrainian Mimister of
Defence, Muajor General Konstantin
Morozov: “We nced our own army to
protect the Ukraine from palace coups
in Moscow. The people of the Ukraine
need to know that we are a real state
with our own army.' (FT 12 October)

The Ukrainian govemmment is also
linking up with the other republics, for
example at a meeting at Tallinn, the
Estonian capital, in September, o op-
pose Russia laking control of all-
Union property.

Concerning the other republics, the
independence of the Baltic states has
been recognised. Moldova has de-
clared its independence — with the
100 MPs representing the Russian and
Turkish minoritics, boycotting the ses-
gion. Its final goal is unification with
Romania. Armenia voted overwhelm-
ingly for independence on 24 Septem-
ber. Georgia is locked in interal con-
flict.

In Azerbaijan and the Central Asian
republics ex-Communist forces are
strongly entrenched and using their in-
creased independence (o iry to defend
their position, In Uzbekistan anti-com-
munist demonsirations were still being
broken up weeks after the coup. Russia
is, however, slarling 0 intervene
against them, as with Anatoly Sob-
chak’s trip to Tadjikistan, to persuade
the parliament there to renew its ban
on the Communist Parly and remove
its leader from the presidency.

But the Soviet Union was not a
simple ‘Russian empire’ — notwith-
sianding Stalin and his successors’
gross violations of national rights. The
Czarist Russian empire would have
met the same fate as the Ouoman em-
pire — divided up between more
powerful imperialists — if it had not
been overthrown by the October so-
cialist revolution. As we arc seeing it
cannot be held together on the basis of
the re-introduction of capitalism —
gither of a free union of capitalist
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states, givien the economic collapse
capitalism would bring, nor is there
any evidence that a capitalist Russia
could sustain in the long term the type
of lascist or semi-fascist digtalorship
over the union g5 whole that would be
nocessary o maimigin its umity on 3
bourgeois basis.

In Russia the beginning of the elimi-
nation of democracy was scen in
Yelsin's move W rapidly oy o pul in
place his own regime ouiside the con-
ol of even the Russian parliament
His personal representatives were des-
patched 1w all regions of Russia, and a
State Council, appointed by him, over-
sees foreign policy, wnternal security
and finance.

But serious divisions have emerged
within the Russian government under
the pressure of the rising economig
erisis and the fact that none of Yeli-
sin's supporters has a plan to deal with
it. Tn Moscow there were protests
against the powers Yelisin conferred
on Gavril Popoy, the mayor, over-rid-
ing the Moscow city council. Banners,
{or example, told Yeltsin 1o keep his
hands off Moscow.

Muost imporiantly for the long term,
Yeltsin has been unable Lo ke control
of the Soviet armed forces on Russian
territory, The highly paid national
guard hi is planning obviously does
not remotely  solve this problem —
that the crushingly dominant military
{orce on the territory is outside his
cantrol,

The Moscow busingss community
has itself boen emboldened since the
coup,. They were enraged by Popov's
powers 1o ¢ul or [reese prices and
threatened: “to leave Moscow a gra.
veyard in which Popov and Lurhkov
will govern muasses of unemployed.’
(FT 13 September) Aflcr being
charged by Georgy Matiukhin, chairof
the Russian central bank, with launde-
ring money for organised crime and
charging many times the agreed inter-
est rate, the leaders of Russia's boom-
ing commercial banks denounced Ma-
tivkhin's ‘harsh and anti-markect
regime” and vowed o draft their own
legislution for the Russian parliament.

When the Russian parliament op-
ened in Yeltsin's absence, deputics
queved up o attack Yelwsin for sireng-
thening his exceutive powers at the
parliament's expense and passed a res-
olution criticising the Russian govemn-
ment and demanded Yeltsin bring for-
ward a plan (o stabilise the economy.

Yeltsin also began to be attacked [or
surrounding  himselfl with his old
cronies from Sverdlovsk, Leonid Kat-
kin, a leader of the right wing Demo-
crauc Russia movement said of Yelt-

sin's prefects: ‘Some are nothing but
thugs whaose appointment offended
local democrats.” (Fnternational Her-
ald Tribune 11 October) As criticism
of Yellsin gained legitimacy, the libe-
ral newspaper Komsomolskaya Prav-
da, wamed in a fronl page arnicle:
‘Russia is sliding towards a presiden-
tial monarchy.’

Thus by October Yeltsin had al-
ready lost much of the momentum that
he gained during and immediately

Russian [nformation Agency reportad
he was advised not to hold the local
elections due on 24 November because
he was likely to lose most of them,
(Guardian 12 Oclober)

This situation creates time, limited
time — an interregnum betwesn lwo
dictatorships — for the left. Those who
oppose the restoration of capitalism
therefore have the opportunity to or-
ganise themselves and clanifly their
programme. The choice is brual.

after the coup — 1o the extent that the

Either the Sovicl

Union will he

Moscow appeal for a
Party of Labour

A mew political situation has
been created in our count
During the events of August
12 to 21 1991, the people dem-
onstrated their refusal to live
like in (he past and their
determination to defend the
elected authorities. Nonethe-
less the crisis in our country
is not over. It is essential to
find a rapid way to lift the
economy out of chaos, rees-
tablish normal economic re-
lations between regions and
enterprises, and to provide
sufficient goods for the con-
sumer market.

The dominant forces in the
couniry, whalever nuances
one might find, are all united
in their belief that the
country’s problems ¢an only
be resolved by wide pri-
vatisation, a massive appeal
to foreign capital and the sys-
tematic defence of private en-
trepreneurs and the new pos-
sessing classes issuing from
the old bureaucratic nomen-
klatura. The desire to create a
‘radiant capitalist future’, ex-
presses ilself by the rejection
of everything that can, in one
way or another, be associaled
with socialism, incuding
elementary social guaraniees
such as the right to work, free
education and heallth care.

We consider thal the una-
nimity of the viclors is dan-
gerous above all in the ab-
sence of opposition; without
the representation of alterna-
live positions in the organs of
power there will not be a real
democracy, If the majority of
the present ruling majority
assume the objective of de-
fending entrepreneurs, we
state that our nt';iective is be-
fore all else the !l:lm of the
wage-eamin ation.

%‘he dmc? Hp:r&m totalita-
rian Communist regime has
brought discredit on socialist
values and on the very idea of
the emancipation of labour.
But these values did not arise

i1

from the armchairs of intel-
lectuals, they spring from the
need for a political defence of
the workers. The defeat of the
CP5U at last opens the possi-
bility of creating an authentic
left-wing movement that can
give expression to this need.

Society needs a mass party
that can defend:

The right to work;

The reform of the system
of social guarantees;

Economic democracy,
warkers® participation in the
enterprises, in the making of
decisions about their materi-
al situation and their condi-
tions of work;

The independence and
guarantee of the rights of the
unions in all the enterprises,
whatever the form of
property, as well as the ratifi-
cation by our country of the
international convention of
the International Labour Or-
ganisation;

The development of col-
lective and municipal forms
of property, the transiorma-
tion of the state sector of the
economy into a decentralised
social sector that is modern
and efficient, capable of lead-
ing the munl_z out of crisis;

An end to the unregulated
bureaucratic privatisation of
the former seclor of ‘the
]Jrﬂdpm]r of the whole peaple’
and a refusal to transform
slate momopolies into pri-
vate monopolies’;

For the rights of the con-
sumer and of independent
domestic entrepreneurs;

The democratic regulation
of the economy, an indis-
pensable condition for the es-
tablishment of civilised
forms of the market;

Integration into the world
markel in a way that upholds
the interests of the nationl
economy and not those of the
international corporations;

Self-management and a
strong power based on repre-
sentatives of the people as a
counterweight to the power
of the executive;

For honest government,
guaranteeing the separation
of the activities of the state
from the economy, and witha
clear distinctions between
the social private sectors
within the mixed economy;

For real equality of
women and for their possi-
bility ta fully participate in
the life of society without this
being to the detriment of
theirrights and obligations as
mathers;

For the rights of national,
cultural and religious mi-
norities.

We announce our inten-
tion Lo creale a mass Party of
Labour, founded on rank-
and-file initiative. We reject
the notion of the vanguard
party. The Parly of Labour
must be the parly that gives
political Squl}l‘t to the trade
unions and workers move-
ment. Only such a party can
become an integral part of the
international movement of
left forces.

We are calling on all social
forces, all union organisa-
tions conscious of the
necessity of a political
defence of the interests of the
wage eamners, and all «i-
tiizens aware of the danger
represenied by a one-pary
system and who share the
ideas expressed here to join
this initiative,

Signatories include: Niko-
lai Gontchar, President of the
Moscow Soviet; Boris Kagar-
litski and Vladimir Kond-
ratov, Members of the Rus-
sian Socialist Party and De-
puties in the Moscow Soviel;
Mikhail Nagaitsev and Tatia-
ni Froleva, Trade Union offi-
cials in Moscow,
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plunged into an historic catastrophe by
capitalism or working class political
forces will re-impose a planned econ-
omy. The present interegnum cannol
continue over a prolonged period.

hat is called for in this situation

is a united front of all those who
want 1o maintain a planned economy
in the Soviel Union, and any of its
parts, against capitalist restoration and
sucial catasirophe. This united front is
in the interests not only of the warking
class but all who wish to prevent Rus-
sig and the oiher Soviet republics being
enslaved by impenialism. That requires
hommering out an economic pro-
gramme to meet the immediate crisis.

If the TASS reports of the demands
ol the Russian trade unions for wage
indcxation and an economic plan are
accurate that is the most encouraging
development. So too is the support of
the Moscow trade union federation for
the call for a Party of Labour uniting
trade unionists, socialist and ex-Com-
munist Party members on a platform
for maintaining the planned economy
and defending the hiving standards of
the working class. The driving force of
this is the Socialist Party of which
Boris Kagarlitsky is a member, But it
is not confined to that party's suppor-
LETs.

The big question, however, which
will decisively influence the relation
of forces, 15 what currents will emerge
from the former Communist Party in
Russiz iself. Roy Medvedey was
amongst the st to denounce the ban
on the Communist Party and has now
taken the initiauve, with others to cre-
ale a new party based on the pro-
gramme adopied by the CPSU just

prior to the coup — a party describing
itsalf as “of socialist orientation’. Ts
declaration is printed on this page. But
it is unclear whether the party actually
stands for the socialised base of the
Soviet economy or not — Kagarlitsky
is unegquivocally for this.

According to press reports, Medve-
dev’s initiative is supported by Gor-
bachev, whose only aim in light of his
bloc with Yeltsin would be o prevent
any regroupment of former commun-
ists from entering on a collision course
with the capitalist political forces. The
issue is whether Medvedev i trying to
creatc a party to rally forces to fight the
restoration of capitalism, as is Kagar-
litsky's Party of Labour, or to ac-
quiescc in it in the hope of then acting
as the constitutional social democratic
opposition. Which alliances Medve-
dev choses 1o make — with Yeltsin or
against him, towards socialist initia-
tives such as Kagarlitsky's or away
from them — will clarify this issue.
Furthcrmore Medvedey is almost cer-
tainly not the only force thal will
emerge from the old CPSU.

What is now being acted out, above
all in the clash between the Ukraine
and Russia, is the fact that only a wor-
kers' state and planned cconomy can
protect the Sovict people from disaster
or maintgin the unity of the Soviet
Union. And only a united non-capital-
ist state, formed from the core of the
old Saviet Union, can prevent its con-
stituent parts, including even Russia,
becoming subordinated by, and re-
duced 1o supplicrs of raw materials for,
the imperialist powers which dominate
the world capitalist economy.

The break up of the Soviet Union,
and the redrawing of borders this

Get rid of all nuclear weapons

At the end of September, with
much fanfare, George Bush
announced plans lo reduce
the nuclear amsenal of the
United States inviting the
USSR to respond. The ite
House presented the cuts as a
big step forward in world dis-
armament. They are nol
They are in fact designed to
pile further agony on a weak-
ened USSR, whilst the USA
retains all its strategic mili-
tary advantagge. As Time ma-
gazine put it ‘Moscow should
read the fine print’.

The US proposals entail
destroying short-range nu-
clear weapons made redun-
dant by events in Eastern Fu-
rope. Bul the core of the US
sirategic arsenal remains,
particularly the 5440 nuclear
warheads aboard US ballistic

submarines, the Midgitman
single warhead missile pro-
gramme, Star Wars, and the
development of the hugely
expensive B-2 Stealth bomb-
er designed to seek and de-
stroy Soviet mobile missiles
and command centres after a
nuclear war breaks out.

Tactical air to surface nu-
clear missiles are still plan-
ned to be deployed in Europe
later this decade.

Bush also called for the
eradication of land-based
mulli-warhead missiles
which would eliminate the
main strength of the Soviet's
nuclear force whilst leaving
the U5's main submarine nu-
clear forces virtually intact
The efiecl would be to leave
the US in a far stronger posi-

tiom.

So the Bush proposals in
fact are designed Lo shift the
nuclear balance further in fa-
vour of the US. But the fact
that this has to be done
through proposals to reduce
the numbers weapons rather
than a Reagan-style escala-
tion shows the acute financial
pressure on the Bush admin-
istration, particularly with
the 1992 presidential election
loomin

This, together with the S0~
viet Union's proposals for
even deeper cuts, can be ex-
poited to call for a radical re-
duction in US, and indeed
British military spending,
and the eliminalion of all nu-
¢lear weapons.

SAM AUD
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would cntail, given the vast Russian
population outside Russia’s borders —
especially in the most industrialised
parts of the Ukraine and Kazakhstan
— would create a bloodbath. Into this
gituation, in @ similar way 10 Yugosla-
via, the German and Japanese imper-
ialist powers would dust off their plans
for controlling, even if initially only
indirectly, the raw materials of the
Ukraine and western Russia on the one
hand and Siberia on the other. The fate
that capitalism has in store for the peo-
ples' of the Seviet Union — economic
collapse, massive national conflicts
and imperialist exploitation would
make the present urmoil in Eastern
Europe pale into insignificance.

Given the gigantic scale of the
forces involved no-one can predict the
exact forms in which this struggle will
be played out. But what is clear is that
socialist forces in the USSR have only
a limited ume 1o save their country
from disaster. They have in a very
short period 0 create a united front
that can save the socialised base of the
USSR — because only by this can
economic disaster be averted and any
possibility Lo preserve the living stand-
ards of the working class be gained. If
that is not achieved the harsh night of
capitalist dictatorships, perhaps along-
side, In certain republics, the mainten-
ance of ulira-Stalinised and enfeebled,
workers® states and catastrophic con-
sequences for the Sovict peaple, will
descend on the former USSR, The con-
sequences of that would be felt in the
world for decades.

In these circumstances any secla-
rianism would be unforgivable —
cither from ncw socialist forces to cur-
rents emerging from the old CPSU
who want to defend the socialised base
of the USSR, or [rom ex-Communisi
Party currents who hanker for the old,
and gone, days of the Stalinist monop-
oly. Everything must be subordinated
to saving the Soviet peoples from ca-
tastrophe.

Everything that can be done from
the outside must be done. Socialists
have the same duty to show the utmost
non-scelarianism, and strain every
muscle for victory, outside the USSR,
as they do inside. For in the next few
months and years the course of the rest
of the twentieth century, and far into
the next, will be determingd.

Bul the truth is that whatever can be
done from outside it is in Russia and
the other republics that the struggle
will be determined.

As twice before in this century, in
1917 and 1941, the fate of the world
will be decided on Soviet sail.

GEOFFREY OWEN
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The

recomposition

of the

international

left

Tmtsicy analysed that the Soviet
bureaucracy contained, and com-
pressed within itself, every political
current — all of which would be lib-
erated if il disintegrated. As he noted
in the Transitional Programme of the
Fourth International: ‘all shades of
political thought are tw be found
among the burcaucracy: from genuine
Bolshevism (Ignace Reiss) to com-
plete fascism (F Butenko). The revol-
utionary elements within the burcau-
cracy, only a small minornty, rellect,
passively it is true, the socialist inter-
ests of the proletariat. The fascist
counterrevolutionary clements, grow-
ing uninterruptedly, express with ever
greater consisiency the interests of
world imperialism. The candidates for
the role of compradors consider, not
without reason, that the ruling layer
can ensure their positions only throngh
rejection of nationalisation, collectivi-
sation, and monopoly of foreign trade
in the name of the assimilation of
“Western Civilisation”, ie capitalism.
Between these two poles, there are in-
termediate, diffuse-SR [Social Revol-
utionaryl-liberal tendencies which
gravitate toward bourgeois democ-
racy.’

The current situation in the USSR,
with a significant part of the bureau-

The events in the Soviet Union since the failed coup of 19

August ensure that the greatest recomposition of the

international working class movement since 1941, probably

since 1917, has been set in train. The most powerful political

centre of the world working class movement for the last seventy

years, the CPSU, does not exist. Billions of people who were

affected by it, and tens of millions of the most militant workers

who looked to it directly for leadership, now have to reorganise

their entire world outlook and activity. The consequences of that

will affect hundreds of millions more who are under the

influence of social democracy and various forms of

anti-imperialist nationalism in the third world. These events

have also politically smashed to pieces the former ‘extreme

left’. While the detailed working out of the implications will

take many twists the general line of development of the working

class over the next years is already clear. SYLVIA ASHBY looks

at the main trends.

cracy going over to a capilalist [orce
organised around Yeltsin, the resist-
ance of others (publicly in the former
Marxist platform of the CPSU), and
with Gorbachey now alempling ©
create some sort of sogial democralic
alternative, completely confirms that
analysis.

Trotsky, cqually, predicied what
would be the relations ameng the dif-
ferent forces released by the explosion
of the bureaucracy. The would-be so-
cial democratic, now Gorhachevite,
project would form a bloc with the
open capitalists, represented by Yelt-
sin, for the restoration of capitalism.
Other forces (rom the Communist
Farty, and outside, would rally against
them to defend the social base of the
Soviet workers state.

As Trotsky noted: *‘The Mensheviks
[the social democrats] and Social Rev-
olutionarics would form a bloc with
the praetorian wing of centrism and
serve 1o cover for the imperialists on
the precipitous decline of the revol-
ution as they sought to cover for them
in 1917 duning the revolution’s sharp
ascent. In the opposing camp, a no less
decisive regrouping of forces would
take place under the banncr of the
struggle for October. The revolution-
ary elements of the Soviets, the trade
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unions, the cooperatives, thi army,
and, finally and above all, the ad-
vanced warkers in the factories would
fecl..the threatening danger... Not
only the centrist faction but also the
night wing of the party would produce
not a few revolutionists who would
defend the October Revolution.’
(Trotsky. ‘Problems of Development
of the USSR®, Writings {930-3]

p222)
A regroupment would Lake place in
which the forces which Trotsky
had originally led would by no means
initially be the largest numerically but
would be politcally crocial: “They
[the diverse forces moving to defend
the socialised base of the USSR]
would need a painful internal demar-
cation, which cannot be carried out
without a period of confusion, vacilla-
tion, and loss of tme. Under these
circumstances the...presence of a Le-
ninist faction would double the chan-
ces of the proletariat in the struggle
against the forces of the counterrevol-
ution.” (ibid)

While after 1933, Trowsky con-
cluded that the CPSU could not be
reformed and the bureaucracy must be
overthrown that did not alter his views
of the forces contained within the
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¢'PSU, as the earlier guone from the
Transitional Programme shows, The
idetail that Trotsky did not foresee was
sunply that, due o the long delay be-
pween lus death and the disintegration
of the Soviel bureaucracy, a number of
those who claimed to support him
witild have broken with his ideas, and
gone over W the side of the counter-
revalution — inan analogous Fashion
to the way thal Kautsky and Bernsiein
broke with the positions of Marx and
Engels [ollowing the latter's death.

This analysis of Trotsky regarding
the burcaucracy within the Soviet
Union, of course, applicd also o the
currents wilhin the warld Communisl
Parties, The evenis which started in
Egstern Europe, and have naw culmi-
mated im the USSR, have resulicd
pvery political current in the workers’
movement, and some moving outside
it, being released from the Communist
Parues. We will start by examining the
most ripht wing of these forces and
then progressively considenng  those
[urther to the lefi.

A s repards the right wing of the
Communist Partcs, Troisky al-
réady oullined in the 19305 thyt the
twrn of Swlin wwards collaboration
with imperialist powers would begin a
development producing strong social
democrulising  currents. within  the
Communist Parties —a process which
was greatly specded up by the lwm o
the Pepular Front in 1935, As Trotsky
wrote of that year’s Comintern Con-
press: “The Seventh Congress of the
Comintern.. will sooner o lawer go
down in hislory as the hquidation con-

‘Some
clrrents,
sich as
Marxism
Today, are
becoming
apen
dapologists
Jor
imperializm’

gress, Even il gll its participants do not
today recogmise the fact, they are all...
busy in practice with the liquidation of
the programme, principles, and 1acti-
cal methods established by Lenin...
“Twenty one years ago Lenin pro-
claimed the slogan of 4 break with
reformism and patriotism... il cannol
be disputed that it was preciscly on the
idea of the imeconcilability of the two
basic iendengics in the workers move-
ment [soctal democracy and Marxism]
that the Communist International was
founded. The Seventh Congress has
arrived at the conclusion that secta-
rianism was the source of all the sub-
sequent griat deficats of the proletariat.
Stalin is thus correcting the historical
“error” of Lenin,” Of the most extreme
trends being unleashed by Stalin with-
in the Communist Partics Trotsky con-
cluded thai: ‘Nothing now distn-
guishes. [them] from the Social
Democrats  except  the traditional
phraseology, which is not difficult to
unlcarn,” (Writings 1935-36 ppRd-94.)

he rends which began in embryo

under Stalin have now developed
1o the point where the majorily of en-
tire Communist partics have passed
over o social democracy — the most
imporiant, of course, being the Ilalian
Communist Parly (PCI), the largest
Communist Party in Western Europe,
with its recent refounding as the Party
of the Democratic Lelt (PDS), This
parallellcd the proposal ef a section of
the Greek KKE 1o de fucto dissolve
into an electoral front, the SYN, which
was involved incoalition governments
with the parties af the rght following
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the defeat of PASOK in the June and
November 1985 elections. The Duich
CP has dissolved itselfl. The key expo-
nints of such a line of consisicnt social
democransation (or worse) in Britain
arc Marxism Today and the 'Demo-
cratic Left" leadership of the CPGB —
with the proposed renaming of the
CPGE, and abandonment of Marxizsm,
at its November Congress.

The chief Communist Parties which
have held out against this trend in
Western Europe are those of Portugal
and France,

The impact of the events in Eastern
Europe and the USSR has merely been
to propel these social democratising
carrents o more rapid and explicit sup-
port for some of the most classical
Menshevik/Social Democratic posi-
tions. Mosi notable and crucial is the
open affirmation that the Getober 1917
revolulion was a mistake.

In Britain this view is now guile
explicii. Bea Campbell announced a
year ago that the 1917 revolution was
an ermor. Monty Johnson has echoed
this view at CP forums since the
putsch. Chris Myant, writing in
Changes, 28 September, argues that:
“The imporant thing 15 1o understand
why October 1917...was such an his-
toric error’, While such views are ob-
jectionahble, and politically ridiculous,
they at least have the merit of bringing
out into the open the truth — that the
‘new thinking” of Marxism Today was
merely the recycling of stale, seventy
year old Social Democratic rubbish,

The general trajectory of such cor-
renis is o become open apologists for
imperialism — a trend most clearly
expressed in the August issue of Mar-
xism {pday devoted to *The New Third
Warld'. In this Mclvyn Westlake ar-
gued that the Third World no longer
exisled, because ‘wday everybody is
in the same camp’, and that economic
failure in the semi-colonial couniries
was due o ‘domestic policy fallures
and mismanagement’ rather than the
debt crisis or imperialist exploitation.
The role of imperialism is reduced w
*structural defects of the intemational
CConomic System”,

In the same issue Fred Halliday, a
supporier of the Gulf war, polemicised
that the left was prone 1o knee-jerk
anu-Americanism — when in [act the
US has given the world fine jazz music
and Hollywood — and attacked the
“tendency for the liberal and left oppo-
sition, in Europe and the US, 1o oppose
intervention as such® — for example in
the Gull. To cap the collection off,
Lynda Chalker was given space Lo
argue why aid should come with pol-
itical and economic preconditions
defined by the World Bank and the
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IMF.

A number of such ¢x-Communist
social democratic currents, which con-
tinually 1alk about "democracy” while
supporting policies that crush liberty
by condemning hundreds of millions
to starvation and lens of millions
death, will probably pass outside of the
workers movement altogether. None
are of the slightest interest as far as the
development of progressive politics is
concerned. All were on ther present
track long ago and the events in the

USSR have simply clarified and
speeded up their trajectory.

he most serious impact of the

events in the USSR 15 on the forces
that have remaincd within the frame-
work of Communist Parties — or, in
some cases, have been expelled from
them against their will. These currents,
unlike the pro-social democrats, con-
Lain the majority of the militant work-
ing class forces in or looking to the
Communist Partics. On a world scale,

as Social Democracy is dominant only
in the Imperialist countries, this con-
stitutes the majority of the most mili-
tant forces of the working class,

A pumber of such currents already
had few illusions in Gorbachev — and
none at all in forces such as Marxism
Today or the Tialian PDS. A number
had hoped for a defeal of the Gor-
bachev-Yeltsin course, and defence of
the non-capitallst character of the
USSR, from within the Soviet Union
by a political reaction by the CPSU, or

Optimism of the will, absence of the intellect

M Communism has collapsed”
our newspapers and TV de-
clare. It is a fact that should

have every socialist rejoicing,’
(Socialist Worker 31 August

1991)
The Sacialist Workers' Parly
(SWT} is unique on the British
leftinhold i.nlia ‘state capilalist’
analysis of the Soviet Union.
This argues that since 1929 a so-
clety no qualitatively different
lo capitalism has existed in the
USSR — and that the workin
class should therefore be indil-
ferent between this stale capi-
talism and the restoration of
private capitalism.

This theory, developed by
the SWI¥s founding figure
Tony Clff in 1947, is itself in-
coherent  and  incompatible
with any marxist under-
standing of capitalist society.
Cliff himself states that the So-
viet ecconamy is based on the
production of use values. If so it
15, in marxist terms, by defini-
lion net capitalist — for capital-
ism is a system of production
based on exchange values, as
Capital is devoted to explain-
ing.

The theory of state capital-
ism has always been complele-
ly irrespunsigie and damaging
in its international implica-
lions, It makes an enormous
difference to the people of an
semi-colonial country, or biaciy
People, whether capitalism
exizis in the USSR or not — in-
deed the whole wave of post-
war decolonisation would not
have been as successful as jt
was withoul the existence of a
non-capitalist state in the USSR
which could give material aid
and constituted a permanent re-
minder thal resisling a move-
ment against culunia.ig.ism might
radicalise it to the point where
it became a mavement against
capitalism as well.

Similarly, when applied to
couniries other than the USSR,
‘E{ﬁlf l.'a]:ri'rali_sm Pruduces pul-
itical positions which are gross.

Or example today Cuba faces

the greatest threat in its exist-
ence. Yet Socialist Worker can
devole an enlire page in ils
izsue of 12 October to an article
entitled ‘Cuba: Socialism in
One Island? which does not
even bother to call for the
country to be defended against
the United States!

The SWP refuses to recog-
nise any class difference be-
bween a state under Batista, in
which every sixth woman was
forced into prostitution by pov-
erty, and that under Castro —
where Cuba has the best health
service in Latin America and a
life ectancy approaching
that of the United States,

This reactionary line of rea-
soning is, however, mow pro-
ducing a wierd and wonderful
form of ‘ultra-leftism’ (in fact a
profoundly right wing line)
when applied to the US5R. Fol-
lowing logically from the the-
ory of state capitalism the SWP
argues that Russian workers
should be indifferent to
whethera planned economy or
private capitalism exists in the
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USSR. Thus, according to John
Rees in Socialist Review of Sep-
tember 1991: ‘The different
courses advocaled by Yeltsin,
Gorbachev and the *hardline”
sections of Lhe apparatus are
different ways of restructuring
state capilalism. There can be
no justification for a strategy
which asks workers, as a matter
of principle, to choose one over
the ather.’

However  simultancously
with this, the only theory con-
sistent with state capitalism,
Tony Cliff explains quile a dif-
ferent reality. In the same {ssue
of Socializt Review he points
out correctly that “To achieve a
real market economy would
mean a massive amount of un-
employment ...(it is} estimated
that between 31 and 38 million
will be out of work before the
transition to a market economy
is over’. He continues: Putting
over 30 million peaple (over 100
million including their
families) out of work on top of
the 70 million people in the
USSR who already live below
the poverty line is terrifying.’

Now according to Rees’, and
slate capitalism’s, logic the wor-
kers must not choose, as a ‘mat-
ter of principle’, between a situ-
ation of almost full employ-
ment and one where 30 million
are unem;luyed!

If such a theory were seri-
ously advanced one would have
to conclude that it was one of
the most grotesque picces of
ultra-leflism ever propounded.
Imagine, to take comparable
figures, someone informing the
British working class that they
should be indifferent between
a situation where there was al-
most full employment and one
where there were six million
unemployed, or one where at
least the rudiments of a welfare
stale existed and one where il
was totally destroyed by market
forces! But in factitis notultra-
leftism at all — it simply
derives from a ridiculous the-
ory which was aimed nol lo

incur unpopularity in the West
by defending the USSR during
the cold war and which is now
showing its theoretical inco-
herence.

Indeed, ironically, the SWP
would now be forced fo con-
clude thal, on theirown theory,
state capitalism was a superior
system of production to capital-
ism and must be defended
against privale capitalism —
afterall, if one economic system
produces full employment and
the other 30 million unem-
ployed, then clearly the former
system is preferable to the latter
and should be defended against
it!

In Britain the SWP would
defend a trade union against an
aftack rom the state but it says
in Soviet Union the nation-
alised economy which prevents
mass unemployment and pov-
erty should not be defended!

In short the SWP has got it-
self into a completely incoher-
enlposition. Eitheritis guilty of
absurd wltra-leftism, to be in-
different between [ull employ-
ment and thirty million unems-
ployed, or it has to conclude
that state capitalism is superior
to private capitalism and, there-
fore, must be defended against
the latter.

The SWP argue it is necess-
ary to support the theory of
state capilalism in order to
avoid pessimism (which is
scarcely a  justification for
adopting a scientific theory).
The trouble is it also destroys
the intelligence as well.

But perhaps a ‘left state capi-
talism’ current will emerge that
will call for defending stale
capitalism against private capi-
talism, That would at least be a
political step forward if theore-
tically incoherent. The current
line, refusing to choose ‘on
principle’ between the current
econamy of the USSR and pri-
vate capitalism is simply pro-
found mightism in an ultra-left

uise.

ARAH SHERIDAN
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amilitary one by the Soviet anmy/state
apparatus. This was conccived of as
hlocking Yeltsin and either removing,
or changing the course of, Gorbachev,
Cuyrrents with such views now lace the
guestion of why the forces they looked
Lo in the Soviet Union were incapable
uf achieving this outcome and what the
conscquences are of the dismiegration
of the CPSU and USSR,

Such a development does not un-
fold in-a situation where the baule for
the future of the USSR is over. Bulthe
drastic nability of the CPSU and So-
viel siale apparatus o deal with the
Y¥elisin/Gorbachey blocs' attempts o
restore gapitalism forces currents who
had looked to the CPSU to reassess
their position,

Some currents oppased o the Yelt-
sin/Gorbachev blog, and course, dis-
tinguish hetween Gorbachev, whom a
numiber (nut all) support, and Yelisin
— o whom they are violently op-
posed. Such a line of ‘opposition Lo
Yelwinfsupport for Gorbachey” does
reflect, at one level, a correct polnt
Rule by Gorbachey means rule by the
pro-capitalist wing of the Sovict bure-
aucracy. It is now opening the way for
the restoration of capitalism bul it does
not itsell represent rule by capital —
indeed Gorbachev would be swept
away by cupitalist restoration just as
wore Porsgriy and similar forees in
Eastern Lourope who earlier attempted
o create a social democratic project
for the bureavcracy. Rule by Yelisin,
(n gonirist, means a direct government
of capital.

F rom the nature of these social
{nrces itis entirgly eorreet, in prin-
ciple, to propose a united front with
even the social democratising wing of
the bureaucracy, Gorbachev, against
Yelwsin to prevent the restoration of
capitalism in Russia — indesd such a
united Iront smust be proposed Lo the
suppacters of Gorbachev, The prope-
sal that Gorbachev break with Yeltsin
and instead Tight 1o defend the so-
cialised base of the USSR, is the de
facte line proposed by certain forces
within the Communist Parties.

But in reality, and logically given
his line, Gorbachey has not enlered
into a bloc against Yeltsin o oppose
capitalist restoration in the Soviet
Linion but a bloc with Yelsin—a bloc
which cannot lcad Lo the defence of the
socialised base of the USSR but only
o moves to the restoration of capital-
ism. Indeed, withoul the cover given
by Gorbachev, Yeltsin would not have
boen ahle 10 make progress either in
the past or today,

Therefore, while the Yeltsin/Gor-
bachev distinction is correct in terms

"Fram a
dictatorship
with a
welfare
state, to a
dictatorship
without a
welfare
state’

of analysis that they do nor represent
the same social forces, it has no oper-
aupnal valoe at the top levels of the
Soviet Union today. This situation,
however, will be much more varied at
the base of the Gorbachevite current in
the USSR and among those who sup-
port his line intemationally. Not sim-
ply the attitude to Gorbachev per se but
which blee he should create has there-
fore become a distinguishing feature
among Communist Partics,

The Marasm Today/social demo-
cratic current is of course explicitly for
a Gorbachev-Yeltsin bloc — that is a
bloc with capital for capitalism. They
are part of the enemy. Those who call,
in theory of practice, for Gorbachev to
break his bloc with Yelisin, and op-
pose capitalist resioration in the
USSR, are, in contrast, part of the left
secking o defend the social base of the
USSR — even if they have a mistaken
vicw on how o achieve this. Other
Communist Parly [orces, of course,
oppose not simply Gorbachev's bloc
wilh Yeligin but his entire politics.

Discussion on this issue will con-
tinue — and will largely be settled by
events. But it shouwld not interfere with
unity in action by those fighting 1o
defend the socialised base of the
USSR, This latter bloc, lurthermore,
should be exiended to the struggle
within the USSR — a poinl we will
come buck to.

bjectively, therefore, two inter-

national blocs have been created.
The first stretches from impenalist
capital, with Yeltsin as its chief agent
in Russia, through Social Democracy,
with Gorbachey in alliance with it, and
waking in, as a patheue iail, even so-
called “Trotskyists® supporting an al-
liance with capital against Stalinism.
The unilying element of this grouping
is a call [or a bloe with capital's chief
representative in the USSR — Yelisin,
The nature of this bloc is not deter-
minéd by the pathetically small “left’
forces within it but by its real power-
house — US, West European, and
Japanese imperialism,

The second bloc which objectively
exists, and must be subjectively de-
veloped and organised if it is o be
ellcctive, 1s that for the maintainance
of the sociallsed base of the USSR, and
the development of that society on the
basis of a non-capitalist siate. This
takes in, starting with the clearest and
not the biggest, forces, those who
maintain  Trotsky's views on  the
USSR, the ‘new left’ in Eastem Eu-
rope, left forces within the Communist
Parties, all those m the USSR who
remained committed o s develop-
ment as a state based on socialised
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properly, and those in the Social
Democratic and ant-imperialist na-
tionalist movements who understand
the importance of this, The task is to
render such an objective bloc subjec-
tively aware of itself, and more politi-
cally coherent, and to push forward the
most advanced forces within it as a
precondition for its success.

These two blocs objectively con-
{ront each other on a world scale with
implications that will progressively
feed inlo every country and which will
be the driving force of the recomposi-
tion of the international working class
movement

This is precisely the moment m the
disintegration of the Stalinist burcay-
cracy which Trotsky foresaw in the
passages quoted at the beginning of
this article. It is on this developing lefl
wing bloc that we will concentrate in
the rest af this article,

he force which should have

played the politically leading role
in this progressive bloc were Trot-
sky's supporters organised in the
Fourth Iniernational. After all Trotsky,
as we saw at the beginning of this
article, foresaw with perfect clarily
what would occur. He also left no
doubt as to what line should be pur-
sued. Indeed he stated it with the ui-
mosL brutality in fn Defence of Mar-
xism  immediately  before  his
assassination: *We must not lose sight
for a single moment of the fact that the
guestion of overthrowing the burean-
cracy is for us subordinate 10 the ques-
ton of preserving state property in the
means of production in the USSR, that
the gquestion of preserving state
property in the means of production in
the USSR is subordinale for us (o the
question of the world proletarian rev-
olution.” (p53)

What took place in Eastern Europe
in 1989, and what is involved in the
USSR today, is not the advance of the
political revolution overthrowing the
burcaucracy and maintaining & so-
cialised ecanomy, But the leadership
of the Fourth Intemational is refusing
to acknowledge something which the
entire world, except it, knows — that
the events in Eastern Ewrope are to-
wards capitalism. The imperialists are
Jor this development, the most ad-
vanced workers in the world are
against it. Only those who act like an
ostrich-like sect, sticking their head in
the sand because they don't want to
acknowledge the truth, fail torealise it
In such circumstances, as Trotsky put
it with the utmost brutality, ‘the de-
cisive issue i4 the gquestion of preserv-
ing stat¢ property in the means of pro-
duction’.
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The reason for that is simple. The
replacement of Stalinism by capitalism
will leave the workers of Eastern Eu-
rope, and most of all the workers of the
[/S5R, in g worse condition than under
Statinism, This 1 obvious al the social
amd ceonomic level. Unemployment
and poverly s rising rapidly in every
East European country, In most indus-
il collapse is also gathering pace. On
this base racism and reactionary na-
lonalism  has  cnomously  streng-
thened its=lf.

(n the political field the situation is
evident. Inall but a handful of East
European countnes (ubviously East
Germany, probably Crechoslovakia,
und possibly Iungary) we are not
moving {rom Stalinism o bourgeois
democracy but from Stalinism to capi-
talisl dictatorship via a bourgeois
democratic interlude — from a 'dicta-
torship with a welfare st 1o a dicta-
lorship without a welfare state’ as it
has heen aphoristically put.

Under these circumstances the East
European left is, nghtly, regrouping on
the busis ol *for or against the destruc-
uon of the socialised economy and so-
cial gains of the working class'. They
uniderstand perfectly well that on the
basis of capitalism their socicties are
heading towards a dictutorship not
democracy,

Boris Kagarlitsky made the point
perfectly explicit in Mew Sratesman
and Society of 6 September, While he
does not use the term, whiat he de-
scribes perfectly was a type of ‘dual
power” which existed between the
Communist Party and the capitalist

Yeltsin bloc prior to 19 August. A
democratic interlude was, as always,
created in a sitwation of dusl power.
The events of 19 August, by bringing
10 an end that type of dual power, op-
encd up the new rend to dictatorship
under Yelsin {which is why a putsch
was incapable of defending the social
base of the USSR).

As Kaparlitsky put it'The Com-
munist Party 15 no more, the federal
organs of power are being dissolved,
and there is no longer any opposition,
not even in the press. All the prominent
parties are united in their support of the
government and the president. Those
who oppose them know the fate of the
Communist Party...

*Of course, Yelisin's “Democratic
Russia™ is not yet a fascist party, Bul
the CPSU in the years of perestroika
had also shed its old Stalinist totalita-
rian structure. Both parties are far less
totalitarian than their prototypes of the
19303. But they still resemble the 10-
talitarian movements of the past much
more that the democratic organisations
of the conlemporary west

“What took place on 19 August was
not 4 riumph of democratic freedoms,
but the beginning of the end of the
democratic interlude between two dic-
tatorships, the Communist and the
right-wing populisL.’

Or as Kagarlitsky stated in the Oc-
tober issuc of Labour Briefing when
asked ‘How would you define the rela-
tionship between the socialist left and
the Yeltsin camp?” he replied: "What
is happening in the country cuan be
characierised as the formation of a
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‘What took
place on 19
August was
nota
triumph of
democratic
freedoms,
but the
bheginning of
the end of
the
democratic
interlude’

populist night wing dictatorship with
growing fascist lendencies. Clearly
there can't beany relations with a gov-
emment which we consider to be a real
disaster for the country and probably
even for humankind."

As far as the socialised base of the
LIS5R is concerned Kagarlitsky, when
asked, “Is it realistic for vou 1o attempl
to preserve the social ownership of the
means of production,” replied simply:
‘Thal is exactly our policy.'

On that line, against the growing
dictatorship of Yelstin, for defence ol
socialised  property,  Kagarlitsky's

" party will inevitably be led into al-
- liance with forces coming from the

suspended Communist Party — as in-
deed 1t should.

In Poland a similar dynamic has
opened — of course ina very different
form. The Polish Socialist Centre,
based in Wroclaw, whose best known
leader in the West is Jozefl Pinior, has
formed an ant-capiwlist clecloral
bloc, on the basis of defence of the

i welfare and standards of living of the

working class, with ‘Labour Soli-
darity”’, led by Modzelewski. In addi-
tion to running its own list for the
lower house of the Polish parliament
this bloc iz calling for a voie [or 8
candidate for the senate of the Union
of the Democratic Left, the electoral
force led by the party formed from the
former Communist Party,

I n Easiern Euwrope and the USSR
these developments are crucial. The
more Marxist forces can hegemonise
the struggle in defence of the planned
economy, and the economic position
of the working class, under the banner
of democratic socialism, the greater
chance there is of a working ¢lass liekt
back against capitalist restoration.
siruggles and response of the working
class will be weakened the more il
appears Lhat the only aliernative to
capitalism is 3 simple retumn to the old
system, The more the forces of demo-
cratic socialism are in the vanguard of
the fight, the greater the chances of
success. But to lead that fight they
have to fight to create a bloc for the
delence of socialised property.

The leadership of the Fourth Imter-
national should have been proposing
and lighting for such a bloc in Eastern
Europe, attempting (o strengihen the
Marxist forces within it against the
Stalinists. Instzad the lcadership of the
Fourth Intcenational was paralysed
and minorites within its sections were
supparting counter-revolution. Indesd
this reached farcical sell-delusion —a
classic case of extreme rightest disgus-
ing itself as lefuism,

@
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Thlj.'\' for example in France, G Fi-
loche, representing 2 significant
minority current in the Fourth Tntema-
tional organisation, the Ligue Com-
muniste Revolutionnaire (LCR), con-
siders this an appropriale moment (o
lead the struggle for the tcaring down
of the Lenin Mapsoleum — and denies
the simple rcality that the atlacks on
the suututes of Dzerzhinsky, Sverdlov
and Lenin were nol distorted forms of
socialist consciousness in a pro-
gressive anti-Stalinist socialist
strurgle but were the simple products
of anti-Communist violence. In an ar-
ticle in Rouge of 19 September entitled
‘Down with the Mausoleum of Lenin!”
Filoche writes: *It 15 we who demand
that Lenin's mausoleum be demol-
ished... Bring down the icons! Elimi-
nute the the external signs of the cult
of the personality! Destroy the carica-
wres of the revolutionary ideas...
Lenin will rise over the ashes of the
hideous siatues... We were the first 1o
demand that they be overthrown.!

Maw there is no doubt that a viclon-
ous democratic socialist political rev-
olution in the USSR would, with due
respect, Like Lenin out of the mause-
leum and rebury him. Tt would do so
{or a very important political reason,
To show that no individoal, not even
the individual who lead the greatest
sirupgle for liberation in the twentieth
century, can substitule for the masses.
Lenin's greatness was thiat he was able
lo express beller than anyone else the
needs and policies of the Russian and
international working class, Bul il was
12 them, and not him, that victory was
due. Removing Lenin from his mauso-
leum in that context would be part of
showing that it is the masses, the ‘or-
dinary people” not famous individuals,
whoare the great heroes of history, No
ane in the world would misunderstand
that act and we hope 10 live Lo sce that
iy,

But the issue is who is demanding
Lenin be taken out of the mausoleum
now and for what reason, and whe is
attacking whose statves and why.
Those who demand the attacks on the
statues and Lenin's mausoleum are
first and foremost the capitalists, who
are not Tor socialism and against Sia-
linism, but against both Stalinism and
socialism, and for capital. They atiack
Lenin and Bolsheviks® statutues (o
promote capitalism not socialism, and
there is nothing progressive in it what-
ever — not even in a distoried form.
Those who proclaim that they are in
the forefront of such struggles are no
different in essence 1o those who be-
lieved that allying with the Nazis (o
attack the social democrals was going
1o produce something progressive.

Those who have such views,
coupled with their more serious ones
on Garmany discussed below, have no
place within a Marxisl organisation,

t 'was, indeed, Germany which cre-

alcd aclass split in the Fourth Inter-
natenal. The currents led by G Filoche
in the LCR and his supporters in Bri-
win supporied the capitilist reunifica-
tion of Germany — that 15 the destruc-
tion of a workers state by an impernialist
state. In 50 doing they passed out of the
political framework of the working
clasg, The current wave of racist mur-
ders and atlacks in Germany, and the
economic collapse in eastern Ger-

meni of the terrible price humanity will
pay for that capitalist reunification,

This is a process the Fourth Intema-
tonal has seen before. Politcs does
nol reston pure ideas. "Trotskyism”, in
particular in Western Evrope and the
US, passed through filty years of iso-
lation from the working class, which
repeatedly led to currents breaking
from the poliical framework laid
down by Troisky and abandoning the
interests of the working class to social
democracy and imperialism,

A large number of thess breaks —
Cliff and Pablo for example — in-
volved explicitly abandoning Trot-
sky's position on the USSR and there-

many, are merely the first tiny install- fore

the defence of it

against

Socialist Organizer (50) has
for man]y years played the
same role in regard to Trot-
skyism® that Marxizm Today
does in regard to the 'Com-
munist Parties. Itcontinually
talks about ‘new thinking’
and going ‘against the grain’,
while the actual content is al-
ways that the left should ab-
andon some previously held
paosition in favour of an idea
of the bourgeoisie. Indeed
Sean Matgamna's column in
it, ‘Against the Siream'
should be called "With Imp-
erialism, Against the Left’.

As a logical part of this
process of bourgeois rethink-
ing in 1988 Socialist Organ-
iser abandoned Tmluk{}a po-
silion that the Soviel Union
was a degnerated workers
state and decided thaf it was
a new form of class society.
This path was previcusly trod
by Burnham and Shachtman.
But the question is then pos-
ed whether this new form of
class socicty is more progres-
sive or more reactionary than
capitalism, which determines
whether it should be defend-
ed against capitalism, or not.

Shachtman decided that
the new ‘bureaucratic collee-
tivist' mode of production
was more reactionary. Trap-
ped in the logic of this view,
Shachiman therefore sup-
ported the US invasion of
Cuba al the 'an of Pigs and
the US war against Vietnam.

S50 have adopted the same
theoretical position, but have
not yet fully worked it
through. The events in the
USSR have, however, led
them to take a further great
lurch down this road.

S50 explain that what is
taking place in the US5R is “a
bourgeois revolution having
much in common with the
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Alliance for Workers’ Liberty

il

t}'

‘__

revolutions against absolut-
ism in France after 1789 and
in various parts of Central Eu-
rope in the mid-nineteenth
century.” (SO 497} 50 at least
has the merit, unlike some
others, of wunderstanding
clearly that what is dominant
today in the USSR and East-
ermn Europe is an attempt to
install eapitalism, or in their
words a move ‘from Stalinist
collectivism to a bourgeois
society’, and not to pretend it
is something else.

What makes SO unique
{except for the bourgeoisie’s
direct hangers on} is that il
welcomes this reintroduction
of capitalism. For SO, along-
side Shachtman, has armived
at the view that capitalism is
more progressive than what
existsinthe USSR and istabe
supported against it. Thus the
Stalinist system in the USSR
is allegedly comparable with
‘the decayed oriental despot-
ism of China at the beginming
of the century.’ Furthermore
capitalism is clearly superior
to this system: ‘In terms of
human liberty, freedom of ut-
terance, organisation, sexua-
lity, habeas corpus, the rule of
law — the Stalinist world un-
til recenily had fallen back-
wards in history hundreds of
years, further back even than
some of the notoriously bru-
fal third world authoritarian
regimes.” And that ‘Tt was as

middle ages associated with
the rise and spread of bour-
geuis civilisation had never
appened: except that th

ﬂi];fed and ﬂl:lurishtd in Ettl}-r
rope and the US and other
places, side by side with, but
beyond the borders of the
Russian Empire, (50 497)

Indeed, to give this pro-
imperialist position a left
face SO claim that the capital-
ist countries of western Eu-
rope are closer to socialism
than the US5R. *Such “Social-
ist societies” [in Easterm Eu-
rope] were in fact a great deal
further from the socialism of
Marmx — and of Lenin — than
is the bourgeois system in
couniries like Britain, France
and Germany. (50 498)

As a result SO support the
rising bourgeoisie even in
dictatorial actions taken ag-
ainst the Stalinists. In the 3
October issue Sean Matgam-
na supports the banning of
the CI'SU by bourgeois forces
in the USSR. According to his
article, ‘Why we should su
port the ban on the CPSL,
“The Yeltsinites.. represent
not our class but the nascent
bourgeocisie in the USSR
Therefore ‘we must, it seems
to me, support and cheer on
the destruction of the CP5U,
even by the Yellsinites.
Hence the ‘Alliance for Wor-
kers Liberty’ promated by 50
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imperialism — as Burnham and
Shachiman did earlier. Conlronted
with the impenahst offensive in the
19805 this explicit ghandonment of
Trotsky's positions has again  de-
veloped — Socialist Organiser, some
forces which left the French LCR, and
the Cyril Smith around Workers Press
representing such views,

But there have always been f[orces
which, while nol eaplicitly rejecting
Trotsky, in fact developed the view
that imperialist forces should be
defended against Stalinism — Lam-
bert's theory in France that Social
Democracy was more progressive than
Stalinism being the classic example of
this, The support of Filoche, and the

Journal Socialist Outlook in Britain,
for imperialist reunification of Ger-
many just continues in that path and is
the latest class split from Trotsky.
The most serious event from the
point of view of leading a concerted
international recomposition of the
working class movement, however, 18
not the degeneration of this or that
carrent. Unfortunately in the adverse
situation Marxists face in the imperial-
15t countries this will periodically
occur. Most serious was that the cur-
tent leadership of the Fourth Interna-
tional, while not passing into a differ-
ent class camp, was itsell totally
disoriented by the events in Eastern
Europe and refuscd (o apply Trotsky's

supports banning of CPSU

iz really not very democratic
at all!

All that remains is to com-
plete the transition lo reac-
{ion on the international front
as well, After all according to
50 Cuba, Vietnam, China are
all sociefies qualitatively the
same as the USSR, so, while
the workers movement may
nol grasp it, the ex-Batista,
Mafia linked bourgeois
thugs in Miami musl also be
mare progessive than Casiro.

Or, in China, as Map-tse
tung was the bearer of rela-
tions of production which
were more reactionary than
capilalism, evidently social-
ists. should have supported
Chiang Kai-Shek against the
Chinese Communist Party,

The only reason 50 don’t
spell oul these implications is
that they would be laughed
out of courk.

And 50 completely failsto
grasp the real meaning of the
reintroduction of capilalism
in the USSR.

Trotsky accurately desec-
ribed what capitalist restora-
ticn would inveolve for the
USSR in 1932 ‘what would
lyssian Capitalism look like
in its second edition? During
the last fifteen years the map
of the world has changed pro-
foundly. The strong have
grown immeasurably strong-
er, the weak incomparably
weaker, The struggle for
world domination has as-
sumed lilanic proportions.
The phases of this struggle
are played out upon the

ones of the weak and back-
ward palions. A capitalist
Russia could not now occupy
&ven the third rate position to
which czarist Russia was pre-
destined by the course of the
World war. Russian capital-

ism today would be a depen-
dent, semi-colonial capital-
ism without any prospects.
Russia number 2 would occu-
Py a position somewhere be-
tween Russia number 1 and
India."{ Wrifings 1929 p55)

If this is what capitalist re-
sloration meant in 1929 then
loday it would be equally ec-
onomically catastrophic. 50
claim that a transition to capi-
talism in the USSR will mean
the possibility for ‘political
and civil liberty — including
the right to organise the free
trade unions and working
class political parlies now
oullawed by the pulch-
ists"(500 497).

Caite aside from their ob-
vious illusions in modern
capitalism, which is respon-
sible for such human values
and civilisation as the abso-
lute impoverishment of one
quarier of humanity, dictator-
ships, and the slaughter on
the Basra road, their own ver-
sion of ‘democracy’ is cast in
imperialist colours, For ‘dem-
ocracy’ in the 50 version has
now come to include, as we
have seen, supporting ban-
ning the CP5UL.

In fact, given the economic
devastation that would ensue
from Lhe restoration of capi-
talism, there is no possibility
of a transition in the Soviet
Union to a buur[;euin democ-
racy atall. What s possible in
the USSR is not a bourgeois
democratic revolution but the
attempt to restore capitalism
in the form of an authoritar-
ian pro-capitalist dictator-
ship — as the most clear-
sighted elements of the leftin
the USSR, such as Boris Kag-
arlitsky, are already explain-
ing is represented by Yeltsin.

Indeed Trotsky had alrea-

ﬂy noted the trajeclory righ-
y that ‘what is absolutely
excluded is a transition from
the Soviets to parliamentary
democracy... The very same
causes that prevented our
weak and historically belated
[bourgeois] democracy from
carrying out ils elementary
historical lask will also pre-
ventitin the fulure from plac-
ing itsell at the head of the
country. There is a handful of
impotent doctrinaires would
like to have a democracy
without capitalism. But the
serious social forces that are
hostile to the Soviet regime
want capitalism without
democracy. (Trotsky, ‘Is Par-
liamentary Democracy Like-
Iy} All that 50 are doing in
ngm‘ling the methods of
Yellsin is aiding the attempt
i;fl“l.‘lttl bourgeois dictator-

P

Ithas always been the case
that ‘ultra-leftism’ reflects
imperialist pressure. The po-
sitions of 50 on such issues
as Zionism, the Malvinas, [re-
land, women, child abuse and
pornography were a manifes-
tation of this. But their posi-
tion on the USSR, to consider
capitalism more progressive
than Stalinism, is the almost
final step. The only one that
remains is to complete the
transition from supporting
capitalism on the national ta
the international field. Then
‘Against the Stream’ can carry
articles on "Why, despite jt-
self, NATO was a progressive
organisation compared to the
Warsaw Pact’, ‘New thinkin
on Chiang Kai-Shek’, an
The Bay of Pigs recon-
sidered’.

I¥'s too late to hope they’ll
reconsider.

ALEX McCLEQOD
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F rom the first the current leadership
of the Fourth International com-
pletely misundersiood the dynamic in
Eastern Europe — Emest Mandel ar-
guing in April 1989 that: “Contrary to
what a superficial glance might indi-
cale, the European bourgeoisie does
not look favourably on this destabilisa-
tion. It has no hope of recovening East-
em Europe for capitalism.” (Interna-
tional Viewpoint (IV) 3 April 1989),
And in October 1989 he was still ar-
guing that: ‘The main guestion in the
palitical strugzles underway is not the
restoration of capitalism. The main
question is whether these struggles
head in the direction of an ant-bureau-
crauc political revolution or of a par-
tial or towl climination of the demo-
cratic freedoms acquired by the masses
under glasnost. The main fight is nol
between pro-capitalist and anti-capi-
talist forces. I is between the bureau-
cracy and the toiling masses.'(fv 3
October 1989) This ling was de-
veloped systematically over a pro-
longed period (For the record see
Geolfrey Owen, *The Dynamic in
Eastern Europe’, In Socialist Action
No 9).

This radically wrong evaluation of
the political situation, of course, rapid-
ly ran into confliet with the facts. At
this point a very serious error in politi-
cal judgement began o tum inlo some-
thing much worse — an overturn of
Marxist class position. For whal was
now discovercd was a revolution with
no class character — the so-called
‘democratic revolution”,

A revolution withno class character
is of course absurd in Marxist terms.,
there are capitalist bourgeois revol-
utions against feudalism, bourgeois
political revolutions which  tranfer
power from one section of the capital-
ist class 1o another, working class so-
clalist revolutions overthrowing capi-
talism, and working class political
revolutions which overthrow a bureau-
cracy or transfer power from one sec-
ton of the working class to another,
But thcre have never been, nor will
there ever be, revolutions which have
no class character. That is a negation
of Marxism,

This js, however, exactly what the
leading organs of the Fourth Intema-
tional discovered in Eastem Europe.
There was now & ‘democratic revol-
wipn' with ne class content. Thus for
example the 9 April 1990 issue of In-
ternational Viewpoint announced ils
subject was '"Workers and the demo-
cratic revolution’ (class character un-
known). The next issue carried an ar-
icle by Colin Meade on
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Crechosiovakia which explained that
this ‘democratic revolution’ was
decpening: *...the Czech and Slovak
nations will find themselves let down
by their rich Western “Iriends” hefor_c
the end of the century and the possi-
bility of a second, mort profound sLage
of the democratic revolution will
ppen.’ The moment any. Marxisl linds
{hemselves talking about a revolution,
or any political phenomenon, without
a class content they have gone ofl the
riils — of 1o be more precise revised
Marxism. That is what had duly oc-
curred in these articles.

This concept of 4 (classless) demo-
cratic revolution has not yet found s
way il any programmatic or major
political document of the Fourth Inter-
national — although similar formulas
such as ‘anti-bureaucralic revolution’
{loss character unknown) have, How-
gver the formula of a demacratic rev-
olution with no defined class content
has been sharply taken up by those
who have alrcady broken with the
working class on the issue of Germany,
[or example. Thus for example Social-
ist Cutiook declarcs: ‘Auguost 1991
was the month when the democratic
revolution, having swept through east-
em Europe in 1989-50, finally came
hame o the Soviet Union..." and later
that the outcome depends upon ‘the
development of a mass workers’
movement able 1o complete the ant-
stalinist democratic revolution.”

This formula of ‘democratic revol-
ution’ is, naturally, also taken up by
those who have explicitly broken with
Trotsky on the issue of the USSR and
Eastern Furope. Thus for example
Janing Booth, in Sectalist Organiser of
10 Octnber, informs us that what ok
place in 1989 were ‘democratic reval-
utions’ in Eastemn Euwrope. Bul in
gencral, to give them their due, Social-
ist Organiser gives a clear class char-
acter 1o the revolutions — bluntly call-
ing  them  ‘bourgcois’ (Scan
Matgamna, Socialist Organiser 29 Au-
gust). The only point is that Socialist
(}rganiser support these revolutions
because they are capitalist!

While the leadership of the Fourth
International has not stepped over the
class line — although complelely
wrong on the dynamic in Germany it
was unequivocably against capitalist
reunification — its press is beginning
to carry articles which do step over the
class line, The most serious is the ar-
ticle in International Viewpoint of 16
September by Michele Lee which
clearly calls for an imperialist bloc-
kade of the Serbian/Yugoslav wor-
kers' state: ‘nopeace conference... will
succeed unless thistegime [that of Ser-
bia/Yugoslavia] 15 defeated. Tis down-

fall can only be envisaged as the result
of a combination of effors: an econ-
omic and political isolation of Bel-
grade by Europe ay a whole.'

This is an individually signed ar-
ticle, although not presented for dis-
cussion, bul no rejection of this line
has appeared and (a) no arucle suppor-
ting such a line should have been
printed (b) if the Fourth Intemational's
lcadership ever did endorse an imper-
ialist blockade of a workers state it
would have passed out of the camp of
the working class altogether.

hat is at stake in this is, literally,

a life and death guestion lor the
Fourth International. The queston of
whether the orgamsation Trotsky cre-
ated, and for which many people gave
their lives to build, will conlinue to be
a revolutionary instrument. For the
first time in its history what is involved
is not the degeneration of this or that
current within it — but the total diso-
ricntation of its leadership in the front
of the greatest cvents of the class
struggle since 1917 — and, in the the-
ory of the classless ‘democratic revol-
ution’ a clear revision of Marxism in
the attempt to justify a break with Trot-
sky's class criteria. The fight that will
wke place round these issues will
determine the fute of the Fourth Inter-

‘For oar
against
glasnost
hay not in
the
slightest
served as
the
touchstone
for right
and
leftward
moving
currents in
the
Communisi
FParties'

national fsell.

The tragic immediate effect of this
disorieniation of its leadership is that
the Fourth Intcrnational, as an interna-
rignal and not all its individual sec-
tions, by not standing on Trotsky's
views, has placed itscll outside the
mast important processes of recompo-
sition of the working class movement.

According 1o an eight page article
‘Glasnost and the crisis of the Com-
munist Parties’ by Ernest Mandel in
Oxctober 1989 the great line of divide
inside the Communist Partics created
by the events in Eastern Europe was 1o
be the issue of glasnase: "The so-called
World Communist Movement is more
deeply divided today than at any time
in its history. Above all, it is the atti-
tude of the Communist parties to plas-
nost that is the indicator of this crisis.”
(V30 October 1989)

In facl glasnost has not in the shght-
est served as the touchstone for right-
ward moving and lefiward moving
currents — which is the crucial distine-
tion for Marxists — in the Communist
partics, The most extreme Tight wing
currents of all (Marxism Today/Ttalian
PDS) are openly for capitalism, social
democracy, or liberalism, and the most
enthusiastic supporters of glasnost. In
the USSR glasnost has been rejected
by some of the most extreme pro-capi-
talist forces who call for a "Chilean
model’ to introduce the market — in-
cluding by the extreme pro-privatisa-
tion Kazakh lcader, Nazerbayev, who
has developed an cnuire theory of the
*Asian road of development” with
South Korean capitalism as its model.

The real line of divide has become,
intermationally, for or against the res-
toration of capitalism, how did the
USSR get to the point where capitalist
restoration was posed, and how fo
fight back in a situation where the
evenls in the USSR threaten to give
imperialism the greatest victoriesinits
entire kistory? These are the questions
which ghsess the most advanced work-
ing class currents in the world. By re-
fusing o acknowledge that thisiseven
the situation the Fourth International's
leadership has placed the interna-
tional, although not all its sections,
outside the progressive trends in this
debate.

F or the disintegration of the CPSU,
naturally, does not stop the crisis
in the “Communist Movement'. It sim-
ply unleashes huge centrifugal forces
— in some cases organised around dif-
ferent, sometimes regional, poles of
attraction.

The most impontant of these, above
all in Laun Amerca, is the Cuban
Communist Party — and outside Latin
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America the Cuban leadership has also
become a pole of aursction for mi-
nority currents within the Communist
Partics.

This iz a major step forward. The
Cuban Communist Party does noLhave
i folly developed programme lor the
world class struggle. It is also totally
wrong on some things — including s
treatment of gays and lesbians. Bul it
is rot a bureaucratised party. Its prac-
tcal contribution to advancing the
class struggle is immense — above all
its role 1n Nicaragua, El Salvador, and
Angola. It is a huge step forward for
Communist Parties, and other faorces,
to be looking to such a force rather than
the CFSU,

A regroupment is taking place not
against, but with the Cuban Commun-
151 Parly. This was seen in the declara-
tions made by the Latin American
Communist Partics describing the Gulf
War as genocide — which was scarce-
ly in line with Gorbachev — and, most
notably, the coordination ¢reated be-
tween the Cuban Communist Party, the
Bragilian PT, the FMLN, FSLN and
other groups (including the Latin
American sections of the Fourth Inter-
national), This is potentially one of the
most important left wing regroup-
ments produced by the current crisis
within the *Communist Movement',

W hat is also occurring is that other
left wing sections of Communist
Parties are being forced Lo reconsider
Trotsky in attempting to account for
how the USSR was led into the present
impasse. Thus for example an article in
the September issuc of Communis, the
Journal of a current within the CPGE,
incorrectly characterises Trotsky's po-
sition vis a vis Stalin as w *"go for
broke™ in the international class war'.
But also con¢ludes that: ‘it is im-
possible o consider longer lerm causes
of the failure of Soviet socialism with-
oul giving Trotsky his due, for it was
he who argued, as sovict power was
frst established, that socialism could
nol survive a minority world system.'

These are the type of lorces in the
Communist Party, for example, that
played an extremely active role in the
Strugale against the Gulf war and are
indisputably leftward moving in their
direction, Such forces, in the light of
évents in the USSR, are more open 1o
reconsider Trotsky's views than at any
point in history, But they will only find
Trotsky's own views of interest — not
those of the groups who falsely claim
10 speak in his name.

Fimally, these wends, of course,
have the preatest significance for
the situation in the USSR itsclf, Be-

cause the scale of issues now posed
mean that forces from the Communist
Parties, including in Russia, are almost
cerainly, for the first ume, going to
have to cooperate with those outside
them in Jefending the socialised base
of the USSR itsell, The same logic
which leads the new democratic so-
cialist forces in Eastern Europe inlo
blocs with the Communist Parties 1o
defend nationalised property, or the so-
cialised base in the USSR — and ¢re-
dtes the pressure for the Communist
Parties to accept such blocs — leads 1o
Commuynist Party forees outside the
USSR conceding this is correct,

In his contribution 1o the debate on
‘Dempcratic Socialism is the Only
Way Forward in the USSR', in the
Morning Star on 26 September for
example Tony Chater, the paper's edi-
tor, argues that: ‘The: danger of the
restoration of capitalism is now great.
IF it takes place, 1t will be very scrious
for the Soviet people and for the world.
It will not be a Swedish type welfare
capilatism which some have deluded
themselves into belicving... If the So-
cutlist option is to reassert itsell, it will
require arallying of all left wing forces
around a programme for dealing with
the crisis in the coniext of democratic
Socialism." Such a perspective, which
is entircly correct and justified means
a complete turn from considering
forces such as Kagarlitsky “agents of
imperialism’ 0 be imprisoned, let
alone the physical killing of Trol-
skyisis, to seeing them as legitimate
defenders of the socialised buse of the
USSR,

[ nsuch collaboration those who sup-
parrt Trotsky 's ideas have nothing o
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fear whatever. In a joint fight to defend
the socialised base of the USSR we

have no doubt that Trotsky's ideas will ~

be proved right, But it 15 a life and
death matter for the international
working class to wage such a fight.
Out of thut fight to defend the social
base of the USSR, and the working
class in Easiern Europe, is going to
come the greatest recomposition of the
working class movement singe 1941
— probably since 1917. It is already
producing left currents among the
Communist Partics beginning to be
committed o that path on a new basis,
a decpening of the course of the new
left in Eastern Europe and, most im-
portantly, the USSR, and decp echoes
of this within the left of the social
democricy — which understand per-
fectly the catstrophic conscquences
for the world of an overtumn of the
Russian revolution. [t is absolutely im-
passible today to know what organisa-

Trotsky

tonal form these processes will wke. foresaw

But the political reccomposition of the
working class which was inevitable
after the colossal defeats inflicted by
Stalinism in 1989 15 already well under
Wiy,

Absolutcly nothing prevenis the
Fourth International, as an interna-
tional, from participalion in that pro-
cess except the disorientation of its
leadership. That simply means that the
fight 1o rewin the leadership of the
organisation Trotsky founded to the
course he outlined has to be deepened.
Because 1t was his ideas, more than any
other, which foresaw with incredible
clarity what would happen in the So-
viet Union and the political course the
wotld waorking class should adopt
when it did,

with
incredible
clariny
wihar would
happen in
the Soviet
Union'




International

S

i
SEVENR R

VAT GANTAGD gL

Hands off Cuba! Pacno

The Cuban revolution is facing its most parilous
haurs since the victory of the 26 July movemant over
the LiS-backed Batista dictatorship in 1853,

The revalution, at the height of the Cold War and
ir the midst of the relative quiescence of the interna-
tional clase struggle during the long post-war boom,
was the first successiul revolution in the Westem
hemisphere, This immediately won it the undying
emnity of imperialism, while providing a point of
inspiration and renewed hape for a whole generation
of those struggling against imperialism in the Third
Waorld, Its leadership, particularly Castro and Cha,
became an element in = new radicalisation in the
West, particularly of young people,

From the outset it faced escalaling hestility from
tha US, which in 1961 organised an armed interven-
tion at the Bay of Pigs. engineered the so-called
missilecrisisin 1962, and impesed a brutal economic
embargo. Az a small and desperately poor country

~ its economy deeply distorted by centuries of col-
onisation and imparialist expoitation — and sitvated
90 miles off the US coast, this threatened o destroy
. Hence, its survival rapidly became deeply raliant
upan the econemic, diplomatic and military support
of the Soviet Union.

Today this supoan has virtually ended. Econamic
subsidies are beng cut, and Goroachev and Yeltsin
have announced the end of military support. The
decisive meaning of the lalter is 1o begin to bring lo
an end the status quo established after tha 'missile
crisis’, where the US could not invade Guba, De-
cause the USSR would clearly retaliate.

On the aconomic froni, the decision by the Rus-
sian govermmant that all oil in tha coming year will
have to ba purchased ai market prices faces Cuba
with desperate choices.

The US embarge, since 1961, bans all US trade
with Cuba including medicine and food, and denies
tt accass lo international finange instilutions. Thus
Cuba's trade with 1he former GOMECOM countrias
accounted for 85 per cant of s supolies.

In the coming year Cuba expects only half the cil
supplies it received In the mid-BOs. Most foods and
clathing are rationed, petrol will not be avaitable for
private cars, oxen will have 1o reintroduced for mest
agrcultural work,

Cuba has no natural energy scurce, although it
has a jeint projects with a number of countries to
prospect for oil and gas off the coas!, and a planned
nuclear ensrgy plant is due on stream ina few years
Eum?. Thus it is Wetally dependent on imposts of oil and
LIFE=1

Moresver, Yehsin is going way beyond ending a:d
1o Culba, to active support for the imperialist praject
for the island, evidencad by his visit to Miamito mest
the Cuban-American organisations, and the invita-
tian to them to open an office in Moscow — which
has now occured,

The Bush administration is responding to thesa
opanings for its aims by stepping up the pressure on
other countries to break thair links with Cuba. Recam
cancelled economic projects with Spanizh and Bra-
zilian companies, fellthrough at the bahest of the LS.
The Mack amendment, designed to penalise US
awned subsidiares trading with Cuba out of third
countrios, has not bean endorsed, but the State
depanment is seeking other means 1o achieve the

same end.

For imperiallsm the crushing of Cuba represants
nol just the destruction of a planned economy 80
milas off tha US coast, but also the eliminationof one
of its most vociferous oppanents.

Cuba remains a decisive factor in the relations
between the imperialism and the third world, particu-
larly Latin America. it has campaigned against the
imperialist plunder of the Third World foreign debt,
calling for unilateral cancellation,

Moreovar, the leadership of the Cuban revolution
never adopted the disastrous policy of Socialism in
one Country. It saw Cuba's survival as infimately
linked to the progress of the national liberation
struggle across the Third World and especially in
Cantral and Latin America. Hance, in recant years,
its massive support to the lberation struggles In
Grenada, Micaragua, El Salvador and West Africa,
Cuban construction workers, medical teams and
military advisers are sent virtually wharaaver they
are welcomed,

This international rale has won Cuba consider-
able suppor in the semicolonial werld, and created
openings to breach the US's economic blockade.
This is now being brought to bear against the US
offensive, with some initial success. At the lbaro-
American summit in Mexico City — which many
thought would despen Cuba's isolation, and which
was axtensivaly lobbied by Cuban-Americans — a
number of diplomatic breakthroughs were made,
including the re-e=stablishment of diplomatic links
with Argentina. Additionally Taiwan has recently
raversed its suppert for the US blockade, South
Koraa may well follow suit.

In Britain the urgent task is to build the broadest
passible suppor for Guba's right to regulate its own
internal affairs without outside interferance, and for
zn end 1o the US embargo on trade. An appeal
launched on this basis is circulating widely in the
labour movemeant, and already has over 100 signa-
tories, including MPs, MEPs, trade unions and trade
unioristy, journalists, actors and others.

Thera is a lund of goodwill towards Cuba in this
country, despite the imperialist smear campaigns
and aftempts o discredit Castro. This goodwlll has
now to be meobilised. Far Cuba, and its people, it has
nevar baen more urgent,

JERRY SMITH

. ¥eub®  The appeal for Cuban
e M“‘ " national soverelgnty,

Fol | 8- ==—=" and a fund-raising
o Srer ooz appeal, 'A Boat for
= : &ba', ‘ralsing money

== for a European
shipment of oil can be
-~ obtalned from :
== Britain-Cuba Resource
- Centre, Casa Latino-
= americana, Kingsgate
Place, London (]
=l ATA:
e nae or Central Amerlca
N Lwettes Labour Group, 37
Tl Huntingdon Street,
© London N1 1BP.
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events in the Soviet Union. The
aftermath of the putsch which led to
a reinforcement of Yeltsin and the
directly pro-capitalist forces sup-
porting him, and the closer alliance
of Gorbachev with these forces,
has placed on the agenda the issue of the restoration of capitalism in the
Soviet Union. If this were to be successfully carried through it would not
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class in West Europe would not be immune from the impact of this, with a
more ferocious attempt to roll back the welfare state gains won in the
aftermath of the Second World War, a new wave of particularly vicious
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