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Revolution in Eastern Europe
Special Issue

These are explosive times. Only a few weeks
have passed since our Autumn edition, MIR
No.41. Then, in an article focused on Poland, we
referred to the ‘gang of four’ unreconstructed
Stalinist regimes of Bulgaria, Rumania, Czech-
oslavakia and East Germany. Pointing to what
were still just portents, we remarked that East
Germany could “well be the first to trigger up-
heavals throughout the Stalinist world.” Now
three of these regimes have been swept aside.
Millions of workers and youth have taken over
the streets of Berlin and other cities. This mag-
nificent movement is the beginning of the pol-
itical revolution.

Time has not stood still in Poland or the USSR.
The tendencies towards capitalist restoration
identified in MIR No.41 have crystalised further
under the Mazowiecki Solidarity government.
National movements challenging the rule of the
Russian bureaucracy have developed in the
Ukraine, Moldavia, the Caucusus and the Baltic
states.

Cover Design: Alan Hardman

These profoundly significant events, testing
all the ideas of Marxism, demand analysis. This
edition, therefore, has been published as a
special issue concentrating on the crisis of Stal-
inism. While we carry an editorial statement on
Britain, where there have also been important
developments, most of our ‘normal’ features —
Book Reviews, Economic Notes, Comment —
have been dropped. These are not ‘normal’
times!

But to produce this special issue, and more
frequent further issues as events demand, req-
uires more than normal efforts by our readers.
Sellers in Newham North East constituency sold
65 copies of MIR No.41; in Swansea, 111 were
sold. Every area can emulate these excellent
sales. Certainly every reader can make a com-
mitment to the future of the MIR by taking outa
subscription (see form on p40). Then we could
seriously plan our next steps forward.

Printed by Eastway Offset, 3/13 Hepscott Road, London E9 SHB.
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In a few weeks, East German
workers and youth have swept away
Homnecker and the old Stalinist
dinosaurs. But what now?
Alejandro Rojas outlines how the
political revolution may unfold.

Last month hundreds of thousands of people
flooded onto the streets of every city and town
throughout the German Democratic Republic
(East Germany). But they were not demon-
strating support for the capitalist West. On the
contrary, from the outset, they were campaign-
ing for action against the corruption, privileges
and repression of the previously hardline Stal-
inist regime, striving for the establishment of a
genuine workers democracy and not capitalist
restoration. Singing the Internationale in the
streets of Leipzig, Drezden. East Berlin and

other cities, they chanted: ‘All power to the
people — for democratic socialism’ ‘Down
with the privileges of the SED’ (Communist
Party), ‘Privileges for everyone’. As one placard
proclaimed on a demonstration in East Berlin,
‘More Democracy, More Socialism’.

After a somewhat stunned delay, Bush and the
other leaders of world capitalism welcomed the
opening of the Berlin Wall and the lifting of
restrictions on East Germans travelling to the
West. The capitalist media tried to portray the
demonstrations in East Germany as a movement
in favour of the restoration of capitalism. Dou-
glas Hurd even claimed that the Wall was
opened due to the pressure from the Western
powers. But as one East Berliner shouted at
Krenz, the new SED leader: “We in street forced
it open not them’.

Now the strategists of capitalism have raised
the possibility of German reunification. But
there is no prospect of this while two conflic-
ting social systems exist within Germany.

Most of those who came to the West after the
lifting of travel restrictions did so to take ad-
vantage of newly conquered freedoms to travel
and buy goods still unavailable in the GDR. The
overwhelming majority returned after a few
hours. When interviewed most proclaimed
their support for a ‘socialist but democratic’
society. These are sentiments and aspirations
which have found little echo in the capitalist
press and media.

Of all the upheavals in Eastern Europe, the
movement of the masses in the GDR offers the
most favourable opportunity for the proletariat
to take over the management of society. In
outline, the conditions exist for a classical un-
folding of the political revolution.

In East Germany there are not the same ill-
usions in capitalism that have been expressed in
Poland and Hungary. From the beginning, cons-
ciousness has been on a higher level. Instinc-
tively the East German masses are searching for
a regime of genuine workers democracy.

Once the masses gain confidence in their own
strength and enter the arena of struggle. events
which looked like taking years have arisen in a
matter of months, weeks, days and even hours.
Such has been the speed of events in the GDR,
what seemed impossible a week ago has be-
come reality today.

In six weeks the GDR has been transformed
from one of the most stable Stalinist regimes in
Europe, to the most explosive. Erich Honecker,
the hardline Stalinist leader. his government
and his politbur: have all been toppled and the
hated Berlin Wall opened. From a demonstra-
tion of 3.00u in Leipzig on September 25, the
scale of protest escalated to one million in East
Berlin bv November +. New Forum, an umbrel-
12 group of opposition tendencies, has exploded
‘rom 12000 members in mid-October to




300,000 registered supporters today.

This movement has shattered the quiet undis-
turbed life of the party elite, divorced as they
are from the everyday problems of workers and
youth in their luxurious Wandlitz suburb of
East Berlin. They have been forced to imple-
ment a policy of reform from the top, to try and
avert revolution from below. But their reforms
only encouraged and emboldened the move-
ment from below, as each concession was taken
as a further sign of weakness.

The powerful traditions of the German wor-
kers movement have featured during each epi-
sode of the recent events. The defeated revolu-
tion of 1918, the rise of fascism and its cons-
equences for the working class, and the tradi-
tions established by Rosa Luxemburg and Karl
Liebknecht have helped shape the outlook of
workers, young and old, in the GDR. In par-
ticular, the collaboration between the capi-
talists and the Nazis in the 1920s and 1930s is
not forgotten — expressed in the ruthless rep-

ression unleashed against the workers move-
ment in such towns as Leipzig. These exper-
iences have sustained the hostility towards
capitalism.

Also, unlike Poland and Hungary, the benefits
of the planned economy are clearly visible.
From 1945-55 wage rates rose by 68%, giving
East German workers the highest standard of
living in Eastern Europe. In the mid-1960s eco-
nomic growth reached 7% per annum. By 1980
gross national product per head was higher
than Britain, Austria or Canada. Despite the
corruption and consumption of the bureauc-
racy, the planned economy had gencrated sig-
nificant improvements in living standards. Hon-
ecker even won some popularity in the early
1970s when he raised subsidies on transport,
housing and food. The average East German
worker only pays 10% of his income on rent.
Since 1971 three million flats have been built or
modernised. In July 1989 500,000 were under
construction.

From the
beginning,
consciousness
has been

on a

higher

level.
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are on a
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scale than
1953.
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These developments created a powerful and
very cultured proletariat with aroused expecta-
tions which the bureaucracy was unable to fulfil
in the recent period. Economic growth has now
ground to a virtual halt, reaching only 3% in
1988 on official figures — in reality below 1%.
Simply to maintain the subsidies on housing,
food and transport the economy must grow at
5% a year. These subsidies account for DM67bn
out of a total state budget of DM275bn.

Unlike Poland, basic commodities are quite
widely available but so-called luxury items
require patience to obtain. There is a 16 year
waiting list for a Wartburg car! Almost every-
body has a fridge but a television set costs six
months wages for an average worker. Only 20%
of houses have telephones, although this has
been largely due to ‘security’ reasons rather
than lack of technical knowhow. Patience has
now run out.

During the 1980s the GDR invested less than
half its gross national investment in industry,
compared to 66% in the USA. Consequently,
the productivity of labour is 25% lower than in
Western Europe. Inefficiency and lack of parts
has meant that construction work begun five
years ago has ground to a halt. Lack of controls
and checks by the workers has led to envir-
onmental disaster — common to all Stalinist
regimes. According to one report 70% of the
water supply is polluted.

The stifling effect of the bureaucracy reaches
into every aspect of life, smothering every ini-
tiative. Now the accumulation of frustration and
bitterness against the bureaucracy has burst
through the dam of repression.

A collision between the workers and youth
against the bureaucracy has been brewing for
sometime. In 1986 students marched through
East Berlin carrying quotes from Luxemburg
and Liebknecht, demanding more democracy.
New Forum, although dominated by students
and especially intellectuals, began to develop —
an important sign of discontent among the
petty bourgeois layers. It was the first breeze of
the hurricane which has now arrived.

The uprising of 1953 was a more recent trad-
ition drawn upon by workers and youth. While
the capitalist West was pouring $20bn of aid
into West Germany between 1948-52, Stalin
was looting East German industry. Factories
were stripped almost bare, machine tools and
even railways were shipped back to the USSR.
45% of industrial capacity, worth $66bn, was
dismantled.

In 1953 the bureaucracy decided to increase
work norms and cut pay. That led to mass str-
ikes in 274 enterprises involving 372,000
workers — 10% of the population. Workers
demanded the removal of the bureaucrats, the
democratisation of the SED (which had been
bureaucratically ‘merged’ with the SPD in

1945) and the trade unions. Building workers
marched through East Berlin chanting: “We are
the real Communists not you.’

The lower layers of the bureaucracy were
drawn behind this movement and supported
the workers’ demands. But, against a different
background of national and international condi-
tions to today, the party bosses were able to call
in Russian tanks to crush the movement. 260
workers were killed, over 1,500 were put on
trial and a purge of the party was carried out.
62% of all regional leaders, 71% of district
secretaries and 33% of the Central Committee
were removed. Significantly between 60% and
70% of these had been members of the KPD in
pre-fascist Germany.

The recent upheavals have been on a much
bigger scale than 1953 and the bureaucracy is
in a far weaker position. The first signs of pro-
test began in May with the participation of a few
hundred on demonstrations in East Berlin, Leip-
zig and Drezden. The local elections in the
same month were blatantly rigged by Krenz,
then responsible for internal security. In many
areas up to 27% voted against the SED but res-
ults claiming over 98% support were announc-
ed. This produced further protests including
one in Leipzig by two thousand students which
was brutally repressed by riot police.

By the summer groups of youth had begun to
organise. One group produced leaflets on a
printing machine which they had made them-
selves by rebuilding old washing machines!

Then, in September, the movement acquired
a new dimension with 8,000 marching in Leip-
zig. Now the demonstrations have mushroomed
up to one million in East Berlin. The masses
have entered onto the arena of struggle,
the essence of any revolution. The bureauc-
racy can only respond to events on a daily or
even hourly basis.

A massive politicisation has swept through
the GDR. Around churches, in parks and cafes,
groups gather to discuss the crisis. At some
meetings workers have demanded that the
state-owned presses, as ‘the peoples presses’, be
taken over to produce opposition papers.

The regime branded the demonstrators as
‘criminals’, ‘anti-social rabble’ and ‘fascist coun-
ter revolutionaries’. The hardline Stalinist
dinosaurs were more ossified and isolated than
ever. As the German writer Bertold Brecht put
it during the 1953 uprising: ‘If the leadership
have lost confidence in the people, let them
elect a2 new people.’ Honecker and his sup-
porters clearly imagined that they could simply
crush the movement in its early stages as had
been done in China a few months earlier. Krenz
supported the actions of the Chinese bureauc-
racy and even went to Beijing to congratulate
them. Honecker spoke quite openly of a
‘Chinese’ situation and solution'




The ‘dinosaurs’ almost succeeded in imp-
lementing this policy. On October 9 machine
gun nests were positioned in Leipzig for the
now weekly protest against the government.
The borders were closed on the October 10.
The so-called ‘workers militia’ was given special
training in riot and crowd control. In Leipzig
orders were issued to fire on the expected five
to seven thousand demonstrators.

But despite warnings that any demonstration
would be suppressed, 70,000 poured onto the
streets. Had the troops opened fired it would
undoubtedly have provoked an explosion, pro-
bably of insurrectionary proportions. Such loss
of fear in the face of possible repression
marks a critical stage in the unfolding of
any revolutionary movement. Confronted
with such a movement, the local party and mil-
itary leaders withdrew instructions to open
fire.

The militiamea in their trucks fraternised
with groups of youth who approached them
with flowers explaining their demands. This
was repeated in other cities. In East Berlin a few
thousand youth marched up to the police ranks
singing the Internationale. They also sang The
Workers United Front from the 1920’s: Join the
workers united front for you are workers too.’
These appeals did not fall on deaf ears. In the
bars conscript soldiers discussed with the
youth.

In China a successful political revolution
could have been possible from the movement
that erupted this year. If the leaders of the pro-
democracy movement had appealed to the rank
and file of the NPA, the Chinese army, with a
rounded out political programme, it could have
been possible to avoid the Tianenman Square
massacre and overthrow the bureaucracy. But
the lack of a conscious leadership for the mass
movement opened the way for the bureaucracy
to lean on the peasant base of the NPA and in-
flict a bloody defeat on the Chinese workers
and students.

But despite Honecker’s wishes, it was simply
just not possible to repeat the experience of
China in the GDR. Conditions are fundamental-
ly different in the GDR. The proletariat has a
crushing social weight. The army and police are
made up of the sons and daughters of the wor-
kers from the cities. They are far less insular and
more receptive to the pressures of the pro-
letariat than a peasant based force. They are less
isolated from the masses than the party bosses.
Consequently they are more receptive to class
appeals.

The Moscow bureaucracy understood this
well. They pressurised the SED leadership to
hold back from repression and instead imple-
ment reforms. The Soviet Embassy was re-
ported to have threatened Honecker that
should an explosion erupt they would not help

— although if the movement had got complete-
ly out of hand, the Russians may have found
themselves with little option but to attempt an
intervention.

Honecker tried to fight it out but in the end
he was defeated in the politburo and forced to
resign. ‘If we budge an inch everything will
collapse,” warned Honecker, only to be told:
‘Bloody insurrection will happen if we don’t.” As
events have subsequently shown, both interp-
retations were correct! Gorbachev lectured
Honecker: ‘When you fall behind, you are pun-
ished by life.” The problem for the bureaucracy
is that it is unable to keep up!

The movement from below split the bureauc-
racy, especially at local level. In Leipzig the
party leadership held back from confrontation.
In Drezden the ‘reformist’ Modrow opened four
days of dialogue with the largest opposition
group, New Forum. This did nothing to placate
but only increased the confidence of the move-
ment. Honecker’s replacement by Krenz, far
from containing the movement, served as a pro-
vocation. 10,000 surrounded the party head-
quarters to protest. As head of the security for-
ces, Krenz was viewed as little more than Hon-
ecker's groomed successor.

No egoism!
No Krenz!

Honecker’s
preferred
‘Chinese
solution’
was just
not
possible.
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Egon Krenz.

Revolution
is not a
single act.

By November 4 the demonstrators’ demands
had widened. In East Berlin banners appeared
expressing solidarity with the Chinese, Rom-
anian and Czechoslavak youth, some written in
Chinese. Another read: ‘Berlin 1953, Budapest
1956, Prague 1968, Beware! and ‘Democratic
Socialism’. Others boldly proclaimed: ‘We are
the people and we are millions’ and ‘GDR —
October Revolution 1989’

Under the pressure of the masses, Krenz has
been forced to make concessions. The polit-
buro was reconstituted on November 8 and the
government replaced. New Forum is to be leg
alised. Election laws are being amended, al-
though no date has been set for elections.

But these changes are largely cosmetic. Of the
11 member new polit-buro, seven were hard-
liners. At a massive rally in Leipzig a New Forum
speaker shouted that: ‘many heads have rolled
in the last few weeks.” The crowd roared back:
‘Yes, but not enough. More, more more.’

The new politburo provoked new protests.
Bohme, the SED leader from Halle, was remov-
ed from all his posts by his local party and an
80,000 strong demonstration took place the
following day. In Cottbus a similar protest took
place against the inclusion of Walde. As Krenz
publicly announced the new line up, even party
members were jeering and booing the known
hardliners. Within three days of their election,
Bohme, Walde and a candidate member of the
politburo were removed.

There are now open splits in the SED which
only a few weeks ago was regarded as totally
monolithic. In its claimed membership of 2.6
million, there is a layer of genuine workers who
believed they were joining a Marxist party. So
the SED is inevitably more subject to pressure
from the proletariat. A faction around the ‘ref-
ormist” Modrow is desperately trying to speed
up reforms to head off an explosion and to safe-
guard their positions. This wing did not have a
clear majority in the leading bodies but has
succeeded in bringing forward the convening
of a full party congress, where it seems likely
they will attempt to remove Krenz, and replace
him with Modrow and begin a more thorough
policy of reform, possibly including the calling
of elections. These elections will probably be
far from ‘free’ and ‘democratic’ as the people
are demanding.

Modrow replaced Willi Stoph as Prime Min-
ister. He immediately appointed a new govern-
ment, of whom eleven out of 27 are non-SED
members. Modrow wants to demonstrate that
serious reforms are now being carried through.
But the parties in this coalition are little more
than appendages of the SED and do not reflect
the interests of the masses. So the new govern-
ment will be very unstable and may have only a
short period in office.

Sections of the party, especially its hardliners,

have become demoralised. New Forum rep-
orted that 1,500 ex-SED members had joined
their ranks in Leipzig alone. Three hardliners
committed suicide. In Leipzig the ‘Stasi’, the
hated military police based in the work places
and estates, met the New Forum leaders to ask if
they ‘... could realistically guarantee our safety
(and)... would it be possible to censor some of
the banners being carried on the demonstra-
tions, especially the placards demanding 1:\n-
ishment for those responsible for attacking
demonstrators and banners proclaiming, ‘Stasi
to the coalmines’, and ‘Stasi to production — we
pay your wages you lazy b..."” These fears were
justified when the government announced that
15,000 of 100,000 Stasi were to be set to work
in the mines because of the shortage of labour
and ‘to improve their reputation’.

Revolution is not a single act but an unfolding
process in which the masses learn from ex-
perience the different social interests repr-
esented by various groupings, parties or strata.
The East German workers, unlike their brothers
and sisters in other Stalinist states, have not yet
passed through the school of the ‘reformist ’
wings of the bureaucracy. So, for a period, they
may harbour illusions in Modrow and other so-
called reformers.

As mayor of Drezden, Modrow adopted a far
more ‘liberal’ policy which had brought him
into conflict with the party leadership. But
support from the Moscow bureaucracy under
Gorbachev ensured his survival. His popularity
is further enhanced by his lifestyle, especially
when weighed against the lavish living stan-
dards enjoyed by the bureaucracy as a whole.
Refusing to move from his flat on a working
class estate in Drezden, he also rejected the
official chauffeur-driven limousine and drives
his own Lada.

Should he oust Krenz and gain the upper
hand, it is possible that the bureaucracy will
have a certain breathing space. The party,
although widely hated, still has a certain, alt-
hough rapidly dwindling, basis of support ref-
lected in its membership. The achievements of
the planned economy and the traditions of the
powerful Communist Party, the KPD, in pre-
Hitler Germany are still attractive.

After the enforced merger of the KPD and
SPD, the Stalinists consciously selected ex-KPD
workers, many of whom had been imprisoned
in concentration camps under the Nazis, and in-
stalled them into the leadership of the new
party. They rapidly became bureaucratised and
totally removed from the working class. Hon-
ecker was one of these. That they suffered
under the fascists gave the old regime a certain
legitimacy in the eyes of a layer of workers.
Thus the SED, at this stage, is not so discredited
as the party is in Poland.

Nevertheless, the SED’s monopoly of power




and its abuse is universally hated and reflected
in the slogans taken up on the demonstrations:
‘No privileges for the SED’, ‘For the right to
form political parties’. Eventually the bitterness
which exists towards the party leadership will
become generalised and destroy any basis of
support for the SED. Already opinion polls ind-
icate that only 10% to 30% would be prepared
to vote for it. However, should Modrow take
over the party leadership and continue the
reform programme which he has now begun,
expectations could be raised in the same way as
they were when Gorbachev came to power in
the USSR

Under the pressure of events, Modrow is
quite likely to go further and include New
Forum in the government. But this will resolve
nothing and will only pave the way for even
more powerful movements of the masses. Fresh
layers and reserves still exist to be drawn into
the struggle. Most specifically, despite the mas-
sive participation by workers on all the demon-
strations, the proletariat has still not used its
power in industry. Despite reports of some
miners’ strikes and the announcement by some
workers in East Berlin of an independent trade
union, a massive strike wave has not yet taken
place.

One of the reasons the proletariat has not
moved has been the reaction of the bureau-
cracy. The immediate demands of the demonst-
rators have been met with some concessions at
each stage — not enough to satisfy but sufficient
to avoid an explosion up until now. In the fact-
ories and workplaces, demands have been drawn
up on conditions, working practices and general
grievances. The response of the bureaucracy has
been to concede everything demanded.

Also, the outlook of many workers has been
affected by developments in Poland. There is a
mortal fear of economic collapse. This has been
highlighted by the recent influx of Poles to sell
goods on the streets in the GDR, and now even
to apply for the jobs left by those who have
emigrated to the West. Nearly 700,000 Poles
entered East Germany during October, most to
sell goods at markets. One remarked that the
price of one cigarette packet in East Germany
was equivalent to the weekly purchasing power
of his father who is a lecturer in Poland!

The response of many workers has been ‘we
don’t want to strike, but work hard to build a
better socialist GDR.” The exodus to the West
has reinforced this mood. Some factories and
workplaces have lost decisive sectors of the
workforce which has already slowed industrial
output. But moods change quickly. Should the
bureaucracy stumble and workers feel they
have been deceived, it could provoke a general
strike, even under the ‘reformist’ Modrow.

The declaration by workers at the Wilhelm
Pieck engineering works when they proclaimed

the formation of an independent trade union,
‘Reform’, is a portent of the future. They dem-
anded the right to strike, the right' to demon-
strate, freedom of the press, the right to free
travel and an end to all official privileges. They
finished with an appeal: “In today’s critical sit-
uation, we appeal to all colleagues in our enter-
prise and all workers in our Republic to take on
the responsibility for our common future.”
Modrow will have to tread very carefully if he is
to succeed in containing the proletariat. His
government’s announcement that it will lift
subsidies on housing and food could, when
implemented, provoke further eruptions.

The decisive issue is: how can the working
class conquer political power for itself? If the
crisis in the GDR is to be resolved, the bureau-
cracy must be overthrown. Its continued exist-
ence is the barrier to the further development
of society and the productive forces. Four years
of perestroika in the USSR have already demon-
strated that the ‘reformist’ wing will prove un-
able to overcome the disastrous effects of bur-
eaucratic rule. Even in this early stage the work-
ers are instinctively striving to rid themselves of
the parasitical bureaucracy.

But if these steps in the direction of the polit-
ical revolution are to be completed and are not
to end in a defeat, they must find an expres-
sion in a conscious programme to take power.
In any movement, especially during a revolut-
ionary upsurge, different layers arrive at differ-
ent conclusions at different times. The more
advanced layers can attract behind them those
who are drawing conclusions more slowly.
New, fresh layers can enter the struggle and
propel it further forward. The essence of rev-
olution lies in the entry of the masses into the
arena of struggle. Then they learn in days or even
hours what previously required weeks, months
or even years of experience to appreciate.

But the absence of a clear and decisive leader-
ship at such a critical stage can complicate an
otherwise objectively favourable situation.
Confused and contradictory policies and act-
ions can derail the movement and protract the
process of revolution. And unless the right dec-
isions and initiatives are taken at the correct
times, there is no guarantee that the struggle
will automatically end in victory.

After years of a repressive dictatorship there
is a mass demand for free elections to be called.
The critical questions are: who is to call them
and to what are people to be elected?

Modrow is trying to open up discussion in the
existing ‘parliament’, the Volkskammer, to give
the impression that a genuine democracy is
being implemented. But can the bureaucracy
be trusted to call genuine elections which
would deny them the power and privileges they
have accumulated? No, the bureaucracy will
never accept that. They will attempt to cling to
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Gorbachev
kisses
Honecker
goodbye.

power by making concessions. So the call for
free elections must be directed in such a way as
to ensure that they are genuine. The bureau-
cracy cannot be trusted to do this.

A massive movement must be organised and
unified. Failure to do so will result in its even-
tual dissipation. Already on the demonstrations,
drawing upon the revolutionary traditions of
the workers’ movement and especially the rev-
olution of 1918, people have carried banners
calling for the creation of workers’ councils.
These must be established as the most urg-
ent task posed before the revolution.

The currently rigged Volkskammer cannot be
entrusted to represent workers or elect a new
government to defend their interests. No wor-
ker in the GDR trusts the bureaucracy. As one
banner read: ‘You can’t pay for 40 years of frus-
tration with four weeks of dialogue’.

Free elections must be organised at every
workplace and college to the workers’ councils
now being demanded by the youth on the str-
eets. These must be linked up on a city and
nationwide basis. The councils must undertake
the organisation of the movement and prepare
an offensive to remove the bureaucracy and
implement a genuine programme of workers’
democracy. These workers’ organisations
should then convene free elections to a Demo-
cratic Republic of Workers’ Councils. Only
democracy. These workers’
organisations should then
convene free elections to a
Democratic Republic  of
Workers’ Councils. Only
such steps can enact the
programme of the political
revolution: the election of
all officials subject to imm-
ediate recall with no off-
icial to receive more than
the average wage of a skill-
ed worker (as demanded by demonstrators in
Leipzig); the rotation of administrative posts;
the control of the armed forces by the workers
councils together with the establishment of a
real militia of workers; the right of all parties

General, your tank is a powerful vehicle,

It smashes down forests and crushes 100 men.

But it has one defect;
It needs a driver.

General, your bomber is very powerful.
It flies quicker than the storm

And carries more than an elephant.
But it has one defect;

It needs a mechanic.

General, man is very useful,
He can fly and he can kill.
But he has one defect;

Bertolt Brecht He can think.

except the neo-fascists to organise; and a free
press with space allocated by the workers’
councils on the basis of support received.

Such a programme must also include a clear
orientation towards the armed forces to trans-
form their sympathy into active support for the
movement of the workers and youth. Soldiers
must be approached to organise their own
committees, link up with workers and take up
the call for the election of all officers and the
abolition of all privileges they currently enjoy.
By establishing a clear alternative to the current
regime, the vast majority of soldiers and even
police would flood to the side of the workers
movement and simply break in the hands of the
bureaucracy should they attempt to use them
against the masses.

Any appeal to the armed forces must include
a campaign to approach the 350,000 Soviet
soldiers stationed in the GDR. Once convinced
that it was not a counter revolutionary move-
ment and that a clear alternative regime of
workers’ democracy was being proposed, they
too could be drawn behind the banner of the
proletariat. The demand to end ‘the quarantine’
of Soviet soldiers raised by some demonstrators
shows the correct instincts of the masses.

However, for a regime of workers’ democracy
in the GDR to survive, the revolution could not
be confined within its borders. Such a regime
would have an immediate attraction as a coun-
ter weight to the capitalist class and the Stalinist
regimes with earth-shattering repercussions
throughout Europe. There would be attempts
to overthrow it, and if a workers GDR remained
isolated the inevitable economic privations
would create the material conditions for the
eventual degeneration of the regime and the re-
emergence of a bureaucracy. 5o an internation-
alist perspective for the political revolution is
essential to ensure the establishment and sur-
vival of a workers democracy in the GDR.

The crystallisation of a mass Marxist party is
essential for the success of the politcal revolut-
ion. But the leadership of New Forum has been
content to play a cat and mouse game with the
bureaucracy. Dominated by intellectuals, they
have adopted a contemptuous attitude to the
working class and youth. Their national leader-
ship declared that they will not constitute a
party and challenge the SED and even rejected
the demand being taken up on the streets for
immediate elections.

New Forum leader Jens Reich complained
that the opposition has no programme yet and
so an immediate election would only mean the
workers would vote for ‘any demogogue’. This
provoked the New Forum leadership.in Leipzig
to disassociate itself from Reich. New Forum
are however holding the movement back and
searching for an agreement with the bureau-
cracy, rolling along as its fifth wheel. On the




demonstration in Leipzig when the workers and
youth were prepared to march on the police
headquarters they were held back by a ring of
New Forum activists!

It is even quite likely that sections of New
Forum will be incorporated into a coalition
with the bureaucracy. Some of its founders like
Rolf Henrich are ex-members of the SED. Such
participation may gain widespread support for a
period but would eventually result in New
Forum being discredited when they fail to re-
solve the underlying crisis. Already frustration
at the role of New Forum has led to the devel-
opment of the SPD in East Germany, which may
develop as a powerful force despite the react-
ionary role being played by its founders.

In the absence of a successful political revol-
ution, the movement could become exhausted
and lead to a re-emergence of the ‘dinosaurs’.
Without clear leadership at the head of the
movement, the drama of the political revolut-
ion will extend over a more protracted
period.

It has already had earth shattering effects on
Europe, especially in West Germany, terrifying
the ruling class, despite their attempts to con-
fuse the real processes taking place in the
media. Even before these upheavals the West
German bourgeois were supporting the GDR to
the tune of £1.7bn a year to try and avert an
explosion. As Kohl explained: “no-one is inter-
ested in a crisis-like development in the GDR
with potentially disastrous consequences for all
of Europe... We don’t want to stabilise the exis-
ting regime but we don’t want a destabilisation
which could lead to incalculable risks”. It is
precisely for this reason that the West German
ruling class has demanded reforms to head off
an upheaval which would have tremendous
repercussions in the Waest.

Now the question of German re-unification is
being posed. According to recent opinion polls
over 70% of East Germans are against it. Kohl
was booed in Berlin by workers from both East
and West. Among workers in the GDR it reflects
a fear that under capitalism the GDR would
simply become a colony for West German cap-
italism which at this stage has no attraction for
them.

The GDR acts as a buffer between two diff-
erent social systems. Krenz and the Soviet bur-
eaucracy have made it clear that they would not
tolerate a re-drawing of boundaries and the
withdrawal of the GDR from the Warsaw Pact.
On the capitalist side, a reunified Germany
would be resisted by the other European pow-
ers such as Britain, Italy and France for fear that
it would lead to further domination of the EEC
by a strengthened Germany with a larger mar-
ket. Thus, on the basis of the continuation of
two conflicting social systems, the reunification
of Germany is impossible.

However, if there was a political revolution in
the GDR and the overthrow of capitalism in
West Germany, then there could be unity of the
two regimes of workers’ democracy. That
would rapidly open up the prospect of the over-
throw of capitalism throughout Western Eur-
ope and of Stalinism in Eastern Europe and the
Soviet Union.

Alternatively, unification could be carried
through by counter revolution in the GDR,
resulting in the re-establishment of capitalism.
Such a perspective has not been posed so far.
The overwhelming majority of the masses in
the GDR for the reasons explained would fight
to prevent any attempt at capitalist restoration
at this stage.

Modrow’s decision to privatise small shops
does not represent a movement towards cap-
italism. As in the USSR with the establishment of
the co-ops, it is a measure to try and unblock
the delays and shortages caused by an over-
centralised bureaucracy. If it is implemented it
will prove as equally unpopular when prices
rocket.

There are 112,000 private tradesmen and
75,000 private shopkeepers and restaurants.
Private plumbers in Berlin refuse even to make
an appointment without being slipped DM50.
The government was already planning to ex-
pand the number of private shopkeepers by
3,000. In 1960 there were 423,000, most of
whom were taken over by the state. A reversion
to the previous situation by Modrow is not a
threat at this stage to the nationalised basis of
the planned economy.

However, developments in Poland and Hun-
gary are a warning to the working class of the
GDR, should the political revolution not be
carried through. The continued strangulation of
the economy by the bureaucracy will turn cur-
rent stagnation into retrogression. Under such
conditions, and given the strength of the West
German economy, illusions in capitalism could
begin to develop, particularly if the working-
class suffers serious defeats.

But social revolution in the West could also
cut across such tendencies. Nevertheless, the
threat does highlight the urgency of creating
genuine forces of Marxism with the necessary
programme and ideas to ensure the victory of
the political revolution in the GDR. An outstan-
ding opportunity exists. It must not, nor will it,
be lost. O
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National turmoil

Gorbachev’s reforms bave unleashed
the outrage of the national
minorities within the USSR,

suppressed for decades by Stalinism.

But as Peter Taaffe explains,
Gorbachev’s solutions to the
‘national problem’ are a million
miles removed from Lenin’s.

“There has not been a single quiet day in the
last one and a half months” complained Gor-
bachev at the reconvened September Supreme
Soviet — the USSR’s so-called parliament. He
was not just referring to the summer strikes
which convulsed the country. The Kremlin is
also besieged by a seemingly ever rising tide of
nationalist unrest.

Bloody clashes between Armenians and Azer-
baijanis have uprooted 250,000 people and in
the last few months this
conflict has widened. In the
predominantly  Armenian
enclave of Nagorno-Kara-

The | bakh both groups are armed
Kremlin | to the teeth. Guerrilla
. . camps have been observed
1S beSleged by Soviet pilots and Kremlin
by spokesmen talk of the threat
nationalist | of ‘civil war’ or ‘Ulsterisat-
ion’. In October, Gorbach-
unrest ev despatched troops to
break the stranglehold exer-
cised by Azerbaijan thr-
ough its economic blockade
of Armenia.

April saw the massacre of
nationalist demonstrators,
mostly women, by shovel-
wielding troops in Georgia.
This was followed in July by armed clashes
between Georgians and Abkhazians in Sukhumi,
the capital of the Abkhazian Autonomous Rep-
ublic, an enclave within Georgia.

Add to this the clashes in Uzbekistan between
100 MIR the Uzbeks and Mezkhetian Turks, the huge

erupts
in
USSR

protests in Moldavia at the denial of elementary
language rights and the massive nationalist opp-
osition in the Baltic states, and it is easy to see
why Gorbachev has been compelled to rush out
an ‘acceptable’ nationality and ‘ethnic’ program-
me for the USSR.

Yet, only two years ago, Gorbachev wrote in
his book Perestroika: “If the nationality ques-
tion had not been solved in principle, the Soviet
Union would never have had the social, cultur-
al, economic and defence
potential as it has now. Our
state would not have surviv-
ed if the republics had not
formed a community based
on brotherhood and co-op-
eration, respect and mutual
assistance.”

There is not much ‘broth-
erhood and co-operation’ in
the Caucasus, the Baltic
states, Moldavia and Geor-
gia. These problems and the
legitimate aspirations of the
growing nationalist move-
ments in the Ukraine and
Byelorussia cannot be satis-
fied on a bureaucratic
basis.

The ‘liberal’ Gorbachev is
a million miles removed from Lenin in his app-
roach to the national question. Trotsky describ-
ed Lenin’s teachings on the national question as
‘one of the eternal treasures of mankind’. Tsar-
ism was the ‘prison of nations’ where 47% of
the population, the Great Russians (in reality




the landlords and capitalists), ruled over 53%.
The Bolsheviks championed the right of self-
determination of these oppressed nationalities.
But they were not ‘evangelists of separation’.
They did not advocate that each nation should
separate, they merely defended the right of self
determination, including the right to secede. In
1918 they accepted the secession of Finland.

The new society. argued Lenin. could not be
built on even the slightest compulsion of one
nation by another. At the same time. the Bol-
sheviks implacably opposed bourgeois nation-
alism. They were for the unification of all work-
ers, irrespective of nationality, race or religion,
within one organisation — be it the workers’
party or the unions.

While advocating the right of self-determin-
ation, the Bolsheviks stood for voluntary union
of the Russian people on a socialist basis. Lenin
argued that this would remove the fear of nat-
ional oppression. “If we have a voluntary social-
ist federation, the nationalities will not cut
away.” This brilliant dialectical approach was
vindicated with the formation of the USSR in
1924.

Prior to this, those states which adhered to
the Soviet regime were linked together in a
confederation, ie separate states co-operating
with one another. Lenin, as one bourgeois com-
mentator correctly points out, “sought to weld
this vast area into a federation of equal, com-
mon, sovereign republics which would have
the right to self-determination and even, theo-
retically, the right to secede. The federation, he
said, is invincible and will grow freely without
the help of lies or bayonets”. (William Millin-
ship, Observer 3 September, 1989) He goes on:
“It was a noble concept. Stalinism preferred lies
and bayonets”.

At one level, the Russian bureaucracy played
a relatively progressive role in the national
sphere. Peoples kept in the dirt by tsarism be-
gan to acquire the basic elements of culture.
Nations were formed out of races and tribes.
Alphabets had to be invented for the more back-
ward peoples where none existed before.

But at the same time Stalin, personifying the
ruthless Moscow centralised bureaucracy, sup-
pressed the slightest ‘nationalist’ deviation, real
or imagined. In the aftermath of the Second
World War, whole peoples were uprooted and
dumped thousands of miles from their home-

June 1989. Demonstration in Armenia.
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lands. This happened to the Crimean Tartars,
the Mezkhetian Turks, the Volga Germans (tran-
sported to Siberia and Khazakstan) — who are
now emigrating in their thousands to West
Germany — and also the Kalmyks, the Karachav,
the Balkharians, the Cheshens, the Ingush as
well as Koreans, Greeks and Kurds. These in-
sane crimes of Stalin have rebounded on his
Kremlin heirs.

In many ways the national question in the
USSR is more complicated than it was for the
Bolsheviks under Tsarism. On the one side are
the unresolved national questions inherited
from Tsarism. At the same time and superim-
posed on them are new oppressed nationalities
and minorities, which are a product of Stalinism.
Moreover, through huge internal migrations,
particularly of the Slavs, some nationalities, like
in Latvia have actually become minorities in
their own homeland.

The stored up nationalist rage, released by
Gorbachev’s ‘reforms’, has been fuelled by the
catastrophic economic situation. Of the 1,200
items in the Standard Soviet Consumer Goods
Basket, no fewer than 1,000 are in short supply.
The 20% unemployment in Uzbekistan was a
trigger for attacks on Mezkhetian Turks.

Sometimes these racial conflicts have been
encouraged by the local bureaucracy to embar-
rass Gorbachev and shipwreck perestroika, as in
Georgia and Uzbekistan. Conversely, in the Bal-
tic states and Moldavia, the Russian minority,
fearful of discriminatory legislation from the
‘little’ regional or incipient nationalist bureau-
cracy, have taken strike action.

The local ‘Communist’ Party bosses, facing
regional elections next year and increasingly
discredited in the eyes of the oppressed minor
ities, seek to clothe their nakedness by putting
themselves at the head of ‘nationalist’ move-
ments. Such is the case in the Baltic states, in
Armenia and in Azerbaijan.

Faced with this witches brew, Gorbachev
convinced the Supreme Soviet to accept his
document on the nationality question. But can
Gorbachev succeed or will the USSR break
apart at the seams?

The USSR is composed of 15 republics, with
100 distinct nationalities and 400 ‘ethnic
groups’. Sixty million people live in republics
other than those of their ethnic origin. Even a
healthy workers’ state would have to exercise
the greatest sensitivity on the national question.
This would involve reconquering in action the
confidence of all the nationalities of the USSR.

On a bureaucratic basis this is impossible. The
right of self-determination is formally conceded
in the USSR’s Constitution. However the Con-
gress of People’s Deputies, largely dominated
by the Russian bureaucracy, can ‘ratify the Sov-
iet Union’s borders’.

In today’s changed situation, where the pro-

letariat and nationalities are losing their fear of
mass terror, the methods of state police terror
of the past cannot work. Stalin could uproot
whole peoples. Khruschev could arbitrarily
dislodge the Ukranian Crimea from the Russian
Federation in 1954. Kazakstan handed over reg-
ions to Uzbekhistan in 1969. White Russia con-
ceded land to Latvia; Kirgsiya surrendered terr-
itory to Tadgikistan.

But now Gorbachev is even incapable of res-
olving the murderous conflict over Nagorno-
Karabakh. The Azerbaijani and Armenian bur-
eaucracies are concerned for their own power,
prestige and privileges, not the peoples of both
areas. The Azerbaijani bureaucracy denied cul-
tural and linguistic rights to the Armenian maj-
ority when they controlled the enclave. As eye-
witness reports in MIR No.38, Autumn 1988
showed, they encouraged pogroms against
Armenians in Sumgait and Baku, causing hund-
reds of deaths.

It was ordinary Azerbaijani workers who att-
empted to protect their Armenian neighbours
from mobs whipped up by the bureaucracy.
Even in the massive demonstrations and strikes
in September some of the Azerbaijanian work-
ers were at pains to distance themselves from
the extreme nationalists. One declared to The
Independent: “this is not an anti-Armenian pro-
test.” The organising of the general strike and
demonstrations in Azerbaijan were in the hands
of committees, ie Soviets.

Azerbaijanian nationalism is reinforced by the
region’s economic situation. Six million Azer-
baijanis feel discriminated against by Moscow.
This fuelled demands for greater control over
Azerbaijanian resources. For the Baku bureau-
cracy not the least motivating factor is that
many have villas and farms in Nagorno Karabakh
— ‘the Switzerland of the Caucasus’.

The Armenian bureaucracy are a mirror
image of their Azerbaijani counterparts. Corr-
uption and mismanagement mean that thou-
sands of Armenians still live in tents in the areas
devastated by last year’s earthquake.

A real Communist Party in Azerbaijan would
have educated the masses in the spirit of inter-
nationalism and in defence of the right of the
population in Nagorno Karabakh to self-deter-
mination, including the right to secede from
Azerbaijan and join with Armenia if necessary,
with full democratic guarantees for the 20%
Azerbaijanian population.

Such an approach is impossible for the bur-
eaucracies of both areas whose interests are
uppermost over the needs of the masses. Nor
can Moscow produce any lasting solution. Des-
pite direct rule, over 100 Russian soldiers have
been killed in a year with only two people bro-
ught to trial. This underlines the impotence of
the Kremlin in Nagorno Karabakh.

Gorbachev has declared that the answer is
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iets.” On the relationship between the centre

and the republics, his document is full of laud-
able sentiments.

He states that: “one condition for stability and
successful development of our federation is to
establish an optimum relationship between the
rights of union republics and the USSR as a
whole... In this connection, we should clearly
define the terms of reference and mutual oblig-
ations of the Union and the republics. The
Union must be vested with legislative powers
necessary to determine the foundations of the
political and economic system; to ensure the
country’s defence and security; to pursue for-
eign policy; to coordinate and fulfil common
tasks in the sphere of the economy, science and
culture... to ensure the.. development of the
country’s national economic complex.”

The republics “must be entitled to decide all
state and social matters, except those they vol-
untarily delegate to the Union.” The operative
word here is ‘voluntarily’. The relationship
between the republics and ‘the Union’ is pre-
cisely not ‘voluntary’.

But who decides on the ‘Union law’ or on
‘rights of the republics? It is the ‘Congress of
Deputies’ and the ‘Supreme Soviet’ elected by
it. This body has a built-in ‘Communist’ Party
majority — the party of a privileged bureauc-
ratic stratum which dominates the state, the
unions, the government etc. A voluntary union
as envisaged by Lenin is only possible on the
basis of a completely free clection to Soviets
open to all parties — and a democratic workers’
state.

Gorbachev has no intention of dismantling
the bureaucracy despite his championing of
‘democracy’. As the MIR has commented be-
fore, Gorbachev stands for greater differen-
tials between the bureaucracy and the
mass of the working-class and farmers. His
attacks on ‘bureaucracy’ are aimed primarily at
the middle layers. Their colossal swindling,
mismanagement and waste is swallowing a huge
portion of the surplus.

The bureaucracy will not vacate the scene
voluntarily. Gorbachev is attempting to breath
new life into the system. His incapacity to go
outside the limits of the system means that his
‘nationalities policy’ will be stillborn.

The document itself declares: “A precise def-
inition of the rights and responsibilities concern-
ing the ownership and management of property
requires the establishment of the social proper-
ty status of industrial, transport, agriculture,
trade, service and other enterprises. This
should determine which are the property of the
republics (union or autonomous)...”

But who is to determine which are the prop-

erties of the whole union, and which are the
properties of the republics?

There is widespread support in the Baltic
states for the resources in their ‘republics’ to be
controlled by themselves. Such a mood is fuel-
led by the bureaucratic centralism of Moscow
in its relationships with these areas.

At the same time the bureaucracies of Latvia,
Estonia and Lithuania display all the features of
the full-blown ‘liberal’ national Stalinism of the
other states of Eastern Europe. The Latvian Pop-
ular Front has the tacit support of the ‘Comm-
unist’ Party — one-third of its members are CP
members — for its ‘ultimate goal’ of outright
political and economic independence.

Gorbachev, no more than the ‘conservative’
wing of the Russian bureaucracy, would not tol-
erate any of these states separating from the
USSR. The nationalities document states: “it is
utterly wrong to allege that peoples of the USSR
have no right to self-determination and to red-
uce self-determination merely to secession,
thereby impoverishing this universal principle
of the solution of the nationality problem.” This
is all that it says about the right of self-deter-
mination!

This has nothing in common with Lenin’s
approach to the question. Nor are the Latvian,
Lithuanian or Estonian ‘Communist’ Parties any
better. They have reinforced divisions within
the proletariat in order to maintain their fal-
tering grip on power.

The Estonian Supreme Soviet recently pro-
posed discriminatory measures on the language
question and in voting rights against the Rus-
sian-speaking population: 40% of Estonia’s pop-
ulation is ‘non-Estonian’, 30% of whom have
lived in Estonia for 40 years! The Estonian but-
eaucracy proposed that residency in the count-
ry of at least two years and in some cases five
years was necessary for Russian sjeakers to
vote. This provoked the organisation of Inter-
Front, of Russian and other immigrants in the
country. Its organisers include the pre-domin-
antly Russian managers of the industrial plants
throughout Estonia.

The Russian speakers tend to be proletarian,
with the native Estonians concentrated in the
professions and white-collar jobs. Thus the nat-
ional divisions also tend to run along class lines.
The Estonian bureaucracy and the local Russian
bureaucracy lean on their respective popula-
tions against one another as a means of shoring
up their position. And this is from parties that
claim to be ‘proletarian internationalist’. Mos-
cow vetoed the discriminatory election law,
but not before widespread strike action closed
most factories in Estonia. The Estonian govern-
ment sought to ban strikes, in anticipation of
their big brother Gorbachev in Moscow who
has now introduced similar measures in ‘essen-
tial’ industries.
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Despite the nationalist poison injected by
both the Estonian ‘Communists’ and the leaders
of the ‘internationalists’, the basic instincts of
the proletariat were shown in the demand for
‘soviets’. Trotsky once remarked that it was
necessary to differentiate between the nation-
alism of the landlords and capitalists and of the
masses. The awakening to political life of for-
merly backward peasants and workers some-
times manifests itself in the growth of powerful
nationalist movements. This should be distin-
guished from bourgeois nationalism, for it was
the merely the ‘outer shell of an immature Bol-
shevism’. Such tendencies have been revealed
in the recent national movements in the USSR.

In the Baltic states, and in the vicious pog-
romist atmosphere in Azerbaijan, ‘soviets’ and
strike committees were set up. A similar pro-
cess has unfolded in Moldavia where a mass
movement has developed against Stalin’s forced
‘Russification’ of the region. Moldavians are
mainly ethnic Romanians, who like their Rom-
anian cousins over the border, had a Latin lang-
uage and alphabet before Russian occupation in
1945.

Crushed by the Ottoman empire, brought
under the heel of the Austro-Hungarian empire,
the Moldavians were then dominated by the
Russian central bureaucracy which brutally
imposed the Russian Cyrillic alphabet and the
Russian language. Quite naturally a movement
has developed against compulsory teaching of
Russian and for the Romanian language to be a
state language. This movement took on a mass
character, with the improvisation of a ‘mini-
police force’. The slogans of the August demon-
strations were ‘Down with the mafia!’, ‘Down
with the bureaucracy?!.

However, the Moldavian bureaucracy sought
to atone for one crime, Stalin’s policy of forcible
Russification with another: discrimination aga-
inst the Russian speaking population. Roman-
ian was proclaimed as the state language.

Lenin, arguing against the Russian liberals 76
years ago, castigated their not so ‘liberal’ att-
itude to the language question. He wrote: “Why
should huge Russia, a much more backward
country, inhibit her development by the reten-
tion of any kind of privilege for any one lan-
guage”. He pointed out that “tiny Switzerland
has not lost anything but has gained from hav-
ing not one official language but three — Ger-
man, French and Italian. In Switzerland, 70% of
the population are Germans (in Russia 43% are
Great Russians), 22% French (17% in Russia
are Ukranians) and 7% Italian (6% in Russia are
Poles and 4.5% Byelorussian).

“Italians in Switzerland often speak French in
the common parliament. They do so not be-
cause they are menaced by some savage police
law (there are none such in Switzerland), but
because the civilised citizens of a democratic

state themselves prefer a language that is und-
erstood by a majority. The French language
does not instil hatred in Italians because it is the
language of a free civilised nation, a language
which is not imposed by disgusting police
measures”.

The huge hostility to the imposition of the
Russian language in Moldavia does not justify
discrimination against Russian speakers. A dem-
ocratic, let alone a socialist position, would
involve the acceptance of not one ‘single off-
icial language’ but two: Moldavian-Romanian
and Russian. Lenin argued: “if all privileges
disappear, if the imposition of any one language
ceases... (the) horrible... thought that speeches
in different languages would be heard in the
common parliament” would be laughable.

In a multi-national society there would ob-
viously need to be a common means of com-
munication. This would, as experience has
shown in the USSR, be Russian. However, this
would be impossible with the slightest compul-
sion, of forcing one language down the throats
of another nation or minority. Lenin again
points out “the requirements of economic €x-
change will themselves decide which language
in a given country is to the advantage of the
majority to know in the interests of commer-
cial relations”.

He goes on: “This decision will be all the fir-
mer because it is adopted voluntarily by a pop-
ulation of various nationalities”. The position.of
the Bolsheviks on the defence of national rights
of oppressed minorities stands out clearly com-
pared to the shameful position of all wings of
the ‘Communist’ bureaucracy.

In his unfinished work on Stalin, Trotsky
quotes a resolution of the Bolshevik Org-Party
conference in December 1919. “In the view of
the fact that the Ukrainian culture... has for
centuries been suppressed by tsarism and the
exploiting classes of Russia, the Central Com-
mittee of the Russian Communist Party makes it
obligatory for all members of the party to help
in every way to get rid of all obstacles to the
free development of the Ukrainian language and
culture.

“Owing to the centuries of oppression, nat-
ionalist tendencies are to be found among the
backward sections of the Ukrainian masses, and
in view of this fact, it is the duty of the members
of the party to treat them with utmost fore-
bearance and discretion, putting before them a
comradely explanation of the identity of inter-
ests of the toiling masses of the Ukraine and of
Russia. Members of the party... must actually
enforce the desire of the toiling masses to study
in the Ukrainian language and to use it in all
Soviet institutions... striving... to render the
Ukrainian language a weapon for the Commun-
ist education of the toiling masses. Steps must
immediately be taken to ensure a sufficient




number of employees in all Soviet institutions
who know the Ukrainian language and to see
that in the future all employees should be able
to speak Ukrainian”. (Stalin p43)

Last year in the Ukraine, riot police attacked
football crowds for flying the Ukrainian flag.
The national question has re-emerged, shown
by the recent huge demonstrations in Kiev and
elsewhere. Gorbachev must be reaching for the
panic button. Ukraine is the bread basket and
the industrial locomotive of the USSR. With a
population of 51 million, it occupies a vital
position, far more important for the Kremlin
than the Baltic states or the Caucasus.

Despite desperate efforts by the Moscow bur-
eaucracy, it is impossible to solve the national
question on a bureaucratic basis. Trotsky, writ-
ing 53 years ago in The Revolution Betrayed,
gave the key to the solution of the present nat-
ional problems facing the USSR when he wrote:
“The tendencies of cultural autonomy and
economic centralism come naturally from time
to time into conflict. The contradiction bet-
ween them is, however, far from irreconcilable.
Although there can be no once and for all prep-
ared formula to resolve the problem, still there
is the resilient will of the interested masses
themselves.

“Only their actual participation in the admin-
istration of their own destinies can at each new
stage draw the necessary lines between the leg-
itimate demands of economic centralism and
the living gravitations of national culture. The
trouble is, however, that the will of the popula-
tion of the Soviet Union in all its national div-
isions is now wholly replaced by the will of a
bureaucracy which approaches both economy
and culture from the point of view of conven-
ience of administration and the specific inter-
ests of the ruling stratum”. (p171)

These lines retain all their validity in char-
acterising the present bureaucratic leadership
of the USSR. Only a democratic workers state
will begin to provide a solution. With the limit-
less economic, social and cultural possibilities
which will then be unleashed, it would be poss-
ible to begin to solve accumulated problems in
the national sphere.

In the Russian press there are attempts to
grapple with these problems that even now
give a glimpse of what is possible in the future.
Thus in Soviet Weekly, 23 September 1989,
Professor Edward Bagramov, in relation to the
Crimean Tartars wrote: “I have suggested an
ethnic area for the Crimea Tartars in the Crimea
steppe. We could restore similar settling areas
for Greeks, Bulgarians and Armenians who lived
there before the war and were exiled to other
parts of the country.”

But with economic stagnation and even reg-
ression in some fields in the USSR, together
with their concomitant shortages, such a pro-

posal is a formula for racial or ethnic conflict.
The Crimea Tartars were transported from the
bountiful Crimea to the arid wastes of central
Asia. Some would like to return, others, partic-
ularly the younger generation, would prefer to
remain in their new ‘homeland’. On the basis of
a democratic USSR, it will be entirely possible
to begin to satisfy the legitimate national aspir-
ations of the Crimea Tartars.

After all, Trotsky and Lenin once considered
giving land to the anarchists for them to put
into practice their utopian schemes. They bel-
ieved such an experience would convince the
anarchists of the superiority of the ideas of Mar-
xism. This experiment was cut across by the
civil war.

Lenin considered that the maximum ‘auto-
nomy’ would be possible and even necessary on
the basis of a socialist federation. But the key to
solving the national problem remains a political
revolution to overthrow the bureaucracy. To
even carry through this task it will be necessary
for a force to be created in the USSR which is as
bold and sensitive on the national question as
were Lenin, Trotsky and the Bolsheviks. This
would involve a policy of recognising the rights
of self-determination, up to and including the
right to secede.

Gorbachev cannot possibly support such a
measure without risking immediate overthrow.
The present Politburo is the most ‘Russified’
ever with only one non-Slav member. To coun-
ter the independence movements in the Baltic,
Gorbachev is compelled to falsify history. Con-
ceding that the Baltic states were ‘illegally ann-
exed’ by Stalin he then argues that the ‘peoples
of the area’ expressed support for such a step
later on. Yet all historical evidence proves that
the region was forcibly annexed by Stalin
through the infamous Hitler-Stalin pact of
1939.

While supporting the right of self-determin-
ation, at the same time the forces of Marxism,
the subjective factor necessary to guarantee a
victory over the bureaucracy, would advocate
the closest union of the workers throughout the
USSR. Without a clear position on the national
question, the forthcoming political revolution
against the bureaucracy is no more possible
than was the Russian revolution 72 years ago.

Further upheavals, racial conflict, pogroms
and a living nightmare for the peoples of the
USSR are inevitable on the basis of the bureau-
cratic system. The ultimate break-up of the
USSR cannot be ruled out if the bureaucracy
continues to exercise its grip on power for any
length of time. Only Marxism and Trotskyism
can provide the theoretical and practical wea-
pons for the peoples of the USSR to establish
harmonious relations on the basis of a democ-
ratic workers state. 0O
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conditional factors involved.

The political revolution has begun. The earth-
shaking movement of the Vorkuta, Siberian and
Ukrainian miners during 1989 has rocked the
ruling bureaucracy to its foundations. Gor-
bachev’s reforms, aimed at heading off revolu-
tion from below, have neither solved the crisis
of the bureaucratic economy nor satisfied the
demands of the working class. Changes in the
Soviet Union, moreover, have accelerated the
crisis in the Stalinist states of Eastern Europe.
On the streets of Leipzig, Dresden, and Berlin,
millions of workers and youth have forced the
ruling elite of East Germany on a sudden, un-
intended course of reforms. Mass demonstra-
tions in Prague and other Czech cities have also
brought down the regime of Husak and Jakes
installed in 1968 in the tracks of Brezhnev’s
tanks.

The bureaucracy, “a privileged and comman-
ding stratum..(which) has expropriated the
proletariat politically” (Trotsky), has steered
the planned economy into an impasse. Without
the democratic involvement of the workers,
science, technology and production cannot be

taken forward. Cocooned from society’s pro-
blems by their privileges and riddled with cor-
ruption, the bureaucrats are an immense drag
on the economy. Under Gorbachev, the leader-
ship is grasping at one expedient after another
in a desperate attempt to find a way out.

For over 60 years, the Stalinist regime, thr-
ough a monolithic apparatus of repression and
political control, ruled society like an iron-clad
monster. But the ruling caste failed to con-
solidate an enduring social position. Although it
has built up a Byzantine superstructure of con-
trol, its strength has been eaten away by a
remorseless process of decay.

The monolith is now cracking up. The deep
inertia of peoples atomised by decades of pol-
itical terror is giving way to a profound ferment
and explosive workers’ struggles. Events have
placed the political revolution on the agenda.
What we have seen is only the beginning

History, however, rarely proceeds in a str-
aight line. While the movement towards pol-
itical revolution is gathering pace in the USSR,
East Germany and Czechoslovakia, there ap-
pears, paradoxically, to be moves towards
counter-revolution in Poland and Hungary. In
both countries, reformist governments have
come out in favour of large-scale privatisation
of state industries and a transition to a pre-
dominantly market economy.

The question has been raised by a number of
our readers: Is a return to capitalism now
possible in Poland and Hungary? A second
question then raised is: If it is possible, how
likely is such a counter-revolutionary transition?

In Poland, the Solidarity-led government of
Mazowiecki is attempting to tackle the count-
ry’s economic catastrophe with market policies,
closing unprofitable factories, cutting state sub-
sidies, and raising prices. In October, the gov-
ernment appointed a Minister of Privatisation,
Krysztof Lis, to oversee the sale of state ind-
ustries and the creation of small businesses. In
co-operation with Britain's right-wing Adam
Smith Institute, merchant banks, and big ac-
countants (like Price Waterhouse), the Polish
government is drawing up plans for the de-
nationalization of most of the state sector — to
be carried through within the next two
years.

At the same time, the reformist wing of the
Communist Party (officially the Polish United
Workers Party) around Rakowski is proposing
that the party should be changed into a
Democratic Socialist party, with acceptance of

My friend, all theory is grey,
and green
The golden tree of life.

Goethé




the market as a key plank of its new program-
me.

In Hungary, the reform wing of the bureauc-
racy led by Pozsgay and Nyers advocate market
policies, privatisation, and an appeal to the
West for capital investment. But the Hungarian
Democratic Forum and other opposition
groups will challenge the Hungarian Socialist
Party, the revamped Communist Party, in the
general elections next year. Leaders of the
Democratic Forum are even more fervently
committed to a transition to a market (i.e.
capitalist) economy.

Quite clearly, a section of the ruling elite is
ready to abandon the centralised, planned eco-
nomy and accept a return to capitalism. For 40
years the regime has rammed a distorted, statist
counterfeit of socialism down workers’ throats.
Now a ‘new management’ are ready to declare
themselves economically and politically bank-
rupt and opt for voluntary liquidation. This is a
new factor in the situation.

Historically, the bureaucracy’s overriding aim
was to preserve its own privileges and monopo-
ly of power. Politically, it maintained its power
through control of the bonapartist state ap-
paratus. Ultimately, however, it defended the
planned economy as the foundation of its
source of income.

Under the pressure of the workers’ move-
ment, especially the magnificent struggle in
Poland in 1980-81, the ruling elite’s hold over
society began to break down. Support for the
bureaucracy’s ruling party and acceptance of
the ideology and methods of Stalinism was
caten away. The majority of the bureaucrats lost
confidence in their ability to run society. After
the election in Poland, the editor of the CP
Central Committee’s paper confessed: ‘Now we
may as well raise the white flag of surrender.
The party is exhausted, incapable of respon-
ding.‘

They abandoned all hope of rescuing the
planned economy. Under their stewardship it
was strangled by inefficiency, waste and corrup-
tion. But the last thing they would do is turn to
the working class, who alone have the ability to
take the planned economy forward. Demoralis-
ed about the nationalised economy, they have
been thrown off balance by the long post-war
upswing of capitalism and especially beguiled
by the boom since 1981. They are deluding
themselves that capitalism has all the answers.
Completely lacking in Marxist understanding,
the pro-capitalist intellectuals are incapable of
understanding the uneven, superficial and tem-
porary character of the ‘Reagan boom’.

The reformers are not merely preparing to
introduce market elements, which was attemp-
ted in varying degrees in the past. They are
proposing policies which, if carried through,
would mean the restoration of capitalism. How

far they will go does not depend purely on the
outlook and intentions of the current Polish and
Hungarian leaders. But at the moment the ini-
tiative is in their hands, and it would be a mis-
take to ignore the possible consequences.

But, it may be raised, surely the gains of the
social revolution in the Soviet Union and Eas-
tern Europe, despite the distortions of
Stalinism, are irreversible? Once landlordism
and capitalism has been eliminated, surely there
can be no going back? Will the bureaucracy not
defend the planned economy as the basis of
their privileges and power? Above all, will not
the proletariat fight to defend social relations
which, despite Stalinist deformities, correspond
to the historical interests of the proletariat?

The planned economy has ensured the dev-
elopment of countries like Poland and Hungary
into predominantly urban, industrial societies,
with basic education, health and welfare ser-
vices for the workers. Would not an attempt to
destroy these social achievements necessitate a
counter-revolutionary assault on the working
class, a civil war to smash the resistance of the
working class?

These are vital questions. But they cannot be
resolved merely by applying general principles,
however correct. In 1936 Leon Trotsky wrote
his brilliant book, The Revolution Betrayed,
which is still the most up-to-date analysis of
Stalinism. In it he warned that the transitional
character of the deformed workers’ state (the
Soviet Union, to which the East European states
were added after 1945: states intermediate
between capitalism and socialism) means that
‘finished social categories’ must be abandoned.

“Doctrinaires..would like categorical for-

Walesa looks
to the
capitalist West.

A section
of the
elite are
ready to
abandon
the
planned
economy
and return
to
capitalism

MIR (517



18LIMIR
Winter 1990
Poland and
Hungary

No
relationship
of social
forces is
immutable

mulae: yes-yes, and no-no. Sociological pro-
blems would certainly be simpler if social phe-
nomena had always a finished character. There
is nothing more dangerous, however, than to
throw out of reality, for the sake of logical com-
pleteness, elements which today violate your
scheme and tomorrow may wholly overturn it.
In our analysis, we have above all avoided doing
violence to dynamic social formations which
have had no precedent and have no analogies.”
(p255) This is the method which must be app-
lied to complex contemporary developments in
the USSR and Eastern Europe.

No relationship of social forces, even if they
represent progressive changes in fundamental
property relations is immutable. The bureau-
cracies in Poland and Hungary, like the Soviet
elite, have defended state industry as the basis
of their privileges. But like their Russian
counterparts, they long ago “ceased (as Trotsky
said) to offer any subjective guarantee what-
ever of the socialist direction of (their) policy.”
Trotsky referred to Lenin’s warning in 1922
about the dangers of bureaucratisation: “‘His-
tory knows transformations of all sorts. To rely
upon conviction, devotion and other excellent
spiritual qualities — that is not to be taken ser-
iously in politics.” Being determines cons-
ciousness.’(p251) The disintegration of the
centrallv planned economy, aggravated in Po-
land by struggles which failed to replace the
degenerate bureaucracy by workers’ democ-
racy, has generated a complex, contradictory
consciousness.

Moreover, the social transformation in East-
ern Europe after the war did not take place
under the classical conditions of revolution
envisaged by Lenin and Trotsky. They had a
peculiar, bonapartist character from the very
beginning. Unlike Russia in October 1917, the
elimination of capitalism was not carried thr-
ough under the conscious leadership of the
working class. The tradition of October 1917,
together with the tradition of the Left Opposi-
tion’s struggle against Stalin’s reaction, are vital
factors which still distinguish the Soviet Union
from the East European states.

There were movements in Eastern Europe at
the end of the war. But the struggle of class
forces within the different East European count-
ries was not, in itself, the most decisive factor.
The changes within those states were dom-
inated by the international relationship bet-
ween Stalinism and imperialism. Developments
in Eastern Europe cannot be understood apart
from their history and the changes which have
come about since 1945.

Stalinism emerged from the war enormously
strengthened, while the weakened capitalist
powers were forced to abandon their wartime
aim of occupying Eastern Europe. (At the same
time, imperialism lost China and was forced

step by step to relinquish direct rule over the
colonial lands; while in the advanced countries,
the restabilisation of capitalism took place only
on the basis of massive concessions to the wor-
king class.) The price capitalism paid for Hit-
ler’s crimes was the loss of Eastern Europe. The
old capitalist order collapsed with the defeat of
Hitler and the collapse of his quisling govern-
ments. Staiin’s victorious Red armies marched
into a vacuum.

The new governments installed by the Krem-
lin leaned for support on the workers, who
initially welcomed the Soviet forces as lib-
erators. But the might of the Red armies, qui-
ckly supplemented by a security and party app-
aratus, ensured the establishment of regimes
based on Stalin’s own totalitarian model. The
forcing through of change from above by the
Russian bureaucracy added a national complica-
tion to the distorted social transformation.
From the start, opposition to the totalitarian
regimes in Poland and Hungary (clients of the
Kremlin bureaucracy) was interlinked with
opposition to national oppression. After 1956,
through reforms in Poland and by the brutal
crushing of the rising in Hungary, both regimes
(under Gomulka and Kadar respectively ) adop-
ted a more independent national-bureaucratic
course. When there was economic progress,
they were able to secure a certain basis of sup-
port in society. Nevertheless, the historic con-
nection of the regimes (especially the Polish)
with Russian domination and intervention is
still a powerful factor in the undermining of
support for national Stalinism.

Now, the relationship between the USSR and
Eastern Europe, which for decades seemed to
be set in concrete, appears to be running out of
the mould like sand. Under the impact of exp-
losive events, the post-war settlement is break-
ing down.

The ideas of Trotsky in relation to Stalinism
and the political revolution remain absolutely
indispensible for Marxists to work out perspec-
tives. But they do not provide ready-made
schema into which all events can be fitted. They
constitute a method which has to be applied to
living reality.

It should not be forgotten that Trotsky’s pers-
pective for the Soviet Union, formulated prior
to the Second World War, was in some respects
falsified by the actual course of events. His pre-
diction proved to be premature: that either
there would be a political revolution with the
overthrow of the bureaucracy by the working
class, or the restoration of capitalism in the
Soviet Union. No more than any other Marxist,
could he predict the precise course of events
and especially the tempo and timescale, which
are determined by the struggle of living social
forces, not blueprints.

According to Marxism, the determination of




all events can be traced back through chains of
material cause and effect. This does not mean,
however, that events are predetermined. The
complexity of factors involved, including an
element of accident, and above all the potential-
ly decisive factor of consciousness which can-
not be gauged precisely in advance, make it
impossible to predict the exact course of
events.

Marxists must base themselves on perspec-
tives, on an evaluation of the main economic,
social and political trends and their likely dev-
elopment. All perspectives are conditional.
They must be continually tested against real
processes and corrected in the light of actual
events.

“The scientific task, as well as the
political”,writes Trotsky, “is not to give a
finished definition to an unfinished process but
to follow all its stages, separate its progressive
from its reactionary tendencies, expose their
mutual relations, foresee possible variants of
development and find in this foresight a basis
for action”. (p256)

Militant and Militant International Review

have for some time raised the theoretical
possibility of a capitalist restoration in Poland
and Hungary. Few Marxists would quarrel with
such a ‘theoretical possibility’. But it would be a
mistake merely to regard it as a purely
hypothetical possibility which is ruled out in
practice. Because of the conjuncture that has
developed in Poland and Hungary, Marxists
must examine the idea of a restoration of
capitalism as one possible course of events,
even if it is not the most likely.

This conjuncture has come about because of
(1)the crisis facing the bureaucracy in the USSR
which has weakened its hold over Eastern
Europe (2) the economic catastrophe together
with the rotting and collapse of the bureauc-
racy in Poland and increasingly in Hungary and
(3) the political weakness of the working-class
in Poland and Hungary, above all the weakness
of the subjective factor: the lack of Marxist
forces capable of arming the workers with the
programme of the politcal revolution.

If a counter-revolutionary development were
to be carried through, or even partially carried
through, it would undoubtedly be a complicat-
ing factor in the unfolding of the political
revolution in Eastern Europe. But the prog-
ramme and perspectives of the political revol-
ution would in no way be invalidated. Capitalist
restoration could only occur as a temporary set-
back in the revolutionary movement which is
underway — as a result of the delay in the dec-
isive movement of the proletariat in the USSR,
East Germany and other states.

Leaving aside, for a moment, the likelihood
of such a development, let us deal with the
question: What are the conditions which

make capitalist restoration a possibility in
Poland and Hungary?

Poland is the decisive country in this poten-
tially counter-revolutionary conjuncture. The
course of events there has had a big effect on
the situation in Hungary (as well as East Ger-
many and Czechoslovakia). The workers’ strug-
gle around Solidarity in 1980-81 was a sweep-
ing movement towards political revolution. The
upheaval in Poland crystallised the crisis within
the bureaucracy in the USSR and accelerated
the process which brought Gorbachev to the
leadership. In Poland itself, the workers went to
the brink of a struggle to overthrow the burea-
ucracy and take power into their own hands.
The most advanced sections within Solidarity
called for control of the economy and society
by workers’ soviets, for the formation of a wor-
kers’ militia, and the expulsion of bureaucrats
from all ruling and management bodies.

This magnificent movement was betrayed by
the Solidarity leadership, dominated by Wal-
esa’s ‘advisers’, academics and Catholic intellec-
tuals. They cravenly sought compromise with
the Polish bureaucracy and ‘self-limiting’ ac-
commodation with the Kremlin regime. This
bankruptcy, combined with the fatal lack of an
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alternative Marxist leadership within the wor-
kers’ ranks, paved the way for defeat. Jaruzelski
stepped in to restore the bureaucracy’s hold
through military rule. Repression alone, how-
ever, proved incapable of stabilising Polish
Stalinism. “No single force on the Polish pol-
itical stage” admitted Jaruzelski, “is capable of
solving the problems facing our country.”
Independent 8 July 1989.

For so long, the Communist Party, the pol-
itical front of the bureaucracy, claimed a mon-
opoly of power, justifying this under the misap-
propriated banner of ‘Marxism-Leninism’. Now
Jaruzelski admits that the party-bureaucracy is
incapable of solving the problems. But the
other key force, the working class, is also in-
capable of solving the problems at this stage —
because of its subjective weakness, the lack of
Marxist consciousness. The former military
dictator, therefore, proclaimed his conversion
to ‘dialogue and compromise’ and increasingly
leaned for support on Solidarity, drawing
Walesa and his advisors into the regime.

Their support for “an alliance of the democ-
ratic opposition with the reformist wing of the
government camp”’(Adam Michnik) allowed
Solidarity to be used to hold back the workers
and gain acceptance for austerity measures.
“For a long time, people couldn’t strike, so
someone had to fight for them” explained
former dissident Jacek Kuron, now Minister of
Labour: “That’s what I did. I used to co-operate
with strikes. Now I have to extinguish them.”
Wall Street Journal 10 November 1989. This
informal alliance culminated in last July’s elec-
tions, which resulted in an ignominious ‘cross-
ing off of Communist Party (PUWP) candidates
and a sweeping victory for Solidarity in the 35
per cent of seats they were allowed to contest.
Jaruzelski was obliged to hand over to a coa-
lition government dominated by the Solidarity
leaders.

Solidarity of 1989 is not the Solidarity of
1980/81. Its membership has declined to about
2.2 million, compared to 10 million at its
height. The official trade union organisation
(OPZZ) claims to have seven million members.
In some recent disputes, the OPZZ has been
more of a vehicle for workers to defend their
interests than Solidarity. Claiming to be the
genuine opposition, an OPZZ leader said: “We
don’t participate in government. Qur demands
can become more radical than those of the
government trade union, Solidarity.” Wall
Street Journal.

As the participation of the workers in Solidari-
ty has fallen back, its leadership has become
completely dominated by intellectuals advoc-
ating a return to capitalism. The degeneration
of the Solidarity leadership was underlined by
Walesa’s sickening performance in the USA. At
home, Walesa has been trying to distance him-

self from Mazowiecki’s harsh measures. But in
the USA he shamelessly proclaimed that Poland
was up for sale: “We seek buyers for 80 per cent
of the Polish economy. We can’t find them in
Poland, because Poles are too poor.” He told
businessmen: “You can make billions and bil-
lions of dollars.” Addressing the annual conven-
tion of the AFL-CIO, Walesa lamely tried to
explain “the fate of a Polish trade unionist
(who) has to launch a publicity campaign for
private entrepeneurship.” Even the Financial
Times commented on the contrast between
“the atmosphere of militancy” at the AFL-CIO
convention and “Mr Walesa's appeal for US
capital.” 15 November 1989.

The paradox of Poland is that the leaders who
were propelled to power by a powerful opposi-
tion movement of the workers are the new
party of counter-revolution and capitalist res-
toration. Although many were formally dis-
sidents and in some cases (like Kuron) per-
secuted or jailed by the hard-line regime of
Gierek and Jaruzelski, they nevertheless cons-
titute the liberal, pro-capitalist wing of the rul-
ing elite. They are deluded that there can be a
gradual, evolutionary transition from ‘the total-
itarian system of Stalinist Communism’ to ‘par-
liamentary democracy’ on the basis of a return
to capitalism.

At the same time, Polish CP leader Mieczys-
law Rakowski is trying to turn the Polish United
Workers Party into a Democratic Socialist Party.
Before, while serving as Jaruzelski’s political
henchman, Rakowski dismissed Walesa as “a
devious and ignorant peasant” and his advisers
as “little shits”. But all the bureaucratic efforts
to rebuild the CP since 1981 have failed. Off-
icially it has 2.2 million members, but the real
figure is probably less than 800,000, with the
average age estimated to be 47. Throughout the
country, CP functionaries are being kicked out
of their offices in the factories. “The party has to
create a front of the social left” said politburo
member, Leszek Miller, chastened by the CP’s
electoral hammering. “Otherwise, we will in-
evitably be pushed to the margin of political life
and we will be dominated and removed not
only by Solidarity but by other political forces.”
This is their plight after monopolising power
for 40 years.

The CP bureaucracy controlied not only pol-
itical life but literature, the theatre and other
cultural activities, science, education, sport,
and many other aspects of society. Yet the July
election results and opinion polls show that
only three per cent would vote for the CP in
totally free elections. That is why Rakowski and
his cohorts have turned, at least for the time
being, to the path of reform.

A similar development is taking place in Hun-
gary. There is strong opposition among sections
of workers to both the hardline Stalinists who




ruled under Kadar and to the pro-capitalist
reformist wing around Pozsgay. But at this stage
the opposition has not been crystallised or
organised around a clear Marxist programme.
The defeat of Solidarity after 1980-81 and the
subsequent chaos in Poland have had a big eff-
ect on the Hungarian workers: ‘If we move into
struggle, won’t we just end up like Poland?’ The
bloody repression which followed the 1956
uprising and the harsh repression in the early
years of Kadar’s government was a crushing
blow to the Hungarian proletariat. The Stalinist
reaction after 1956 still weighs like a nightmare
on their consciousness. Lacking clear Marxist
perspectives to inspire and guide a struggle,
there is a reluctance among many workers to
move into struggle at this stage.

Gorbachev has stated that the Kremlin will
not intervene in Poland or Hungary. The Brez-
hnev policy of military invasion, as in Hungary
and Czechoslovakia in 1968, has been repud-
jated. When Mazowiecki recently visited Mos-
cow, Gorbachev appeared to express approval
for the Solidarity government’s sweeping mar-
ket policies. He is prepared to let Poland cross
over into the capitalist orbit. He is bowing to
the pressure of imperialism — a reflection of the
political degeneration of the Kremlin leader-
ship.

Gorbachev’s immediate policy in Eastern
Europe is to support the reformers against the
old guard who were installed in the Brezhnev
period. In the longer term, it is doubtful whe-
ther Gorbachev has any clear policy at all. If
there are upheavals of the workers in Eastern
Europe, military intervention by the Kremlin
bureaucracy cannot be ruled out, whatever
Gorbachev says now. At the moment, however,
the reform wing in the USSR, grappling with
economic crisis, is not prepared to commit
massive resources to bailing out the nationalis-
ed economies in Poland or Hungary.

Nobody denies that Poland faces an economic
catastrophe. The heavy industries, mostly very
outdated, are going backwards. Many shipyards,
steelworks, and factories are virtually idle, or
grossly under-utilized. Coal production, lacking
modern equipment, is declining. When Balce-
rowicz announced austerity measures, he ad-
mitted that Polish workers had already suffered
10 years of declining living standards.

Home produced consumer goods are notor-
jous for their poor quality and chronic short
supply. Food is very scarce in the shops and
markets. Three-quarters of agriculture is private
but higher fertilizer and fuel costs have led
farmers to cease production or put their prices
up. Cuts in government subsidies and black
market prices have pushed inflation up to over
850 percent, and it is expected to exceed 2000
percent by next year. Some workers now
change their wages into dollars on pay day,

changing it back later to take advantage of a
better exchange rate as the zloty continues to
fall against the dollar.

The disintegration of the planned economy
and the collapse of living standards have under-
mined the workers’ support for ‘socialism’
which is equated in their experience with a
bureaucratically mismanaged economy.

The government’s budget deficit is z1.3,600bn
(£930m), and Poland owes £39bn to foreign
lenders. The Stalinist functionaries have ex-
hausted all the economic remedies known to
bureaucratic ‘planners’, and have now been
replaced by the reformist opposition leaders.
Ensconced in their ministerial chairs, their
solution, is to make the workers pay through
savage deflationary measures for all the ac-
cumulated mistakes of the bureaucracy. They
are ready to abandon the social gains of the last
30 years and open the doors to the horrors of
capitalism.

Already, bureaucrats in Poland and Hungary
have taken over smaller state enterprises or
started their own private businesses. It is as if
they have taken to heart Marx’s ironic parody of
Goethe: ‘My worthy friend, grey are all theories,
and business alone is green.’ (Letter to Engels,
20 August, 1862) The Adam Smith Institute
notes that “Under the Rakowski Communist
Government some ‘corrupt’ privatization was
allowed in which party appointees were able to
make enterprises private and strip assets.”

More recently, “there has been a flurry of res-
ignations as apparatchiks move hotfoot into
private companies, or, in a few cases. buy shares
in newly privatized state companies they used
to run.” The Times 12 September 1989.

Now the Mazowiecki government is prepar-
ing a massive sell-off of state enterprises. The
myth is being peddled that new businesses will
be owned by millions of workers. “However,”
admits the Adam Smith Institute, “it is clear that
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Polish citizens do not have large amounts of
spare cash which they are just waiting to splash
out on shares in state enterprises.” In reality,
the ownership will rapidly be dominated by the
bureaucrats who have the necessary expertise,
connections, and power to acquire assets, and
international banks which would dominate a
weak Polish capitalism.

Outlining the possibility of a move back to
capitalism in Revolution Betrayed, Trotsky
wrote: “The planning period would be con-
verted for the transitional period into a series of
compromises between state power and in-
dividual ‘corporations’ — potential proprietors,
that is, among the Soviet captains of industry,
the emigre former proprietors, and foreign
capitalists.” (p252) Today the former Polish
proprietors are no longer waiting in the wings,
but otherwise the point applies exactly.

One supporter of a transition to a market

economy in Poland, Professor Bartlomiej
Kaminski, recently warned that without “prior
de-concentration and de-monopolisation”, the
“economic dictatorship of a communist state
will be replaced by the dictatorship of the pri-
vately held monopolies.” The “industrial struc-
ture is highly concentrated...the share of large
enterprises in various industries is incomparab-
ly higher than in the Western developed eco-
nomies.” Financial Times 28 September
1989. .
Unless the monopolies are broken up, writes
Kaminski, the nomenklatura, the top layer of
the bureaucracy, will not be dispersed but sim-
ply reappear as the new ‘private enterprise’
management. “Since the pathological tenden-
cies of monopolies include gross incompeten-
ce, padded payrolls and the outright looting of
enterprises, there is no reason to suppose the
Polish economy will abandon its chronic ineff-
iciency,” warns Kaminski. But the professor’s
antidote of ‘autonomisation’ or the breaking-up
of the monopolies into smaller enterprises is
just as futile.

Those active within Fighting Solidarity are
bitterly opposed to the policies of Mazowiecki
and company. Even wider sections of workers
would be pushed into struggle by sweeping
capitalist measures, which will inevitably mean
mass unemployment, soaring free market pri-
ces, and savage cuts in welfare services. Leszek
Balcerowicz, the new finance minister, has
already warned that “living standards will col-
lapse.” The Times 12 September 1989. While
prices would be allowed to find their own level,
wages would be curbed through an incomes
policy.

But would the Mazowiecki government be
able to go so far? Some advanced layers of wor-
kers have undoubtedly drawn far-reaching con-
clusions from the defeat of 1980-81, and the
period of military rule and economic crisis

which followed. But among wider sections, the
massive set-back of the struggle and the social
chaos has led to confusion and despair.

“Tens of thousands of Poles travel to West
Germany and other Western countries annually
to seck work.."Wall Street Journal 10
November 1989. Many now prefer to settle in
the West. With the exodus from Eastern Ger-
many, hundreds enquired after jobs in the GDR.
Without Marxist leaders who can explain ev-
ents and give a perspective for renewed strugg-
le, such moods are inevitable.

Many workers regard Mazowiecki and Walesa
as traitors. But there are also widespread ill-
usions in the present Solidarity leadership, in-
cluding among sections of the workers. Accor-
ding to opinion polls, four-fifths approved Maz-
owiecki’s choice of ministers for his cabinet.
Two-thirds of those polled gave the govern-
ment a ‘good chance’ of overcoming the crisis.
Such polls may not be representative, and must
be treated with caution. But these indicators
cannot be entirely ignored. Such findings no
doubt reflect ‘hope against hope’ that there
‘must’ be a way out.

A local Solidarity activist, an older worker
who went through the struggle of 1980-81 and
the period of underground resistance, says
“There’s a limit to endurance. But ‘we have to
support this government.” Wall Street Journal
10 November 1989.

The mismanagement, inefficiency and waste
in industry under the direction of the bureauc-
racy, have swung sections of the workers over
to support for privatisation. Workers at the
Ursus tractor factory near Warsaw, which emp-
loys 10,000 and was prominent in the develop-
ment of Solidarity, have threatened to strike.
They are demanding “a form of privatisation ...
and have declared a vote of no confidence in
the management for failing to introduce radical
change.” Independent 20 November 1989,
They want an Ursus joint stock company: “May-
be a mixture of employee ownership and state
ownership would be best.”

Again, Trotsky brilliantly anticipated such a
development. In the event of a collapse of the
planned economy: “the more successful enter-
prises would succeed in coming out on the road
to independence. They might convert them-
selves into stock companies, or they might find
some other transitional form of property — one,
for example, in which workers should parti-
cipate in the profits.”” Revolution Betrayed
p251. The Ursus Solidarity leaders said: “The
new management might not pay us more than
the old management, but this is an investment
in the future.” Because Stalinist mismanage-
ment has demonstrated that it has no future —
and in the absence of the subjective factor: an
alternative Marxist programme for developing
the economy — workers are desperately grasp-




ing at the illusion of capitalist salvation.

Moves towardsarapid, all-out transition to cap-
italism will undoubtedly be met by a struggle of
the workers. But because of the defeat after 1980-
81, and without Marxist leadership, further def-
eat of the workers cannot be ruled out.

If the bureaucracy succeeds in privatising
most state property, it would in the process
adapt the state to the new social relations. A
ruling caste, where there is already an her-
editary element with positions and privilege
being passed from parents to children, would
become a property-owning class. The directors
of the trusts, as Trotsky put it, would transform
themselves into stockholders too.

Ties would develop with capitalism in the
West, with Polish capitalists occupying a subor-
dinate position as clients of their more power-
ful foreign patrons. An emerging capitalist class
would utilise the bonapartist state in order to
force through the transition and bolster its new
position. If a possessing class were to replace
the ruling caste, Trotsky wrote, “it would find
no small number of ready servants among the
present bureaucrats, administrators, technicians,
directors, party secretaries and privileged
upper circles in general. A purgation of the state
apparatus would, of course, be necessary in this
case too. But a bourgeois restoration would
probably have to clean out fewer people than a
revolutionary party.” Revolution Betrayed
p253.

The Solidarity leaders, cheered on by capit-
alist leaders in the West, argue (like Professor
Kaminski) that ‘without establishing a market
economy, the transition to democracy will not
materialise.” This is completely false. Nothing
could be further from the truth. Has the market
guaranteed democracy in South Korea, in Tai-
wan, or in Brazil — in other words, even in the
fastest growing of the ‘newly-industrialising’
countries? In Chile, free-market monetarist
polices were combined under Pinochet with
brutal military dictatorship.

Nevertheless, the experience of Stalinism,
which is connected in the consciousness of the
Polish people with historic national oppression
by Russia, has helped to feed widespread ill-
usions in the myth that the West means
freedom, and the market guarantees democ-
racy. For many workers ‘Marxism’ is equated
with Stalinism, ‘workers’ democracy’ with its
totalitarian perversion, ‘internationalism’ with
Russian intervention.

In its paper Helping Poland, the Adam Smith
Institute admits that privatisation would have
dire social consequences. Millions would be
unemployed, and would find it impossible to
meet their most basic needs for food, clothing,
housing and heating. The high priests of free
enterprise generously propose a ‘social fund’ to
“play a role in the distribution of food aid, est-

ablishment of food kitchens, etc.” But such aid
“should be seen as temporary.” The horrendous
social effects of capitalism, however, would be
far from ‘temporary’, especially when the world
economy moves into recession or stump in the
next period.

The idea of a Polish ‘Sweden’, with an affluent
welfare state, is a delusion. Sweden, for ins-
tance, allocates 10 per cent of its budget to
health compared with only three per cent in
Poland, where the health service is in a state of
collapse.

The reality would be a Polish ‘Argentina’, with
millions of impoverished workers fighting for
survival. Poland — and Hungary, if it followed
the same course — would repeat, under new
circumstances, the experience which followed
their independence in 1918 following the First
World War. Far from becoming flourishing
capitalist democracies, they were torn by deep
crisis and dominated by bonapartist regimes.
Pilsudski in Poland and Horthy in Hungary res-
orted to semi-fascist methods and anti-semitic
pogroms to crush democratic rights. If capit-
alism were to establish itself for any length of
time, today’s liberal Solidarity leaders would be
replaced by hard-nosed representatives of big
business and agents of the multi-nationals. In
striving to defend their newly acquired gains
the capitalists would prove to be every bit as
ruthless and brutal as the old Stalinist
leaders.

The working class of Poland and Hungary
would once again be forced to struggle against
capitalist reaction. They would fight to recon-
quer the social gains lost in the transition back
to capitalism. They would have to fight once
again for the nationalisation of big business. But
this time, it would be under workers’ control
and management, with the implementation of
democratic planning. Such a struggle would
unavoidably be interlinked with both the unfol-
ding political revolution in the USSR and the
social revolution in the West.

A restoration of capitalism in Poland and Hung-
ary may be possible: But is it likely? There are
a number of factors which weigh against a ret-
urn to capitalism.

The international balance of forces is crucial.
As a result of the upswing since 1981, world
capitalism appears strengthened in contrast to a
crisis-torn Stalinism. All the indications are,
however, that the capitalist boom is exhausting
itself and will give way to recession or slump
within the next one, two, or three years. The
only real questions are ‘When?’ and ‘How deep?’
Even in the last two or three years, the enth-
usiasm of the Western capitalists for reforms
and privatisation in Eastern Europe has not
been matched by aid or the injection of capital
resources. In Bush’s own words, the USA has
‘more will than wallet’
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While
there is
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‘Marshall
Aid’,
nothing
like this
is on offer

True, after 1980-81, when the capitalist class
feared the repercussions of the workers’ move-
ment, the Western banks stepped in to res-
chedule the huge loans of Poland, Hungary,
Yugoslavia etc. However, while they have appl-
auded the pro-capitalist leaders of Solidarity
and the reformist leaders of the Hungarian Soc-
ialist Party, what they have offered in material
aid is extremely limited. On his visit to the USA,
Walesa appealed for at least $10bn to finance
the reforms in Poland. But after squabbling
between Bush and Congress, the legislature has
approved an aid programme of $938m for Pol-
and ( $852m) and Hungary ( $86m). The Euro-
pean Community has pledged about $350m.
Part of this consists of grants for food, but some
of it is credit. West Germany, the IMF and the
World Bank together are offering about $1bn,
but in the form of credits which will incur int-
erest charges or investment guarantees for
Western investors.

In addition, the US and EC governments are
contributing to a $1bn fund to cushion a ‘big
bang’ devaluation of the Polish zloty. There
have been more than a dozen official devalua-
tions of the zloty in 1989. A condition of Wes-
tern business investing in Poland is the free
movement of capital, but this is of little value
unless funds can be changed between the zloty
and other currencies at world market rates.

The Mazowiecki government is proposing a
drastic currency reform, attempting in one go
to fix the zloty at a sustainable world-market
level, and issuing new banknotes with several
noughts taken off their denominations. One
effect of this would be to push up prices in
Poland, especially of imported goods.

There is much talk of a new Marshall Aid
programme, similar to the US aid to Western
Europe following the Second World War. Bet-
ween 1948-52, the USA provided $13bn
($69bn at today’s values), and another $2.6bn
($13.9bn today) during 1951-53. This Eur-
opean Recovery Programme was aimed at keep-
ing Western Europe within the orbit of US cap-
italism, and mostly consisted of grants which
underwrote the purchase of about a quarter of
Europe’s imports.

Nothing remotely like this in scale is on offer
today. Bush is offering peanuts in US govern-
ment aid, and even the packages being pushed
by more ‘generous’ senators are still very lim-
ited. With a massive federal budget deficit, gov-
ernment aid on a ‘Marshall Aid’ scale might well
be one expenditure programme too many,
posing the need for tax increases. Bush would
prefer big business to find the capital for Poland
and Hungary.

But the big banks and corporations are ext-
remely cautious about committing large amo-
unts of investment (or even loans) — just as US
big business was after the war, before the inj-

ection of Marshall Aid created favourable condi-
tions for investment. While Walesa was offering
US investors the ‘business deals of the century’,
Washington’s Institute of International Finance
was issuing a warning about the high risk of
failure in Poland. “While the potential pay-off of
successful stabilization (of a devalued converti-
ble zloty) followed by structural reform is ext-
raordinarily large, so is the risk of failure, which
would be viewed as a political failure as well.”
Financial Times 6 November 1989. A director
of the International Finance Corporation added:
“Until those macro changes are made, you have
got to be very careful about what you invest in.”
An IMF official commented: “It’s complicated:
it’'s complicated politically, complicated econ-
omically, and complicated in human terms.”
Wall Street Journal 26 September 1989.

For big business in the West, it is not just a
question of acquiring assets, which they could
probably obtain very cheaply. Last summer, an
Austrian banking consortium bought a 49 per
cent share in Hungary’s electrical manufacturer,
Tungsram AG, for $110m. “If half of one of Hun-
gary’s biggest and most successful factories can
be bought for $110m”, commented a Budapest
economist, “West Germany alone can buy the
whole country.” Wall Street Journal 28 Sep-
tember 1989. But investors also need a viable
economic framework in which they can make
profits.

Large-scale privatisation and the creation of a
fully fledged capitalist economy require an
economic infrastructure — an adequate road
and rail network, telecommunications, and
banking and other commercial services. Unlike
Russia after 1917 or Eastern Europe after 1945,
there are now relatively few dispossessed land-
lords or capitalists waiting in the wings ready to
move in to grab property. If that was the sit-
uation, the restored capitalists would gradually
set about creating all the commercial links nec-
essary for the development of the market.

Today, after 40 years of a centralised, planned
economy, Poland and Hungary are dominated
by large-scale industry. Although they have
fallen behind the West in technology and prod-
uction methods, they still require a modern
infrastructure of services to function.

There are some advocates of pro-capitalist
policies, including The Guardian 31 August
1989, who are advocating giving the assets
away to workers, managers, co-ops, etc: “..it
will be swifter and more sensible to give assets
away than attempt to sell them.” But merely
handing over bankrupt factories, loss-making
shipyards and mines, etc, would not be a sol-
ution from a capitalist point of view. Without
the injection of massive amounts of capital into
the economy through the sale of assets and the
issuing of shares to bring in new capital, there
would be no capital resources for the moder-




nisation of the infrastructure, the development
of industry with new technology, and the rapid
creation and improvement of a service sector
catering for both industry and consumers.

The apostles of the ‘free market’ forget the
role played by the state in the post-war recons-
truction of capitalism in Western Europe. Tran-
sportation, basic industries (like coal, steel and
utilites), and research and development were
all rebuilt by the state. The provision of educ-
ation, health and welfare services, vital for the
reproduction of a modern labour force and the
expansion of the consumer market, was also the
responsibilty of the public sector. Post-war
Marshall Aid helped Europe’s capitalist govern-
ments to finance public expenditure to create
the framework for a renewal of capitalism.

The main sources of the massive volume of
capital required must inevitably be from ab-
road. There are strict limits to the amount that
could be raised from the privileged layers with-
in Polish and Hungarian society. But the West-
ern banks, financial institutions, and multina-
tional corporations will not invest vast amounts
of capital unless certain conditions are fulfilled.
They will require clearly defined rights of own-
ership, guaranteed contracts, the free move-
ment of capital, and acceptable conditions
under which they can operate their businesses.
Otherwise their assets would not be secure and
they could not be sure of long term profit-
making opportunities.

However, the Adam Smith Institute, which
enthusiastically advocates privatisation in Po-
land, has pointed out that the country is almost
completely lacking in the necessary services.
“The Poles”, says the Adam Smith Institute, “are
starting from zero, in that they have no stock
market, no private banks, no insurance industry,
no brokers, no proper accounting procedures,
no commercial law firms, no public relations or
advertising firms, and no experience of oper-
ating a market economy.” Large scale acquisi-
tions by foreign corporations would require
valuations and the restructuring of firms and
business operations.

The meagre resources of the Ministry of Priv-
atisation itself are symptomatic: it has only four
full-time workers, one phone line, one typew-
riter, and two computers. With massive injec-
tions of capital, sustained over a period of years,
there would not be insurmountable difficulties
in creating such a framework for capitalism. But
the capitalists, on the basis of their current
assessment of the prospects in Eastern Europe
and for the world economy, do not appear to be
willing to put up the vast amounts of finance
required.

Western capitalists are also already apprehen-
sive about the reaction of the workers to cur-
rent measures which threaten to create mass
unemployment, cut living standards and add to

the already spiralling inflation rate. When' the
government raised prices in September, Walesa
denounced the government as ‘incompetent’
and warned that the situation was ‘getting hot’.
“I warn that if there are more price rises, we
will not be able to keep the people working
normally.”

Walesa played no small part in pushing the
Solidarity leaders into the government, but has
already been trying to distance himself from
their unpopular economic measures: “The sys-
tem has cornered us in a cul-de-sac and I don’t
know whether we will save ourselves from civil
war.” Guardian 29 September 1989. There
have already been strikes, including by miners,
which the Solidarity leaders attempted to und-
ermine. Even Walesa is aware of the contradic-
tion of his position. Early in November, he
warned that if the government forgot about
society, “there will be a clash and I will be on
society’s side. 'm helping the government. I
wish it well. But I must not forget where I hail
from.”

The government has enjoyed a fragile honey-
moon period. One younger, local leader of
Solidarity expressed criticism of Walesa’s sup-
port for Mazowiecki: “We are a trade union.
Our leadership should be unionist. We are too

Czechoslovak
workers
march to joii:
the general
strike, 27 -
November.

“I don’t
know
whether
we will
save
ourselves
from civil
war.”

Walesa
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close to the government, too entangled. Our
interests are completely different. Government
is an employer in this country!” Sweeping priv-
atisation and unrestrained free market measures
will provoke an economic and social crisis. This
in turn will inevitably provoke convulsive
movements of the workers.

In Hungary, the workers have not yet had
their say. There are a number of reasons for this.
One is the relatively high level of economy and
standards of living in Hungary until the recent
sharp decline. The Stalinist repression after the
1956 uprising still weighs on their cons-
ciousness. At the same time, the workers have
watched the events in Poland. The struggle of
Solidarity, because of the role of its leaders, has
not gained success for the working class: on the
contrary, it appears that it has plunged the
Polish economy into chaos and opened the
door to market policies.

Among the workers, there is a profound
mood of distrust of both the old Stalinist and
the reformist wings of Hungary’s ruling elite. In
an opinion survey carried out by Gallup in
August, only 35 percent expressed confidence
in the Communist Party. But only 35 percent
had confidence in the new parties like the Dem-
ocratic Forum. Reflecting the fact that socialism
is equated with Stalinism, only 19 percent bel-
ieved that ‘socialism had a futyre.’

The bureaucracy, particularly in Poland, ap-
pears to have abandoned the defence of the
nationalised economy. But the Mazowiecki
government, currently in the driving seat, does
not represent the bureaucracy as a whole.

Forced by the tide of support for Solidarity to
give way to the Mazowicki government, Rakow-
ski raised a question mark over its future: “In
my opinion, Polish society is not prepared to
make sacrifices of this kind. You have this hor-
rible contradiction: you need radical moves but
you need the support of the people. Poles
would like to work in Socialism but live in
capitalism.” He predicted that “after the first
radical steps and the subsequent reaction, the
new government will retreat.” Writing in Solid-
arity’s newspaper in the summer, Rakowski
warned against the dangers of ‘uncontrolled
democracy.’

Jaruzelski is still commander-in-chief and
holds decisive reserve powers. The question is:
How far will the hardliners within the bureauc-
racy allow the process to go? At the moment,
the balance of forces is against them. They have
been forced to take several steps backwards.
Military rule failed to revive the economy or
stabilise the political situation. For the time
being, they must hesitate to intervene with the
forces of the state against the workers’ move-
ment. But if the country is plunged into chaos,
as a result of sweeping privatisation, rampant
inflation, and big strike movements, the bureau-

cracy could move in the other direction.

Acknowledging that Solidarity is different
from 1981, Jaruzelski supports the Mazowiecki
government. But the general is unrepentant
about martial law: “Without martial law, we
would not have got the round table, there
would not have been elections...Sometimes you
need a shock.” Independent 8 June 1989. The
time may come when the strongmen of the
ruling elite decide that another ‘shock’ is req-
uired to curb the ‘excesses’ of the working
class. A strata of the bureaucracy who are now
turning towards capitalism may draw back
when it is brought home to them that
capitalism offers no way out.

The paucity of aid from imperialism and a
recession or slump in the West could drastically
change their outlook. The hard-liners, basing
themselves on the hardcore of apparatchniks,
whose positions are also threatened by market
policies, would attempt to reassert control of
society through the apparatus of the Bonapar-
tist state.

Faced with economic collapse, they could
resort once again to strong centralisation,
reinforcing state direction of the planned
economy.

They would drive the workers into the state-
owned or re-nationalised factories, mines,
transport, and services. Market methods would
be abandoned in favour of a return to squeezing
production out of the workers through state
coercion. This would not provide a way out. A
return to Stalinist methods would drive the
economy even further into the impasse of bur-
caucratic mismanagement. The tasks of the
political revolution would be posed even more
clearly.

The policy of the bureaucracy in the Soviet
Union also has a crucial bearing on devel-
opments in Poland and Hungary. Gorbachev is
not Brezhnev and his leadership marks a shift in
the policy of the bureaucracy.

In 1968 Russian forces were sent into Czech-
oslovakia to crush the reform wing of the Czech
bureaucracy around Dubcek which was trying
to implement reforms more limited than Gor-
bachev’'s own present policies. The Kremlin
installed a hard-line repressive regime under
Husak, which is now being swept away by the
mass movement.

According to Gorbachev, the Kremlin has
ruled out intervention in Hungary, Poland, and
other east European states. The USSR’s internal
crisis enormously complicates the bureauc-
racy’s policy towards the former satellites. The
Russian elite faces a revolt of the nationalities in
the Baltic states, Azerbeijan, Georgia, Moldavia,
etc. Under Brezhnev, the bureaucracy could
ignore ‘public opinion’, which was virtually
non-existent. Now they have to take account of
the political reaction at home to any interven-




tion abroad. This began to develop, to a limited
extent, even in relation to Afghanistan. An int-
ervention in Poland or Hungary along the lines
of 1956 in Hungary, or 1968 in Czechoslovakia,
would have big repercussions at home.

However, it would be wrong to rule out the
possibility of intervention by the Russian
bureaucracy in the future. The strategists of
capitalism are even now raising the question:
How long will Gorbachev last? The reform wing
in the Kremlin does not have unlimited time.
Failure to reverse the economic decline, imp-
rove living standards, and resolve the crisis of
the nationalities could produce a swing back to
the hard-liners around figures like Ligachev.
Who can doubt, that if they felt their power and
privileges to be fundamentally threatened, they
would resort to force? By the same token, they
would also be ready to contemplate military
intervention in Eastern Europe, if they con-
sidered developments in Poland or Hungary
threatened their bureaucratic rule.

Mazowiecki and Pozsgay are adamant that
their countries will not leave the Warsaw Pact.
But the logic of a return to capitalism is a break
from the Stalinist bloc in foreign and military, as
well as economic, relations. A position like that
of Finland, a capitalist state but with major trade
links with the USSR and ‘neutral’ between the
Warsaw Pact and NATO, would be theoretically
possible for Poland or Hungary for a limited
period. But for two strategically important cen-
tral European states to occupy for a prolonged
period a ‘neutral’ position between two blocs
based on antagonistic social systems would be
impossible.

In reality, any serious attempt by govern-
ments in Poland or Hungary to withdraw from
the Warsaw Pact would be seen by the Kremlin
bureaucracy as a threat to the strategic security
of the USSR. With hard-line Stalinists back in the
leadership, military intervention could not be
ruled out. Intervention would undoubtedly
provoke a massive reaction by the working
class in Eastern Europe and the USSR itself —
but it would clearly cut across a movement
back to capitalism in Hungary and Poland.

There are parallel processes of revolution and
counter-revolution unfolding in the Stalinist
states which to some extent are intertwined.
Marxists cannot avert their eyes from the cur-
rent trend towards capitalist restoration in Pol-
and and Hungary. But the overwhelming move-
ment is towards the political revolution.

Indicting Stalin for his monumental crimes,
Trotsky warned: “The vengeance of history is
more terrible than the vengeance of the most
powerful general secretary.” Stalin p358. With
recent events the reckoning has begun and one
general secretary after another has been toppl-
ed. In a revolution “crowds fill the arena. They
decide, they act, they legislate in their own

unprecedented way.” Stalin p404. This is what
has been happening on the streets of Berlin and
Prague, and tomorrow it will be Leningrad and
Moscow and the other great cities. The miners’
struggles are just the overture to the movement
of the Soviet Union’s mighty proletariat.

The tasks of genuine Marxists, Trotsky wrote
in the darkest days of Stalinist reaction, was “the
preservation of revolutionary traditions...the
preparation for the future revolutionary up-
surge on the world arena as well as in the
USSR.” Stalin. The upsurge has begun and
Trotsky’s ideas are once again coming into their
own as an indispensible guide to action.

The trend towards capitalist restoration in
Poland and Hungary appears to contradict the
fundamental trend in Stalinism. The workers of
Poland have suffered a defeat, while the Hun-
garian proletariat has yet to move. This has at
least half opened the door to counter-revo-
lution. In the West, the bourgeois media are
hailing this as a ‘triumph for capitalism.’

But their self-congratulation is premature.
Even if the reaction under the Mazowieckis and
Pozsgays is carried a long way down the road to
capitalism, that will be far from sealing the fate
of Poland and Hungary. Capitalism can offer no
way out. The impoverished, starving masses of
the under-developed lands offer no recommen-
dation for the ‘miracle cure’ of the market. Con-
vulsions now being prepared in the advanced
capitalist countries, of which the October 1989
Wall Street spasm was a warning, will fundam-
entally change the outlook for a ‘capitalist ren-
aissance’ in the East. Serious recession or slump
will have a profound effect on the conscious-
ness of the workers in the USSR and Eastern
Europe, shattering their illusions in capitalism
and bourgeois democracy. They will be look-
ing, not to the alluring splendours of the con-
sumer markets, but to the struggles of workers
fighting to abolish capitalism.

The consciousnéss of the mass of workers in
Poland and Hungary, for the reasons outlined, is
lagging behind the real development of the
crisis in Stalinism. Great events on the world
arena, however, together with the bitter med-
icine of market policies at home, can rapidly
transform consciousness and at a certain stage
propel workers into action and provoke a ren-
ewed struggle. More than anything else, the
dynamic advance of the political revolution in
the USSR, the GDR and Czechoslovakia will
inspire the workers of Poland and Hungary.

It may be a protracted and at times circuitous
route because of the subjective factor. An abs-
olutely vital ingredient is the intervention of
the forces of Marxism to ensure that the move-
ment is armed with the programme and pers-
pectives, the strategy and tactics, to secure the
earliest possible victory of the.proletariat.
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Soviet
pollution

The Soviet Union is facing a rapid-
ly growing environmental crisis.
The catastrophic situation has
been the trigger for mass
movements in many republics.
including Armenia, the Ukraine
and the Baltic states. There is
growing revulsion at the cata-
logue of disasters caused by bur-
eaucratic bungling and misman-
agement, from Chernobyl to the
Siberian gas pipeline disaster.

In Latvia the environment is
seen as a crucial political issue by
the independent political move-
ments. The first group to organise
opposition to the bureaucracy
after Gorbachev came to power
was_the VAK (Environment Pro-
tection Club), formed from sev-
eral underground youth organisa-
tions. It has mobilised up to
100,000 on demonstrations and
has 4000 members in Riga plus
sections in the other towns.

In 1988 the Latvian Popular
Front (LTF) was formed. Its prog-
ramme, decided at the 2nd Cong-
ress in October 1989, had a major
section on the environment (At-
moda 7 October 1989 ).

There is a huge gap between the
protection theoretically provided
by the law in health, safety and
environmental questions, and the
reality. The environmental situa-
tion in the Stalinist states is pro-
bably worse even than in the cap-
italist countries. This is a comp-
lete indictment of the role of the
bureaucracy over decades. A heal-
thy, democratic socialist society
with genuine workers’ control
would ensure not only economic
prosperity but a fully harmonious
development of society and pro-
tection of the environment.

The Baltic states face a par-
ticularly bad situation. They are
the most heavily industrialised

by Pete Dickenson

republics of the Soviet Union and
development has taken place in
very distorted way. Large sections
of the economy are dominated by
military production. Whole areas
in the cities and the countryside
are taken over by the military who
operate in total secrecy and with-
out any control over pollution and
environmental damage. In Latvia
there are plans to build a Cher-
nobyl style nuclear power station,
and to build a hydroelectric
power scheme which will result
in the flow of the river Daugava
being reversed for much of the
time, with great potential
ecological damage.

The LTF programme on the
environment demands an ind-
ependent ecological assessment of
new industrial projects and op-
position to nuclear power and the
transportation of radioactive and
other toxic wastes. The defence of
consumers’ interests through the
provision of information on foods-
tuffs and research into alternative
energy sources.

Also, ‘the LTF categorically
demands that measures of en-
vironmental protection and res-
toration of environmental health
should be taken in areas of mil-
itary forces, it demands that the
army should be deprived of eco-
logically vulnerable territories.’

Pollution and the environment
are at bottom in priority for the
Stalinists and it is utopian to ex-
pect them to implement an en-
vironmental programmme, esp-
ecially when their vital military
interests are involved.

The Moscow bureaucracy will
tenaciously resist any genuine in-
dependence. The Baltic states
have the most technically advanc-
ed arms factories and military
research centres in the Soviet

Science Notes

Union. It would have been impos-
sible to build the Soviet Space
Shuttle without the technological
input from the Baltic states. The
military bureaucracy would never
be reconciled to losing control of
these resources, even if Gor-
bachev contemplated the idea.

And does the alternative of the
LTF which is similar to that in the
other Baltic states, based on in-
dependence and the ‘principles of
market economy’, offer a way
forward?

One of the worst polluters in
Latvia is the Occidental Petroleum
Company, the American multina-
tional. This is the company res-
ponsible for the Piper Alpha dis-
aster in Britain and numerous oil
spillages polluting the coastline.

The ‘market economy’ in the
capitalist countries is dominated
by multinational corporations
who operate under no democratic
control in their quest for profit.
This would be particularly true in
the case of very small countries
like Latvia. The multinationals
play a despicable role in the und-
erdeveloped world. The catast-
rophe at Bhopal in India in 1984,

‘when tens of thousands were

poisoned was due to the neg-
ligence of the American Union
Carbide Corporation who owned
the chemical plant involved.
These companies would treat the
countries of Eastern Europe and
the Soviet Union in a similar man-
ner to the underdeveloped world
if capitalism was restored.
Chernobyl was the worst en-
vironmental disaster in history.
Scientists predicted that 100,000
would die as a result but the bur-
eaucracy insisted that only a hand-
ful would be affected. Today
rumours are rife throughout the
affected areas of the Ukraine,
Belorussia and the Baltic states of
an epidemic of cancer and of
horribly deformed babies being
born. It is impossible to verify the
true situation. )
The cloud of radioactive waste
was no respecter of national boun-
daries. Similarly, a disaster at the
nuclear power station a few miles
from the Latvian border would
devastate the country. Pollution in
the Baltic Sea is caused by all the
countries in the region from West
Germany to Russia. Independer{ce
would not protect any of the
Baltic states from environmental
disaster.



Latvian
disaster

A leading environmental activ-
ist in the Latvian Popular Front
explains what is happening to
the environment in the region.

The environmental situation in
Latvia and the other Baltic states is
catastrophic. This is linked to the
social and economic crisis caused
by Stalinist rule. Pollution and the
environment are key political
questions in Latvia. For decades it
was impossible to discover the
true depth of the crisis because of
the monopoly of information of
the bureaucracy. Even now the
real picture is only beginning to
emerge.

In Riga air pollution is 20 times
above allowable levels, water pol-
lution is also critical, with nitrates
a particular problem. In January
1988 Riga suffered a hepatitis
outbreak traced to drinking water
contamination. Most of the

"sewerage (97% ) flowing into the
river Daugava and the Bay of Riga
is untreated.

The resort town of Jurmala
throws 10,000 tons a year of
pollutants into the atmosphere,
nearly a third generated by the
Sloka paper and pulp mill. Conse-
quently only 28% of births are
normal, in Latvia as a whole the
figure is just 46%!

The river Lielupe has been clos-
ed to fishermen and swimmers for
the past six years. The river has a
number of dead zones due to
excessive pollution and lack of
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oxygen. Bacteria in water is up to
half a million parts per litre. The
official maximum is 1000 parts
per litre. The main polluter of
Lielupe is the Sloka pulp and
paper mill.

Olaine, an industrial area with
several chemical plants, has the
highest level of air pollution in
Latvia. Industrial pollution is 1200
tons/sq.km annually. Only 12% is
subject to any type of treatment.
Ammonia levels in the air exceed
allowable levels by by 2.7-3.5
times, formaldehyde by 8.4 to 9
times, hydrochloric acid by 12
times, piridine by 2.1 times, car-
bon dioxide by 2 to 3.7 times,
acetone by 5 times, hydrogen
bromide and hydrogen chloride
by twice as much.

Industrial accidents, such as the
accidental discharge of 43 tons of
nitric acid on May 7, 1988, also
threaten the population. Ground-
water and river pollution are also
severe. The Misa and Lecava trib-
utaries of the Lielupe contain nit-
rates and other pollutants exceed-
ing allowable levels by 11 times,
Poisonous chemicals have leaked
into the groundwater at chemical
dumping sites near Olaine, ex-
ceeding allowable levels by 100
times, in some places even by a
thousand. A 16 year study of
Olaine residents shows an above
average incidence of hemoblast-
osis and upper respiratory tract
ailments.

The port city of Ventspils is the
most dangerous environmental
area in Latvia. The major polluters
are ammonia and potash cargo
transfer facilities. Gas masks have
been provided for thousands of
people in the city as a security
measure against ammonia leaks.
Water pollution has also occured
due to the petroleum transfer
facilities. On the average 25,000
tons of petroleum products have
flowed into the Baltic Sea each
year.

The oil refinery in the centre of
the city is run by the American oil
company Occidental Petroléum,
whose multi-millionaire owner,
Armand Hammer, has close links
with the Kremlin.

Medical studies completed in
the last 10 years show a dramatic
impact of the environmental situa-
tion on the population. In Vent-
spils allergies and skin rashes oc-
cur at three times the rate for all
of Latvia; respiratory ailments,
lung cancer and leukaemia at
twice the rate. Birth defects
among children have increased by
3.5 times. Statistics show a high
incidence of Downs Syndrome.

Most of these facts are secret in
Latvia, the true situation is almost
certainly much worse. Please in-
form as many people as possible in
your country of the situation, we
want to build collaboration with
people in other countries fighting
the same problems.
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Tories head

for the rocks

Nigel Lawson.

The Tory Cabinet is split over

Europe, and Thatcher’s electoral
leadership is being challenged. In an
editorial statement we examine the
prospects for the British economy
and ask, can the Tories recover in

3000 MIR

time to win the next election?

“He who hath no stomach to this fight, let him de-
part,” was the rallying cry of Tory Party chair-
man, Kenneth Baker, quoting from Shakespeare’s
Henry V at this year’s Tory Party conference.
Nigel Lawson took the advice to heart and
promptly resigned!

In so doing, he provoked the most serious
political crisis for the Tory government since
the Westland affair in 1986. Then, Thatcher was
on the brink of resignation. Indeed, before she
went to the Commons for the critical Westland
debate, as she has subsequently admitted, she
told her private staff that by six o’clock that
evening she would probably no longer be
Prime Minister. Only a particularly inept parl-
iamentary performance by Neil Kinnock, which
he also admitted later, allowed her to save her
political skin.

The upheavals in the Stalinist states, partic-
ularly in East Germany, have perhaps diverted
attention away from the government’s difficul-
ties. But this will only be temporary.

This crisis is far more deep seated and serious
than in 1986. Nor is it likely that feeble speech-
es from the Labour leader can come to the res-
cue of the government this time. Leon Trotsky
once commented that the British ruling class
took great pains to screen any differences with-
in their ranks. They were conscious that a ‘third
party’, ie the working class, was listening in.
Open divisions within the ruling class could not
fail to stimulate opposition to their system by
the working class. Hence the adoption by the
British bourgeois of parliamentary cant, that
special form of hypocrisy, whereby different
factions of the Conservative Party, while plung-
ing the knife into each other’s back, still address
each other in honeyed phrases and as ‘hon-
ourable members’.

The bitter trading of public insults and rec-
riminations between different wings of the Tory
Party are profound symptoms of the crisis
which besets the government. In the past the
strategists of capital fawned over Thatcher. At
the time of the Falklands War, she was a ‘Boa-
dicea’. In her confrontation with the miners,




she was the ‘Iron Lady’. But, as the German phil-
osopher Hegel liked to say, ‘reason becomes un-
reason and unreason becomes reason’. Now
according to the Financial Times she is a ‘meg-
alomaniac’. Brian Walden, formerly her favour-
ite TV interviewer, accused her of ‘being off her
trolley’. In the ultimate insult, Shropshire farm-
ers now refer to ‘mad cow disease’ BSE as ‘Mrs
Thatcher’. (Evening Standard 2 November
1989).

When thieves fall out the truth is revealed.
The Thatcher-Lawson clash exposed the myth
of ‘cabinet government.” The denunciations of
Thatcher’s virtual ‘one woman rule’, her elbow-
ing aside of the cabinet and of parliament, her
reliance on ‘advisers’ such as ‘Rasputin’ Walters,
serves to underline our previous analysis that
the Thatcher government has some features of
parliamentary bonapartism.

.The strategists of capital tolerated this so long
as' Thatcher appeared to ‘deliver the goods’,
presiding over an economic revival and cower-
ing the labour movement. The looming econ-
omic and social catastrophe for British capit-
alism, however, has changed all that.
.-‘Ostensibly Lawson’s clash with the Walters-
Thatcher axis centred on the European Monet-
ary System. Yet the underlying cause is that the
British economy is heading for the rocks. That-
cher and Walters are ‘Atlanticists’, who wish
Britain to continue as a semi-satellite of US imp-
erialism. The other wing of the bourgeois, pro-
bably the majority, see no alternative but to
throw in their lot with ‘Fortress Europe’. They
seck refuge from the looming economic storms

under the umbrella of the West German bour-
geois, which is now the dominant economic
power of Western Europe, and increasingly of
Eastern Europe.

Developments in the world economy, which
were of decisive importance in the Tory victory
in 1987, will shape the perspectives for the
British economy. The October 1989 stock ex-
change crash shattered the sunny optimism of
the bourgeois, buoyed up when the October
1987 crash did not lead to an industrial rec-
ession but instead was followed by further
growth.

The key factors sustaining this upswing were
the colossal injection of fictitious capital, ie
credit, by Germany and Japan — the real eng-
ines of growth in the last two years — and the
expansion of world trade by 9% per annum
since 1987. it was the collapse of the junk bond

market, a particularly venal form of parasitism

of modern capitalism, which set off the collapse
in Wall Street.

While the industrial bourgeois try to discount
the effects of the ‘casino economy’, develop-
ments in the ‘real economy’ are precisely the
ultimate causes of the tremors on the stock ex-
changes. Above all, the Reagan boom in the US
economy, still of pivotal importance for world
capitalism, appears to be running out of steam.
Despite notoriously unreliable statistics, and
economic indicators which earlier this year
gave contradictory signals, recent economic
data point to a slowing down, with the possibil-
ity of recession in the next year or two.

The Wall Street Journal declared recently

Tory
leaders,
except
Thatcher,
see no
alternative
but to
throw in
their lot
with
Europe
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The world
economy is
caught
between
inflation
and
deflation

“the stock market is sick because profits are

crumbling”. Profit levels steadily increased dur-
ing the Reagan boom. But now some of the
giants of US industry are reporting sharp reduc-
tions: profits in the third quarter of this year
were down by 45% for Ford and General Mot-
ors, while Chrysler made an operating loss of
$178m. Manufacturing employment is falling,
house building, a key economic index, is back
to pre-boom levels, and investment dropped by
3.3% in April to June.

The US economy faces either a ‘soft landing’
ie. a slowing down in the rate of growth; a small
recession along the lines of 1974-5 and 1979-
81; or even a serious slump. Despite the pledge
of Alan Greenspan, Chairman of the US Federal
Reserve Bank, to pump in ‘liquidity’ to shore up
the stock markets, the bourgeois fear that this
will give a further twist to inflation as in the

post-October 1987 period. But a continuation

of high interest rates, by increasing the cost of
borrowing to manufacturing industry, would
choke off investment, reinforce the tendency to
cut back on accumulation, and could bring the
boom to an end.

The world bourgeois are on the horns of a
very uncomfortable dilemma, between deflat-
ion, where production and investment fall, and
inflation, where prices accelerate. The coming
period will probably see a combination of both,
ie stagflation.

Marxists have never based their perspectives
for the radicalisation of the proletariat on the
mechanistic notion that slump equals a strike
wave and an upswing in the class struggle, and
boom means the opposite. The MIR predicted
that the very upswing of world capitalism, with
the jump in profits and the drop in unemploy-
ment, would reinforce the confidence and pre-
paredness of working people to fight. This has
provoked an international strike wave from
which Britain has not been immune.

Offensive struggles among sections of the
working class have already begun. The engin-
eering strike for a 35 hour week in Britain is just
one example. The boom meant that some emp-
loyed workers received wages increases at or
even a little ahead of the rate of inflation. But
increased exploitation, not through increased
investment but by squeezing more work out of
a smaller workforce, has taken its toll. The acc-
umulated bitterness, rage and fury at the condit-
ions in the factories lie behind the engineering
dispute.

The Thatcherite ‘managerial counter-revol-
ution’ had transformed some sections of the car
industry into virtual concentration camps.
Neither the union leadership nor the shop ste-
wards organisations, which in many cases have
bent the knee to management, have been able
to offer the necessary protection. All these un-
bearable tensions will break out, even if the

‘best scenario’ for the bourgeois of a ‘soft lan—
ding’ transpires.

The illusion of a never ending boomlet will be
shattered. A combination of inflation, already
evident in Britain, and a slowing down in the
rate of growth, which will increase unemploy-
ment, will mean bitter battles on wages and in
defence of jobs. This in turn will begin to tran-
sform the trade unions and the mass workers
parties in Europe. Moreover the next recession
or slowdown will mean the entry of the US wor-
king class onto the arena of struggie. Not far
behind them will be the West German and Jap-
anese proletariat.

One thing is clear: wh1le the perspectives for
the world economy may be conditional, the
British economy is heading straight for the ‘ice-
berg’ which Lawson alluded to in his Commons
resignation speech. Fords UK management have
bluntly declared, “it is not a question of if a
downturn will occur but when”. This is the
consensus of the more serious spokesmen of
British capitalism. ‘

In the retail sector, contraction has already
begun, spreading to the manufacturing sector.
The announcement of 2,000 lay-offs by Hoovers
in Merthyr Tydfil and Cambuslang is a portent
of future layoffs and closures of industry.

The Political Quarterly described the cap--
italists’ dilemma in stark terms as a “strategic
predicament of staggering proportions with the
only real alternative to a trade deficit of £40bn
or more... (being a) virtual stop in growth or
even an absolute decline in total demand and
output”. The 1989 deficit on the balance of pay-
ments, reflecting the fundamental lack of com-
petitiveness of British capitalism, will be bet-
ween £19-20bn.

The Tories’ boasts of an ‘economic miracle’
have turned to vinegar in their mouths. In 1979
Britain’s trade deficit with West Germany was
£1bn. Since then it has increased to the record
figure of £9bn. The defcit with Japan has shot
up from £1bn to £5bn.

Social upheaval on an unparalleled scale.
would have been inevitable in Britain but for
the temporary shield of North Sea oil, which
added £78bn to government revenue in the.
past decade. This lucky windfall, together with-
the upswing in the world economy and receipts
from privatisation, propped up the Thatcher
government. Despite all this, unemployment
still officially stands at 1.7m, with the real figure
closer to 2.3m.

The Tory government is now boxed in. A
section of the bourgeois favour devaluing the .
pound to increase the competiveness of British
exports. However, because 20% of industry-
was destroyed during the 1979-81 recession
and investment only reached the levels of 1979
last year, there is little ‘spare capacity’ to fun-
damentally alter Britain’s trade position, even




with the leeway offered by devaluation.

This year has in any case seen a 10% deval-
uation against other currencies. An even more
substantial devaluation would not result in a
greater export performance. As in the past, not-
ably in 1967, it would probably be used by the
capitalists to increase prices and thereby their
profits. Moreover, devaluation would give a
further twist to inflation, already the highest of
the top seven economies.

High mortgage rates have meant agonies for
eight million homeowners. For many, the gloss
of Thatcher’s ‘property owning democracy’ has
disappeared. In the first six months of this year
35 homes were repossessed each day. By the
end of the year, 400,000 families could be in
difficulties with their mortgage repayments.

One of the pillars of the Thatcher miracle was
the huge piling-up of debt. Household debt is
now roughly equivalent to total annual house-
hold income. Cambridge economist Wynn God-
ley concluded that “in 1988 disposable house-
hold income was supplemented by borrowing
to the tune of no less than £54bn. With high
and rising interest rates and stagnant and falling
house prices, the flow of net borrowing could
easily fall by say £25bn, thereby directly reduc-
ing consumption by 5% or more. At the same
time companies have an indebtedness higher
than at any time apart from the period immed-
iately preceding the recessions of 1974-5 and
1979-81.”

Godley belongs to the Keynesian wing of
bourgeois economists, the so-called ‘demand
siders’. Yet so desperate is Britain’s economic
situation, he believes that there is “no way of
avoiding a recession in the short run.” He there-

&

fore favours increases in personal taxation and
further credit controls. Yet increased taxation
would merely deepen recessionary tendencies
by cutting consumption, ie the market, tighter
credit controls, which the government is al-
ready imposing through higher interest rates,
would deflate the economy.

Notwithstanding the parlous state of British
capitalism, is it not possible for Thatcher to ride
out a small recession or slowdown, prime the
pump with further tax concessions, and sail to
victory in 1991 or 1992?

This cannot be completely ruled out but eco-
nomic and social factors point overwhelmingly
to a Tory defeat. John Major, the new Tory Cha-
ncellor, has planned for low or nil growth over
the next year, and then a reflationary budget
before the next election. But all the best plans
of mice and men often go awry. Just as Major
‘reflates for victory’, there could be a downturn
in the world economy. And that would seal the
fate of his government.

Even without a world recession, the govern-
ment will have problems. Any pre-election tax
concessions would only drag in imports which
could not be supplied by domestic industry.
This in turn would widen the trade gap and pro-
voke a run on the pound which only a further
increase in interest rates could hold up. Increas-
ed interest rates would drag the economy fur-
ther down.

Quite apart from these economic difficulties,
the new mood which is taking place socially
and politically spells doom for the Thatcher
government. Thatcher herself is the most un-
popular prime minister since polls began fifty
years ago. She is even more unpopular, with

Founding
conference of
the All-Britain
Anti-Poll Tax
Federation.

Thatcher’s
‘economic
miracle’
has been
exposed
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Kenneth
Baker.

Only the
Marxists
predicted
Labour’s
poll
victory

24% support, than in 1981, when 25% support-
ed her.

In a sense the knot of history was broken in
1981, first by the Falklands war and then by the
Reagan boom. It was these factors, combined
with the splitting of the Labour Party and the
formation of the Social Democratic Party in
1981, which ensured Thatcher’s electoral vic-
tories. Now, at the end of the decade, this knot
is being retied.

Following the 1987 general election, That-
cher made the fatal error of mistaking the pus-
illanimous tops of the labour movement as a
barometer of the mood of the working class,
adopting what her Tory critic Ian Gilmour cor-
rectly called “electorally poisonous policies
which it would not have touched with a barge
pole if ministers had ever thought Labour could
become credible.” Chief amongst these were
the poll tax and privatisation. Thatcher took
encouragement to go ahead with the poll tax
when she saw Labour’s front-bench spokesmen
acting as front-line troops in denouncing a non-
payment campaign.

Yet now we learn that various Tory grandees
have ‘always opposed’ the poll tax. Nigel Law-
son, it is now revealed, was an implacable opp-
onent of the poll tax. So too was Michael Hesel-
tine, a challenger for the Tory leadership. Not a
word would have been heard from these gentle-
men if the tax had stuck. That it has not in Scot-
land, that one million are refusing to pay, is
entirely down to the magnificent non-payment
campaign in which Militant supporters have
played a key role.

As Militant and the MIR predicted from its
inception, the poll tax alone, if persisted in,
would mean an electoral disaster for Thatcher.
Now in 50 key marginals, polls show that maj-
orities against the poll tax have gone up from
54% to 63% in a year. And this is before the
implementation of the tax in England and
Wales. The determined opposition displayed in
Scotland will result in a tidal wave in the rest of
Britain which will engulf the government.

The class polarisation which is now taking
place in Britain has little to do with the lead-
ership of the Labour Party. Indeed, they are as
astonished as Thatcher herself, if not more so, at
the change in Labour’s fortunes. The polls now
put Labour at between 10-12% ahead of the
Tories. It was the Marxists alone which held out
the prospect of a Labour victory in the next el-
ection. The new theoreticians of Labour’s right,
Marxism Today, argued that such a possibility
was well-nigh ruled out (see MIR No.39, Spring
1989). One third of the parliamentary Labour
Party were openly canvassing for Kinnock’s
removal; in reality probably a majority were
looking to replace him. Defeat in the Euro-
elections would probably have sealed his fate.
But these elections showed the greatest swing

against the Tories in 100 years. Only the Marx-
ists predicted that the pendulum would inevit-
ably swing back to the left, in reaction against
the Thatcher counter-revolution.

Thatcher in the past was like ‘Teflon-woman’:
nothing could stick to her. Now every scandal
or even hint of a scandal, whether based in fact
or totally unfounded, is widely believed to be
the truth by the mass of the population. From
‘the Tories greatest asset’, she is perceived even
within her own ranks as a heavy liability. It can-
not be ruled out that she will be replaced be-
fore the next election.

The social reserves of capitalism, those layers
of the population skilfully cultivated by the Brit-
ish bourgeois over generations, have gradually
been eaten away by Thatcherism. The Archbish-
op of Canterbury, with his denunciations of the
‘Pharisees’, voices the disquiet of even the
middle class at the widening class gulf. Also sig-
nificant was the threat of the director of the
British Museum to resign if entry charges are
imposed. Thatcher personifies the triumph of
the ‘Philistines’ within the Tory Party with
everything, including culture, reduced to what
Thomas Carlyle called the ‘cash nexus’. She re-
cently described museums as ‘dirty old places’

Teachers, doctors, university lecturers, scien-
tists, have all been antagonised. Teachers, for
instance, are at boiling point because of the det-
erioration of the schools, particularly in the
inner city areas, the increased workload be-
cause of the ‘national curriculum’ and their tot-
ally inadequate salaries.

The deterioration in the ‘quality of life’, keen-
ly felt by the middle-classes, has pitted normally
pro-Tory layers of the population against the
government. Clarke’s NHS ‘reform’ is overwhel-
mingly unpopular. One poll showed that 12%
of those who voted Tory in the last election
(1.5 million people) intend to vote against the
government if it persists with its ‘reforms’.

The infrastructure is in a state of chronic dis-
repair. the rat population, which has increased
by 50% in London, is the only real ‘index of
growth’ that the Tories can boast of in the last
ten years. 150,000 youth are homeless through-
out Britain, with a doubling of those on the
streets of London. One third of them, boys and
girls, have been approached to become prostit-
utes! These elements of capitalist barbarism
have repelled not just the working class but
large sections of the middle class.

Nonetheless, is it not possible for the Tories
to avoid nemesis, electoral disaster, by ditching
Thatcher? If she remains, a landslide against the
Tories is entirely possible. Scotland is just an
anticipation of what could happen in the rest of
Britain. The last opinion poll there put Labour
at 51%, with the Tories on 21%, the same fig-
ure as the Scottish National Party.

The Scottish polls are in no way a vindication
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of the policies of the inept Labour leadership.
North of the border, millions are utterly appall-
ed at the role of the Labour leadership in the
‘Pay It’ campaign. Yet criticisms of the Lab-
our leadership, including outright hostility by
many advanced workers, are subordinated in
the consciousness of the proletariat now to the
need to get rid of ‘this government’, almost at
any cost. If the Tories, however, decide to ditch
Thatcher for somebody like Perer Walker or
Heseltine, could they creep back into power?

The more far-sighted representatives of the
ruling class have seen Heseltine and Walker as
reserve weapons to replace Thatcher at an app-
ropriate time. Heseltine recently revealed that
he would have been ‘dead’ but for the support
of the media. A new leader would probably in-
vest in the infrastructure and water down to
complete ineffectiveness, or even cancel, the
poll tax. But the accumulated class bitterness
which has now been smouldering for a decade
within the ranks of the proletariat would prob-
ably mean that, notwithstanding any ‘reforms’
by a new leader, the Tories would be defeated
in a general election. When Macmillan was re-
placed by Home in 1963 it did not stop a Lab-
our victory. Now the economic and social sit-
uation is far worse.

In the short term, a big industrial movement
is possible, unless the employers concede
major increases. Thatcher’s attempt to use the
defeat of the dockers to cow the rest of the
working class has completely failed. Within a
month the NALGO workers had scored a big
victory in their first national strike. This indust-
rial movement, in effect the reawakening of the
British proletariat, will also result over a period
of time in the transformation of the trade
unions. The depth of collaboration with
management by the union leadership and a
layer of the shop stewards was shown at the
Ford’s plant at Dagenham. Shop stewards, with
full time officials, actually issued circulars den-
ouncing ‘unofficial strikes’! This attempted use
of the official union machinery to police the
workforce will inevitably provoke oppositional
movements, particularly by young workers,
who will move in to replace the tired elements
with a new generation of fighting militants.

While a Tory victory cannot be completely
discounted, all the conditions now point to a
Labour victory in the next election. This is in
spite of the leadership of the Labour Party and
their policies, not because of them.

The Marxists, who will work shoulder to
shoulder with Labour’s ranks for a Labour vic-
tory, also have a duty to warn about the char-
acter of a future Kinnock-led Labour govern-
ment, given the policies of the leadership. It
will be in the mould of the PSOE government in
Spain whose recent victory evoked a unique
response from the rich. Usually when Labour

£

governments come to power there is a drop in
the stock exchange. Unprecedently, exactly the
opposite happened in Spain.

A future Labour government will be more
akin to the MacDonald governments of 1924
and 1929-31 than the Labour governments of
1964-70 or 1974-79. It will be subject to rem-
orseless pressure between an aroused working
class on the one hand and the bourgeois on the
other. Initially a period of grace will be extend-
ed to the government. But, as we have witness-
ed in Spain, a recoil led by the unions is inev-
itable at a certain stage. Differentiation will
begin to take place within the Labour Party and
the trade unions and the Marxists will play a key
role in this process. All the attempts to remove
the Marxists and stamp out their influence with-
in the mass organisations of the British working
class have failed.

It is the experience of big events which is the
greatest teacher of the mass of the proletariat.
Thatcher has played a huge historical role in
educating millions in the brutal realities of class
society. The experience of a Labour govern-
ment in action will be a further harsh lesson for
the proletariat. Millions who today harbour ill-
usions in the Labour leaders, in casting around
for an alternative, will swing to the left. Marx-
ism will become a powerful influence within a
mass resurgent left-wing that will develop in
the trade unions and the Labour party.

The 1980s will be seen historically as a trans-
itional decade between two epochs. For the
capitalists it has been dominated by the ‘Reagan
boom’ with the Thatcher government subsist-
ing on its crumbs. But it has also been marked
by the titanic miners’ strike and the mighty
movement in Liverpool between 1983-87. As
an anticipation of what is to come, the decade
fittingly closes to the echo of huge class battles
in Belgium, 100,000 teachers on strike in Aus-
tralia, 200,000 marching against racism in Italy
and of course the mighty and convulsive move-
ments of the proletariat in the Stalinist states.

The capitalists and Stalinists, while resting on
antagonistic social systems, also lean on one
another to shore up their rule. But now forces
have been unleashed which will shatter to their
foundations both systems in the next decade.
The coming ten years will be the ‘red nineties’,
a decade of revolutionary explosions engulfing®
all the major cities and countries of Europe.
Marxism, as embodied by Militant and the MIR,
which has stubbornly defended the ideas of
socialism, the planned economy, workers’ dem-
ocracy and internationalism against the ideo-
logical offensive of the bourgeois and their
shadows in the labour movement, will be the
main beneficiaries of the mighty revolutionary
wave which looms. a
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South Africa

Defiance marches
shake De Klerk

De Klerk
wants to
trap the
ANC into
co-operating

3600 MIR

Since the apartheid elections on 6
September, in cities and  small
towns, hundreds of thousands
have. participated in the biggest
protest against apartheid rule and
oppression in South Africa’s his-
tory. ,

On 29 October 80,000 gathered
at a legal rally in Soweto, called by
the still-banned ANC: the first
such for 30 years. Under the flags
of the African National Congress
and the (banned) SA Communist
Party, Walter Sisulu, former ANC
secretary-general, and other pol-
itical prisoners recently released
by the new De Klerk government,
addressed the crowd.

The marches and rallies and the
release of the prisoners mark sig-
nificant retreats by the govern-
ment. They are victories for the
black working class. The State of
Emergency since 1986, torture,
vigilantes, and state terror in the
township streets has failed to inf-
lict a serious defeat on a working-
class movement which has been
gaining almost uninterruptedly in
strength and confidence for more
than a decade. In 1973 trade un-
ions were almost non-existent for
African workers. Now the Cong-
ress of South African Trade Unions
is over one million strong.

The revolutionary upsurge of
1984-86 gave way to a relative,
highly volatile lull. But from early
this year resistance has grown
again. There have been consumer
boycotts against Conservative
Party-controlled municipal coun-
cils, schools’ struggles, defiance
on beaches, buses and trains —
underpinned by a movement of
defiance in the workplaces. The
anti-union Labour Act, passed  in
1988, is being made essentially
unworkable. Organised workers
have been challenging segregation
in canteens, toilets and changing
rooms.

Imperialism and the South Af-

rican ruling class look ahead app-
rehensively to the year 2000,
when SA will have a population of
over 47 million, with only 5-6
million whites. Repressive rule by
the white minority is an inade-
quate instrument for holding back
the African majority, overwhelm-
ingly working-class, from workers’
revolution.

The example of Lieutenant
Rockman, a coloured police of-
ficer who broke ranks to den-
ounce the brutality of the white
riot police on election night in the
Western Cape, is a sign of the un-
predictability of blacks in the state
apparatus, faced with the move-
ment of the working class.

The SA ruling class is compelled
to look for new methods of rule.
The new President, De Klerk, pro-
poses a ‘five-year plan’ to neg-
otiate a new constitution. “The
door to a new South Africa is
open”, he has said. “It is not nec-
essary to batter it down. We wish
to discuss with leaders in SA how
to achieve a new, fair and just
South Africa.”

All this is a fraud. De Klerk has
made clear that the one thing that
is not on the agenda is the min-
imum that would be acceptable to
the mass of the people: majority
rule, one-person-one-vote in an
undivided SA.

The ruling class will cling to
their power, wealth and privilege
until it is taken from them. To
achieve mdjority rule requires the
defeat of the apartheid state by the
working class. The militant mood
in the recent marches and rallies
shows the desire of the black
working class to build the ANC to
achieve this.

De Klerk, for his part, has tem-
porarily pulled back the: riot
police, legalised these protests
and released Sisulu and the other
prisoners, to create a ‘climate for
negotiations.” The release of Nel-

son Mandela is now likely before
many months have passed.

De Klerk’s aim is a constitution
giving the appearance of participa-
tion by the African majority, but
without conceding power to
them. He seeks to dissolve the
crudities of apartheid in favour of
new and more complex forms of
divide and rule, without undermi-
ning the cohesion of the state.

To move in this direction, he
must trap African leaders with aut-
hority among the masses, esp-
ecially those of the ANC, into co-
operating. He hopes for their help
in a long-term strategy to defuse
the developing revolution.

The ruling class is encouraged
by Gorbachev and the Soviet bur-
eaucracy who, in the interests of
deals with imperialism, are using
their influence to press the ANC
leaders into negotiations with De
Klerk.

At the rally, Sisulu, admitting
that De Klerk did not stand for
majority rule, “repeatedly stressed
(the ANC’s) commitment ... to a
negotiated settlement to South
Africa’s conflict.” A message from
ANC President Oliver Tambo
stated that De Klerk “may yet earn
a place among the peacemakers of
our country.” (Financial Times
30 October 1989)

But since freedom is not on the
table, why did Sisulu and Tambo
not make clear there is nothing to
negotiate with this government
about?

Sisulu called for the defiance to
continue. But neither he nor any
other speaker offered any clear
programme of action for this.
Combined with creating illusions
in the possibility of negotiating
democracy with this government,
this serves to spread confusion in
the black working class.

The interpretations placed by
the capitalist press on recent dev-
elopments should serve as a warn-
ing. The Independent (12 Oc-
tober 1989) commented “the
most remarkable thing to have
emerged from Mr De Klerk’s dec-
ision (to release Sisulu and the
others) is the degree to which Mr
Mandela and the exiled African
National Congress have become
participants in government dec-
ision-making.” (our emphasis)
The leadership needs to turn back
from this course and build the
forces for the revolution needed
to achieve majority rule.

De Klerk cannot succeed in his




aims. Sooner or later his attempts
to reconcile all the conflicting
forces will break down. Sharp
economic. recession; a revolu-
tionary upsurge vaster on scale
than 1984-6; a renewed turn of
the white lower middle class and
workers (now placing their hopes
in De Klerk) to the ultra-right -
these are all possible develop-
ments in a volatile situation. The
task for Congress activists is to
base themselves on the militant
mood among the masses and or-
ganise to step up the defiance. The
working class needs to take into
its hands the task of building a
mass ANC under its own democ-
ratic control, round a programme
for implementing the Freedom
Charter. For this, the ideas and
methods of Marxism are indispen-
sible. :

The September marches

Cape Town

Just after midday on Wednesday 13 Septem-
ber, I arrived at St Georges Cathedral. This is
normally early enough to get a front place for
the usual lunch-time gatherings. But today was
a meeting with a really big difference. Thou-
sands were packing the streets. Everyone had
come to show their rejection of police brutali-
ty. The church was full so loudspeakers were
set up for the people outside.

As students arrived in their buses from all
over the Western Cape, they were greeted with
loud applause and singing and spontaneous
toyi-toying. The banners said it all: “Forward to
People’s Power”, “Release all detainees” and
there was even one in red lettering which said
“Viva the Bolsheviks” !

During the sermon, groups of youth contin-
ued to toyi-toyi. Every few minutes there were
shouts of “Viva ANC! Viva MDM!”. Thousands
lined the streets to watch and as the youth
passed them, they shouted: “Our struggle and
march to freedom is for everyone.”

All kinds of people were present: workers,
youth, students, teachers, mothers, unemp-
loyed, yuppies, clergy, directors (one was app-
arently elected by his company to represent
them!), uniformed white school students, long-
lost friends — and of course a good contingent
of plainclothes police.

Many garment workers from Woodstock and
Salt River left work and walked from their
factories. If the leaders had made the same
effort to get workers there as they did for the
students, many thousands more would have
marched.

As the march turned into Adderley Street, I
saw something not seen in this city since

30,000 people marched from the townships in
1960. The whole of Cape Town had been
brought to a complete standstill. The marchers
could not really believe it. The seemingly imp-
ossible had happened - it made everybody
happy. There was a feeling that history was
being made that day. The people had shown
their power and De Klerk had been forced to
concede our march.

At the town hall all the leaders made spee-
ches. Despite all their talk of negotiations, they
could not stop the crowd from shouting “For-
ward to the spirit of no compromise and no sur-
render” after every speech.

Afterwards people rushed for the trains. In
every train hundreds toyi-toyied throughout
the journey to the townships. As people got on
at different stations, they joined in. From plat-
forms they shouted “Viva ANC! Amandla!”

Durban

The march on 23 September was 30,000
strong and dominated by the youth. There were
just a few hundred workers and the union ban-
ners were accompanied by the officials only.
Placards and banners called for the release of
the detainees, the unbanning of the ANC and
the ending of police violence. The Phoenix
women’s organisation demanded houses for all
and affordable rents and some banners said
“Fight the LRA” (Labour Relations Act).

The march moved up West Street in four
waves.- Although small groups of youth threa-
tened to break off and run wild, the mood was
one of celebration rather than belligerence. The
street was lined with office workers, half of
them white. Construction workers hung from
scaffolding, joining in the singing and waving
their hammers. As everybody toyi-toyied to-
wards City Hall, it was as if everything moved —

On the
march.

Eyewitness
reports

from Cape
Town,
Johannesburg,
Durban and
East Rand.
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The power
of the
workers
was there
for all to
see

only the buildings stood still.

During the speeches, all defiant statements
met loud approval and and the largest cheer
went to one speaker who warned the mayor
that we were coming back to take over!

Kwa-Thema, East Rand

The crisis in our high schools began at the
beginning of August when 8000 students from
all seven schools went on a three day boycott in
support of the defiance campaign. Then a meet-
ing of 2000 workers, students, teachers and
parents called a mass demonstration for 25
September.

They demanded that: the Department of Edu-
cation negotiate with students directly; police
harassment be stopped; that free discussion be
allowed; and that charges against seven arrested
students be dropped.

On the morning of the march it was cloudy
and bitterly cold. But this did not deter 600
people from gathering outside the Civic Hall.
The priests who were to leave the march arr-
ived late and buses and taxis to take people to
the city did not come. But everybody decided
to foot it instead, even though it was 10km into
town and back.

We broke onto the street and as the sun came
through the clouds, hundreds kept away by the
cold joined us. When we reached Thema Road
near town there were over 6000 people on the
march. People sang and toyi-toyied jubilantly. It
was like a big celebration. There was not a whiff
of anger in the air. Everybody marched together
as one united mass.

Originally it was not planned that primary
pupils should come but there they were — six
to ten year olds — bubbling and singing along.
Placards conveyed the messages: “Mass Democ-
ratic Movement means freedom”, “We want
bread not bullets”, “Unban COSAS”. Congress
Militant posters calling for defiance of apar-
theid and one person one vote in a unitary
South Africa daubed the march as well. Some
students had stuck these posters on their backs
with tape.

The march was blocked by a heavy contin-
gent of army and police. Some of us shouted
that we should break through but most were
not in the mood for confrontation. Security
police perched on a nearby building with video
cameras to monitor the crowd who listened to
petitions being read out. During prayers many
kept their eyes open, arms unfolded and talked
among themselves.

People eventually went back to the Civic Hall
singing “Socialism ke thebe (Socialism is a
shield)”; “Tambo sithwele kanzima kulomhlaba
(Tambo we live in hardship in this land)”.
Whenever we came across the police we always
sang: “Noma siyafa sitsho sithi haluhkho ulovalo
(even if we have to die we say: we have no
fear).”

At the Civic Hall there was more singing and
dancing before the march broke up in waves.
The police demanded the march disperse with-
in ten minutes. People cried “ten minutes is too
little — they are mad. Where should we dis-
perse to? This is our township; we’re going no-
where.” Confrontation seemed imminent be-
fore everybody started trickling away slowly,
well after ten minutes.

Our movement was a demonstration of str-
ength, and along with defiance campaign of
workers at Ergo and Impala Platinum, it con-
firms that East Rand is now entering the pol-
itical upsurge nationally.

The October marches

Cape Town

The march against the LRA on 14 October
was very different from the previous march in
September. Missing were the company direc-
tors and the yuppies wanting to be part of
something big and historic. This march, al-
though much smaller than the previous, was
90% workers. As I walked towards the march
all one could see was a sea of red and yellow
T-shirts. SACTWU (clothing and textile union)
and FAWU (food union) workers dominated
the march.

There was a great sense of unity between
African and coloured waorkers, especially
among the SACTWU and FAWU workers. The
most militant were the striking South African
Breweries workers who toyi-toyied front ‘the
station to the meeting place in their work ove-
ralls. They sang two songs all the time. The first
was one which compared Gatsha Buthelezi to
Hoza, the gangster puppet mayor of Khayelit-
sha. The second was “Ilizwe lethu ya basebenzi”
(our country of the workers). This song really
characterised the mood — the power of the
workers was there for all to see.

Throughout the march there were shouts of
“Phantsi LRA!” (down with the LRA), “Phantsi
De Klerk!” and “Viva ANC!”. I asked one of the
SAB workers what he thought of the release of
the eight political prisoners. He said: “This is a
victory for us. De Klerk was forced to release
our leaders, now we must force him to release
Mandela. But we must not be fooled, he also
wants to put a mask in front of our face so that
we must think that everything is OK. We must
tell the people that there are still many people
in detention.”

The same worker commented on their strike:
“Did you see the papers this morning, there is
already a beer shortage. Last year SAB made a
big profit and now we want to get an increase.
All our workers are on strike and that is our
power. We will win this strike!”

The biggest cheer on the march was when a
youth draped the ANC flag on the statue of
Louis Botha outside parliament. Immediately



thousands of people started shouting: “ANC,
ANC, ANC!”.

“Waar is De Klerk? Laat hy uit kom om te sien
wie is die power in die land,” (Where is de
Klerk? Let him come out to see who is the
power in the country) shouted a young worker
as we marched past parliament.

At the end of the march there were many
speeches. They were all very militant. All the
worker speakers called on workers to continue
the fight against the LRA and apartheid.

One worker speaker said: “we make cars but
we don’t have any cars, we make clothes but we
don’t have clothes, we make houses but we
don’t have any houses. We are the workers who
have the power. The Freedom Charter says:
‘The wealth of the country shall be shared
equally amongst all the people’, and that is what
we are fighting for.”

Dullah Omar, Western Cape UDF Chairman,
acknowledged that the workers had put their
stamp on the movement through their struggles
and this march. He said that workers must not
wait and depend on their leaders to do things
for them, they must lead the struggles.

“We must be careful about what De Klerk is
doing” he said. “He wants to trap the leadership
with all the talk of reform. We must be.clear
that the monopolies in the country support his
system and we will never be free as long as
these monopolies still control the economy.
Negotiations will not win us total freedom. We
must fight for that freedom.”

Then he said: “There are some people who
disagree with the presence of red flags on the
march. Some people have asked me why there
are red flags on the march. There are red flags
because they are the flags of the working class,
red represents the blood of the working class
and the goal of our struggle. Are there any peo-
ple here who disagree with the red flag? They
must say so now!” There a massive response
from the crowd who all shouted “NO!”

Let me explain why this question was raised.
Supporters of the Marxist Workers’ Tendency
of the ANC were the only people on the demon-
stration with a big red flag, together with our
ANC flags. We had also made small red flags
which workers took and were waving all the
time. '

Supporters of the SA Communist Party were
extremely angered by this. Leading SACP
members came up to our flag but only one had
the courage to say: “where is the hammer and
sickle?” We replied: “this flag is the genuine flag
of the working class and Marxism”.

I think that what really angered the SACP
supporters was that the Marxists were openly
distributing the Congress Militant statement on
‘Negotiations?” and selling Congress Militant
No 2. Our comrades were also very vocal throu-
ghout the march, leading many workers with

A

their shouts of “Build a mass ANC on a socialist

programme!” and “Reject negotiations with De
Klerk because he rejects majority rule!”.

There was no talk about negotiations in any of
the speeches and lots of talk about socialism. I
think that Congress left-wingers like Dullah
Omar and union leaders can see that the main
body of the leadership is moving rapidly to the
right and that there is a growing opposition
amongst the workers. On Saturday they were
responding to this reality.

Jobannesburg

The Joburg march against the Labour Rela-
tions Act on 14 October was around 15,000
strong, 90% workers. SACTWU was the best
organised and most colourful. First-time mar-
chers were enjoying the experience, but rapid-
ly caught on to the frustration and anger of
those who had marched before.

The slogans included “Long Live ANC!”,
“Fascists Beware! Crush AWB!”. Supporters of
the Marxist Workers’ Tendency of the ANC
carried placards: ‘Don’t trust De Klerk?, ‘One-
person-one vote in a united South Africa’. ‘Don’t
trust De Klerk! was the placard of ours most
people wanted to carry.

Natal

In Durban, the march against the LRA on 14
October was much smaller than the last one,
with about 5-6000 people. But more than 70%
were workers.

In Pietermaritzburg, the march was small,
about 2000 people. Supporters of the Marxist
Workers’ Tendency of the ANC were, however,
strongly present. Besides placards, they had the
biggest home-made banner. They distributed
Congress Militant stickers saying ‘Don’t Trust
De Klerk?, ‘Step up Defiance!. Practically
everyone was wearing them. O

Sisulu, ANC
veteran.

We will
never be
free while
the
monopolies
control the
economy
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Have you a
comment
about this
issue of
the MIR?
Let's hear
from you.

400 MIR

Dear MIR,

Further to your article on
blasphemy in MIR No.40, 1
would like to make a few
comments. Firstly, the law of
blasphemy has its basis in the
class struggle waged between
the Church, the largest single
landowner in England, and the
people, during the Middle
Ages.

Revolutionary priests such as
John Ball, who preached that
the Bible did not condone the
class system but instead
supported thé common
ownership of all goods, were
hounded, goaled and finally
executed for their views which
were condemned as
‘blaspemous’.

Similarly hundreds of
thousands of workers were
burned at the stake before the
Reformation in their struggle
against the economic despotism
of the Roman Church and for
religious tolerance, which as
religion and politics in
Medieval times were virtually
synonymous, means that they
were struggling for the right
of freedom of speech and
thought.

Secondly, a general
blasphemy law would give any
religion the right to censor
and have punished anyone
who wished to express an
independent opinion.

It is probably only accidental
that the call for the revival of
the blasphemy laws has
coincided with government
legislation to ban all books
from the shelves of local
authorities which have ‘the
promotion of homosexuality’ as
their theme. This could
effectively ban books by some
of literature’s greatest names,
for example, Proust, Wilde,
Orton, Genet and Forster.

However it is another
element of the thin edge of a
totalitarian wedge which is
designed to take away our
hard-won civil rights, in the
same way that this government
has taken away our trade

union and employment rights,
in order to stifle any possible
outlet for dissent when this
government and the system
they represent face a crisis
which threatens its very
existence.

Paul Weare, Folkestone

Dear Comrades,

Bill Hopwood was absolutely
right to criticise the book
reviews in the MIR. With the
exception of the book about
Oscar Wilde the books under
review are always, firstly,
expensive, and secondly,
obscure. Reviewers should
break from their habit of
reviewing dusty academic
tomes and instead point out
the wealth of existing useful
and interesting books, both
fiction and non-fiction.

There is a treasure-trove of
19th and 20th century
literature written by authors
who reject capitalism and
hypocritical bourgeois culture.
In general, the more opposed
an artist has been to the
status quo the more significant
the work he or she has
produced.

This is proved in reverse by
the absolute drivel that flows
from the pen of Mr Jeffrey
Archer, the mouthwash served
up by the likes of Barbara
Cartland and the premasticated
pap we are forcefed every day
by the television.

Our MIR must be first in
the line to combat this and
inspire us with the knowledge
that there is an immense
untapped wealth of artistic
ability in the working class,
waiting to be released by the
transformation of our social
conditions.

Max Neil, Preston

Dear Comrades,

The last MIR was one of the
best to date, especially the
debate between Peter Hadden
and Clare Short. It clearly
showed the difference between
a Marxist and a reformist

approach to Northern Ireland,
especially regarding the state.
1 hope that the MIR will
include more debates like
these in the future.

How about a debate about
the poll tax with someone
putting the Labour leaders’
alternative and someone
putting the Marxist position?
Debates like this are useful
because it not only raises our
level of understanding but also
the opponents of Marxism can
see their mistakes.

Chris Fernandez,
Youth Officer, Derby North
Labour Party

Special
Subscription
Offer

Why not guarantee your future
copies of the MIR and take ad-
vantage of our special subs-
cription offer?

A single MIR posted to you
currently costs £1.28. But if
you take out a subscription for
the next four issues, you can
get all four sent to your add-
ress for just £4.50 UK/Ireland.
£5 overseas. Just fill in the
form below and send a cheque
or postal order payable to
World Socialist Books to: WSB,
3/13 Hepscott Road, London E9
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