_ T

communis

THEORETICAL JOURNAL

OF THE COMMUNIST
WORKERS ORGANISATION

THE GEORGIAN QUESTION
CHILES ‘MARXIST” PRESIDENT
CZECHOSLOVAKIA 1938-48

THE S.LL.

nimber tﬁ 2



Editorial:Chije’s president

"It will demand high qualities of political maturlty for Chileans to re-
alise that they are now embarking on another variety of democratic exper-
iment and that to refuse the experiment would condemn them to become sim-
ply another undemocratic Latin American state."(Financial Times leader, 7.9.70.)

Salvador Allende, the 'Marxist candidate' was elected President Of Chile

on the basis of a reform programme which pledged to nationalise wide sec-
tors of Chilean ‘industry(particularly copper, the chief source of wealth),
banking and foreign trade. His victory resulted from a coalition of social
democrats, revisionist communists and radicals. After the election he re-
ceived the support of the biggest bourgeois party the Christian Democrats
and the much rumoured Army threat petered out when the military leaders
pledged not to intervene in the 'democratic process'.

This event is worth comment in so far as it is Hnother variety of democrat-
ic experiment", ie, of capitalist economic development.

Chile has come to be a definite area of expsriment for the bourgeoisie in-
ternationally since the early 60's (UNO 'development capital’ in Chile is
the 4th largest after India, Pakistan and Egypt.). As opposed to most
Latin American countries bourg901s politics were developed to the stage
where rule by Parliamentary democracy was pOSSlblo not military junta.
The Christian Democrats unde? President Frei embarked ca a radical reform
programme in the early 60's with the blessing of the main imperialist in-
terests in Chile (ie, US, Britain, Germany and France). Thé Christian
Democrats failed to make any serioué headway with land reform in the face
of strong opposition from the landovmers thus effectively failing to clear
the way for capitalist development. The Christian Demccrats! candidate,
Tomic was rejected by the bourgeoisie, both national and imperialist:

"In the context of Latin America Allende's victory must signal the passing
of Christian Democracy, a political comet of great brilliance which shot
across the political firmament in Latin America in the 1960's... it has
not proved an effective instrument in one of the most cophisticated count-
ries of the continent. ILatin American economic and sccial problems have
proved too intractable for it., The continuing underdevelopment of the area
which made a mock of the Alliance for Progress is prodicing political rad-
icalisation and demands for even firmer and more left-ring governements...
In Latin America today three countries, Cuba, Peru and Chile are taking to
nationalistic policies of development writh"great emphasis on State control.
The lesson for the rest of the developing world is obvious."(Financial
Times, 8.9.70)
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The wider significance of events in Chile are also illuminating éspecially
the light it throws on a major change of US imperialist policy, which has
taken place in relation to social reform, and national bourgeois develop-
ment in the neo-colonies.

The policy of US imperialism after World War II in this sphere, and part-
icularly in Latim America, was to support the landownifig classes in their re-
sistance to bourgeois democratic reform. This policy was developed as part

of their overall international strategy aimed at the destruction of the anti-
imperialist camp led by the Communist movement, in particular the Soviet Union.

This campaign was largely successful following the liquidation of Soviet Powr-
er in the USSR and the degeneration of the interfiational communist movement
into revisionism so that by the late fifties it was vmerging clearly that a
major change had occurred in the balance of forces, which totally altered the
internatiotial situation. Naturally it took some time to disengige from an
alignment warranted by one situation (ie, support for the landovming classes)
particularly as US internal. politics did-not favcur a radical change of policy
(support for the reformists). This"in broad outline is what US imperialism's
policy has been gradually moving towards in Latin America. Chile and the US
response to developments there represents the furthest expression of this
policy because the internal conditions suited it most; the days of military
intervention against extremely moderate nationalist reformists (as in Guat-
emala 1954 and the Dominican Republic 1965) are over.

The events in Chile, where major US interests are involved in the copper in-
dustry, demonstrate the newr imperialist attitude. Allende's govt plans maj--
ority o'mership of the major copper concerns and is at present negotiating
with the US cédpitalists concerned. '"ith the withdrawal of imperialist stipport
for the landovming class a policy of democratic Peform becomes possible with-
out armed struggle of any great proportion. So what on the surface will
appear as the results of radical 'Marxist' politics is made possible only bya
a shift in class forces intermally and internationally. This means that

the reforms can only serve to consolidatc and develop capitalism in Chile

not weaken it.

The 'left-wing' is seen in its true light--the most radical wing of bourgeois
politics. This is the cause of the interest and support of the capitalist
papers for this 'variety of the democratic experiment'. '

"British Leyland Motors is to go ahead with its investment in Chile in spite
of the Marxist victory in the elections there. In full page advertisements
placed in the leading national newspapers British ILeyland announced that it
has every confidence in Chile." (Financial Times, 29.9.70)

Next month's.editorial hopes to deal with the two party conferences and
and the Industrial Relations Bill. :
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On 3rd September ISRSC (a front organisation of the IS trots) held a meet-
ing to discuss 'the growing repression of Irish militant8' by the British
bourgeoisie., The first sposch came from Palmer. Seven weeks previous,

John Palmer's story was that this repression would be based on a mass
fascist party created out of the ruins of the old Tory Party after its
destruction in the general eclection. He was as accurate then as he was

in this second meeting.,

Anyway, his view of the Ulster situation was as follows. The bourgeoisie,
having granted a few concessions had to use the mailed {ist to avoid giving
any more, Now, therc have been widespread police searches throughout the UK
in connection with the bombing inciderbs, which are presumably the result of
the fragmentation of nationalists, extremist, usually anti-communist, pol-
itiecs. But the most important terget of British repression is Stormont,

for British Imperialism is clearly determined to see the Civil Rights pro- -
gramme is carried out. For the main force promoting civil rights in Ulster
is none other than British imperialism--aided by the 'Unicnist moderates'
(ChichestermClark), the Catholic bourgcoisie in Ulster {eg. the new Social
Democratic labour Party) and its radical fringes--Peoplzs Democracy and its’
English stablemate, ICRSC (This was pointed out by an IZO member presint.)

What is the substance of the Civi} Rights programme? J Palmer would have us
believe it is a'national liberation:"Ireland would contrdl her own resources."
In other words, civil rights is a working class demand, which is being oppo--
sed by British imperialism: Now tho fact of the matter is that civil rights
neans merely an extension of bourgeois democracy to correspond to the re-
integration of the South into the UK market (This is fully explained in

the ICO pamphlets- Beonomics of -Partition and Birth of Ulster Unionism. ). - -
“Tho opposes the reforms?--only the extreme nationalists. Given the econ-
omic situation, of the South being rc-integrated into the UK market, nat-
ionalism no longer serves the bourgeoisie. Nationalist:groups thus-have no-
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long~-run future. And where do the workers stand? Clearly the bourgeoisie
are only ref-rming in order to maintain their class rule. If there were
a Communist Party, the working class could take a position in relation to
the reforms. As there is none, the question doesn't arise; but it is ob-
vious that bourgeois democracy is of only marginal interest to the
working class. Yet John Palmer represents these reforms which correspond
to the intercsts of UK imperialism, as representing the interests of the
proletariat} : ;

“hen this was pointed out, he retorted that to say UK imperialism favoured
reform was a ‘'caricature of a socialist position'. Two years ago he may
have been able to maintain that--today after Callaghan and Maudling have
forced reforms ocn a reluctant Stormont, it is pure pigheadedness.

Palmer went on to tell us of the 'mini-repression’ in Britain against Trici
cmigrants, students, blacks and last but not least, worksrs. Yhe bourgeois:
ie, he told us, are nervous, because of the strenght of the 'left groups'.
At a time when the working class movement is full of confusien, and there-
fore disorganised and politically powerless, it must be marked as an ach-
jevement to moke the above statement, let alone kecp a straight face at

the géme time, as Palmer did, : -
Palmer's speecch finished with a common piece of trot shilly-shally:i
about the Labour Party (2 Labour NI '3 had been invited but did not turn up.:
To have corne to the meeting, he said, should have been the duty of any
Iabour MP's who call fhemselves part of the Labour movement. For their
support to be worth anything, they must SPEAK OU” against the repression.
To spread the idea among workers that labour Lefties SPEAKING OUT on their
behalf can be of any service 1o thom is blatant opportunism.

Palmer was followed by Bowes Eagan, who neglected the politics of the sit-
uation, and merely gave a Private-Eye repo rt on the Police bomb-hunts.

Tarig Ali, of the IMi-Red Mole group of trotskyisis, sooke next, suggestlng
a unmited front of left grouds (as Faliter had done) to counter 'police rep-
ression', 8o the position was that two trotskyist groups, who had never
sorted out their differences, ie, their political reasons for existing as
different groups, were now suggesting soms kind of co-operation, again .
without even referring to their political differcuces. IMx are, it appears
now members of ICRSC (The politics of this tactic2l manceuvre were not ex-
plained.5 “le see in 'Mole's' editorial:"The harassment suffered by Irish
militants active in the Irish Solidarity Movement is on the increase."
And:"the increasing repression does rather strongly point out the need for
discipline and orgsnisation."

Gerry Tawless' contribution -ras fiPstly, the tale that the arms hauls
uncovered up and dorm the country were in fact the property of the Moral
Learuoment faction, and secondly the assertion that arms are always in-
troduced into B iish politics by the extreme Right. Behind this last it
is some sort oi petty bourgeois attitude to guns; certainly Lenin did not
wait for guns to brought into Russian politics by the extreme Right before
he struck.
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Eamon Mc Cann was the last platform speaker. Interestingly enough, he was
the only one to give a potted version of the ICO"analysis of the reasons .
for the Northern crisis--naturally writhout acknowledgement (this of cdurse
did not alter his position on the street fighting in Belfast and elsewhere--
this was still "mass anti-imperialist struggle.")

John Palmer, of course, has done the same, i.e., used ICO analysis without
acknowledgement on more than ane Occasion, while floundering between trot
theology on the one hand and reality on the other; so have the Birch

group (CPBML). Indeed it is a common occurrence for as the bankruptcy of
their fantastical 'analyses' becomes apparent both to the Opportunists and
their audiences, they attempt to incorporate the coacrete work of the Ico
into their fabrications. Never of course do they acknowledge the source of
their information, for their ¢bject 1s not to draw attention to the ICO (in-
cluding the ICO's position on them, the opportunists); but simply to pre-
serve their own position in the mish-mash. of opportunist politics,

The other interesting point about Mc Camn is that while verbally he took a
different position to Palmer on the Labour Party (he was not surprised the
MP'S had not come.), in practice he is more opportunist--the organisation
to which he belongs is none other than the Derry Labour Party.

One speaker from the floor raised a complaint--we had come t® be informed
about the state of affairs in N Ireland, and all we had got was International
Soci&élism. Though confused himself, he had an"aspect of the truth here—-
all we had been given was totally at variance with the facts, and designed
simply to confuse any serious listener.

DR Stead

I'hroughout 1ts history the Communist Movement has developed 6n ths basis of
continual struggle against the various forms of opportunism with which it
has been confronted. In Britain today the three main forms of such opp-
ortunism are Social Democracy, Revisionism and Trotskyism, Tnternationally
trotskyisih is comparitively insignificant. Although it has existed as a
tendency within the Russian working class movement since 1904, (When
Trotsky published his first major anti-communist work:"Our Political Tasks"
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which the ICO have r8published after decades of obscurlty,) and inter-
nationally since tio 1929's, Trots8kyism has never attracted any significant

number of workers in any'count“y with the peculiar exception of Ceylon.

In Britain this is not ow the position. Here, the main trotsk-ist grouping '
the Socialist Iabour Leagué has sucteeded in gaining influence over a con-
siderable number of young workers. s

The SLL is distinguished from the other Trotskyist groupings by three main
features:—— "
1 It has a working class base.
2 It has a far greater influence amongst the worklno class than the other
Trotskyist groups.
3 Whilst the strategy of the other Trotskyist groups (RSL in the Labour
Party, the IS as an amalgam of the tendencies, and the IM: in its mass
youth movements) means they have to compromise their politics to-some
degree, ¢.g., the RSL infiltrating the LP apparatus, the SLL is
conclstontTy-an01nf basic trotskyist theory into the working class at
one hell of a rate. None of the other groups touches the SLL at that.

HISTORY
Trotskyism has existed in Britaifi since about 1930. The present leader "of
the SIL, G Healy was asscciated +rith the early Trotskyist groupings. However,
it made little or no headway until the 1940's. ™orld War II led to the ex-
pansion of British trotskyism. This was duc t6 a reaction against the CPGB
and its policy of all-out support for the War which was carried to ridiculous
extremes in some cases.

In 1944, the various trotskyist groups got together to form the Revolutioidary
Communist Party (RCP). The General Secretary of the RCP was Jock Haston who
is now a leading right-wing bureaucrat in the ETU. Healy was a member of the
RCP leadérship and apparcntly closely associated with Haston.

After 1945, trotskyism eatpred into a state of extreme crisis both in Britain,
and internationally. This was due largely to the developments in E Europe

and China. According to tlo gospel laid dovm by Leon Trotsky;--. Stalin and
the other leaders of the International working class movement, wére treacher-
ous burecaucrats who wrre forever betraying the interests of the working class;
but, who, at the same time, 'represented' the working class in a 'distorted'
way. Trotsky and his disciples were never able to rationalise this paradox.
(But then logical analysis was never & strong point with Trotsky who constant-
ly tended to confuse his fantasies and the real world. A good example of tl.
this was recently published in the SLL organ 'Workers Press'. This was an
article written by Trotsky in 1924 in which he 'proved' that the main contra-
diction in the world capitalist system was between Britain and the USA and
predicted an inevitable war bBetweeil them!: The SLL reprinted this article in
order to demonstrate to the world what an outstanding Marxist Trotsky was!)

In the 1940's the Trotskyists were faced with the horrible (for them)
reality of the extension of the disctatorship of the proletariat to China’
and Eastern and Central Furope., +<‘his completely contradicted Trotsky's
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theories on what should be happening. In this situation, the trotskyist
movement began to fragment. One: section .of it led by Miehael Raptis or Pablo
and Ernest Germain or Mandel attempted to develop a sort of 'modernised'
trotskyism. These were obstructed by the more dogmatic trotskyists led by
Healy and by the American trotskyist James P Cannon. Cannon had been a
'personal associate' of Trotsky when the ldtter was in his well-guarded

refuge in Mexico and apparently, from his =ritings, had various emotional
hang-ups about him., Cannon's background had becn the American Trade Union
Movement, particularly the industrial orkers of the World and he appears

to have had very little grasp of Marxism or of politics generally.

SPLIT OF FOURTH INTERNATIONAL AND OTHER TROTSKYIST FRAGMENTATIONS

Eventually in 1953, the so-called 'IVth International' split and Healy,
Cannon and their supporters established the 'International Committee' in
opposition to the 'Unified Secretariat' controlled by Mandel and his
followers.

In Britain the RCP had d isintegrated in 1949. Apparently, it dissolved it-
self when the various tendencies within it could not work out any coherent
policy and just decided to give up. In addition to the complications of

the international situation, the main bone of contentions was the attitude
to be adopted to the British Labour Party. Apparently Healy and his assoc-
iates favoured a policy of complete and utter submergence withing the Labour
Party and demanded the liquidation of the RCP.

From 1949 onwards the Healyites existed in a small group within the Labour
Party.

HEALY 'S GREAT OPPORTUNITY

The development of Modern Revisionism in the mid 50's provided Healy with
his great opportunity. The 20kh Congress of the CPSU was held in early
1956, At this Conzgress, Khruschev made his notoridéus 'secret' speech.
(In actual fact the only people to whom it seems to have been a secret
were the Russian workers.) This spcech Consisted in the main of personal
abuse. The effect of the 20th Congress was to throw the International
Communist Movement into complete confusion. The fact that it was so easy
to throw it into confusion indicated the e xtreme theoretical backwardness
of its leadership which had been noted by Stalin some years earlier,

The confusion in the British Communist Party was greater than perhaps in any
other E%popean Communist Party. The crisis in the CPGB was intensified by
the impa 1 of the Hungarian events later in the same year. The CP leader-
ship could give no real explanation of these évents. In the absence of

such an explanation and completely unable to work things out for themselves,
thousands left the party.

Some 'of these turned to Healy who in common with other Trotskyists had dev-
eloped a theory about woirkers trying to overthrow the 'Stalinist Burecaucza--
cy', and set up a 'pure workers' state'. (led by Cardinal Mindzenty, no " °
doubt!) -



THOSE FOR *JHOM THE GOD HAD FAILED and AFTEE

The two most prominent meﬁbers of the CP who joined Healy wcre Peter Fryer
and Brian Bchan. i '

Peter Fryer had been correspondent in Hungary for the 'Daily "idrker'. He
had reacted in a subjectivist way to his experiences there and written a
book on the subject from a petty-bourgeois liberal view-point. Fryer did
not last leng with Healy; he left the SLL and seems to have disappezmred
from working class politics. e

Brian Behan was one of the leading CP militants in the building industry
and had beon a member 6f the prty Exccutive. He soon broke with Healy
and was last heard of writing hysterical anti-communist propaganda for the
Dublin 'Sunday Press'. :

In general, most of Healy's recruits from the CP did not remian with him.
Hevertheless they provided him vith sufficient impetus to launch the
Socialist Labour League in 1959. Healy then attempted to obtain the
affiliation of the SLL to the Labour Party. Not only was he unsuccessful
in this, but the Labour Party lcadership dissolved those constituency -
Labour Partids (Worwood and Streatham--both near Healy's present HQ

in Clapham) which the Healyites had infiltrated.

THE YOUNG SOCIALISTS

From 1960 onwards, Healy found a valuable new source of recruits. This was
the Young Socialists--the youth orzanisation of the Labour Party. It con-
tained many young people who were subjectively opposad to the social-dem-
ocratic politics of the leadership. In the absence of a Communist alternat-
ive they were attracted by the superficially 'militant’ phrasemongering of
the Healyites.

By 1964, Healy was able to ongineer a split in the YS and retain control’

of a substantial section of them. Members of the Healyite YS are fed a
strong dose of anti-Communism disguiscd as'anti-Stalinism'! The turnover

of membership in the YS is extremely high for various reasons and during’

the short stay of cach member in the orBanisation hc receives a sufficient
amount of this anti-communism to reinforce the basic anti-Communist con-
ditioning he has already received from the bourgeois cducational system.

This process must be considered as being Healy's main service to the

British bourgeoisiec. In his cfforts in this direction Healy has been greatly
facilitated by the complete absence of any Communist opposition.

Since its inception in 1963, the British anti-revisionist movement failed
to make any attempt to deal with Trotskyism theoretically. There it has
not actively collalorated with trotskyism as have such individuals as

R Birch of the CPB(ML) and M Cooley, it has pretended to ignore its
existence. Th8 effects of this policy are’only too obvious:the trotskirists
are able to sow’confusion on issues which were once clear to all Communists,
@.g8., the Moscow trials. They and their allies are able to present
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bourgeois agents such as Bukharin, Tuchachevsky, Vosnesentsky etc as
'Innocent Martyrs' murdered by the 'Butdisr' Stalin.

This article is intendcd as a brief historical accounit of the SLL.

It does not attempt to explain the relationships between the various trot-
skyist groupings in Britaii or the relations between the SLL and trotsky-
ist groups abroad. These will be the subject of other articles in this
series. '

FOR THE NEXT INSTALIMENT .

Part II will deal with some policy documents issued by the SLL showing
the basic contradictions underlying them.

Note: It is not possible in this series, to deal comprchensively with
the basic theories of trotskyism. Readers looking for an analysis of
trotskyism as such are referred to the ICO pamphlet In Defence of Leninism
and to the supplements 'On Trotskylsm published in Nos 52, 53,54 and 55
of the Irish Comfunist. These give a complete .Marxist analysis of trot-
skyism, dealing with the main points of trotskyist theory--i.c., the bur-
eaucracy, 'Socialism.in one country', the 'Deformed orkers State! the
Stalin question etc.

3Kk 3k ok 3K ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok 3k 3k 3k ok ok ok ok ok o sk ok ok 3k ok ok 3k 3K ok sk 3 ok ok %k sk K 3 ok ok sk % ok sk sk ok 3 %k % sk 3 ok K 3 % 5k % K 3k % % %k 3k % %k ok % Xk

EDITOR'S NOTE:

In recent articles referring to the Republican Movement, the formulations
'murder’ and 'fascist'! are not ICO policy positions. This question and
also references in the past of a similar nature with regard to extreme
Unionism are being investigated by the ICO and a historical analysis

of these movements will be published.

Note:the ICO does not regard the official IRA as being in .any sense more

progressive than the provisional IRA ree w e
oriticismmade-by-—the official-IRA-of-the-Provisionals.

ICO AND CWO PUBLICATIONS CAN BE OBTAINED IN LONDON ON SATURDAY 11,00 to
12.00 a.m. AT CAMDEN TOWN MARKET AND AT THE JUNCTION OF QUEX ROAD AND
KILBURN HIGH ROAD.

OR BY CALLING AT BOOKBANE, 30b HOLYHEAD ROAD, BANGOR, CAERNS, WALES.

OR BY WRITING G GOLDEN, 28 MERCERS ROAD; LONDON N 19
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(The bacl:ground to the letter which follows is a controversy between
the C.7.0. and Mr A H. Tvans on the Stalin question. Among a multitude
of niggling 'eriticisms"of Stalin - al:ays stated in the form of crief,
dogmatic, unsubstantiated utterances - Evans, in his pamphlet "The
National Problem", referred to Stalin's Yzreat race chauvinism". In
support of this he cited some critical remarks made by Lenin in 1922

of Stalin's handlinz of an opportunist téndency in the Feorgian section
of the Bol hevik Party. These remarks were made durinz Lenin's last
illness, when he -as out of touch with actual developments. Evans
cited these remarks comoletely out of their historical context, making
no reference to the subszqlient behaviour of the Georzian opportunist
faction. A zeneral review of Evans' "criticism" of Stalin on the
national question ill be found in the C.7.0. pamphlét "On the National
Questidn in Britain". The letter which follows shows how much to the
point “as Stalin's criticism of the opportunist faction in Georgia,

and ho~ far his position was removed from "great race chauvinism".)

Dear Comrades,

"On the National Question in Britain"

Despite his protests to the contrary Evans, the Stalin eritic, 1894

most consistent and &ong»standinx;opponent of Stalin. See his odd
'asides' about the United Front. ° But even more, ho attempts to split,
to divide, the founders of Marxism, and their most’ adequate represent-
atives.

In your booklet on the National Question, you answer Evans, and his

near Trotskyist slander on -hat is'in essencé tie Georgian question.
It may be of interest to you and reinforce, your correct criticism,
by ziving some of the backzround to this question. .
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In 1918 the Baku workers established their.  Baku Commune, but the Tiflis
leadership, Makharadze, and Mdivani, M Okujava etc. iznored the instruc-
tions of Ienin’'and Stalin, and refused to prepare to carry out an armed

struggle for power in Georgia and Transcaucasia. They surrendered

the Tiflis arscnal to the Mensheviks, they also refused to agitate for

the Soviet Governmént among the troops, they advocated for the peace-

ful transfer of power to the Soviets after thc October Revolution...

and so oOn.

These nationalists, deviationists (in the light of subscquent events,
this really necds no proving) made their first attack against the na-
tional policy of the Soviet Party in 1921. It as on the question
of the amalgamation of the railways of Transcaucasia, and the abol-
ishing of the custom and inspection points on the borders betreen
the Soviet-Republics of Transcaucasia. This, of course, —as ess-
ential so as to restore the national economy t> build socialism and
end the sufferings of the people ~hich had been unimeginable during

and after the Imperialist “Jorld *ar.

This again raised the problem of hor to establish peace and fraternal
collaboration betweon the pcoples of Transcaucasia on a permanent
basis. Therefore, Lenin on April 9th 1921 issued direct instruc-
tions to set up rezional economic body for the Republics of Trans-
caucasia....this is contained in a reply to Orjonikidze about the
desperate economic plight of the Republics...."I urgently demand

that a regional economic orzan for the entire Transcaucusus be est-

ablished......"

But because of the nationalists only the rail—ays and Boards for
Foreign Trade could be amalgamated. And this was dirsctly bocause
of them. Previously, before the counter-revolutionary governments
of Mensheviks, Dashnaks and Mussdvatists existed, the most close
fratornal bonds existed between workers of these nationalities...
Armenian , Georgian, Azerbaijanian and Russian. Armed clashes had
taken place since the advent of the Mensheviks etc. It should be
observed that despite the amalgamation, cach Republic had its om
currency. The nationalists made the frontier guestion a discussion
point at cvery opportunity.

At the end of 1921, in view of the situation, the nced for a feder-
ation of the Transcaucasian Republics was raised at the Plenum of
the Caucasian Bureau of the C.C. of the R.C.P. (B). Molotov was
the Sccretary.

The deviationists, Mdivani, Tsintsadze, Makharadze, etc., openly
came out against the federation saying that it was not the opinion
of Lefin and Stalin but an imposition of the Caucasian Burcau. But
this was a lic. Sce Stalin's report to the 12th Congress. The
real inspirors of the Federation wore precisely Lenin arnd Stalin.

Stalin thought it would be premature to apply the Federation in pract-
ice immediately. He wrote to Lenin on this point agking him if

he would alter the resolution to read 'several wecks for discussion'
to a 'certain period of time'. Stalin goes ON.esesseve
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"The point is that in Géorgia it is impossible 'to carry through
4 federation 'from below' by 'Soviet procedure' in 'scveral
weeks' since in Georgia the Soviets are only just beZinning
to be orgapised....... I think it necessay, to allowbro or three
for the idea of a federation to triumph among the broad masses
of Georgia."

with its formation the Federation aroused furious opposition from
the aristocratic, and bourgesis elements, as also from the defecated
anti-Soviet parties, They demanded that the Federation be dissolved
and that Georgia enter the Soviet Union dircctly.

BE.G. October 21 1922, the Central Committee of Georgia after heaping
a report of Kote Tsintsadze on the results of a special commission
to Moscow, adopted a peculiar and contradictory decision to dissolve
the Federation..... assoe e

1) To accept the report as a whole.

2) Fully accept and undeviatingly carry out the decision of the
Plenum of the C.C. of the R.C.P., on the federation of the
Soviet Republics.

3) To petition the C.C. of the R.C.P. that Georgia be admitted
directly to the Union of the Socialist Soviet Republics.

L) In the cvent of the C.C. of the R.C.P. granting the petition
of the C.C. of the Communist Party of Georgia for the dircct
admission of Georgia into the Union of Soviet Republics, to
consider the existence of the Transcaucasian Union Soviet
superfluous. » "

As 2n opportunist document the above -rould take some becating.
Baku fought for the cstablishment of the Federation.

At the end of 1922 a further step —as taken by transforming the
Federative Union into a sinzle Federative Republic, each affiliated
republic retaining its independence. Under the N.E.P. the nation-
alist deviationists lapsed into Menshevik positions both on the
national question and general questionsi It can bc seén from the
previously quotcd 'resolution' that this nationalism -ras not so much
a tendency to combat Great-Russian nationalism, but against the
Armenians.

They =ished to utilise the special geographical position of Georgia,
particularly Tiflis and Batum, they -ished to -rithdraw from the
Federation 'to zet special privileges: They also fought against
granting autonomy to the national minorities of Georgia. But if
further proof is ndcdéd that it —as not 2 question of Great-Russian
chauvinism, or if wc -ish ... 'Great-Race chauvinism'...



ot e B

On March 3lst 1922 a telegram -ras sent bearinz the siznatures of
Makharadze, Chairman of the Central E.C. of Gecrgia, and Okujava,
Chairman of the Council of People's Commissara:

"Rostov-on-Don, to-the ©.C. copy to the Central Fvacuation Board;
Novorossiisk, to the E.C.? copy to the Chief of the Evacuation
Board; Vladikavkaz, to the Chairman of the C.E.C. of the Gorsky
Republic, copy to the Chairman of the Council of People's Com-
missars; Batum, to the Chairmen of the Council of People's
Commissars of Ajaristan, copies to the Chairman of the L.C.,
the Chairman of the Transcaucasian Cheka, the People's Com-
missariat forIntecrnal Affairs of Georgia, the Chairman of the
Cheka of Georgia, the Chief of Rail-ays of the Transcaucasian
Republic, the Chairman of the C.E.C. of Abkhazia, the Peopl e's
Commissariat of Foreizn Affairs Georgia:

'As from this date, the frontiers of the Georgian Republic are dec-
lared closed:hereafter admission of refugees to the territory of

the Soviet Socialist Republic of Georgia is discontinued. We urg-
ently request corresponding instructions to the respective organs.
Please acknowledge receipt of this telegram,.....

2) Para 1 Persons receiving permission for their relatives to en-
ter Georgian territoryshall pay 50,000 rubles for such permits (Geo-
rgian notes..one million is equal to ten gold roubles)

Para 2 Government institutions requesting the issuance of en-
try‘permits to persons who may be needed because of their special
knowledve shall pay 500,000 roubles.

' “"Pard 5 Persons who arrived in Georgia after August 13, 1917
and #who wish to receite permissionito reside_in Georgia permanent-
1y, shall-if their request be granted, pay pE ,000,000 roubles for the
issue of such permits.

Para 6 Persons who on August 13, 1922 shall have resided in Geo-
rgia for five years..... shall pay 1 OOO ,000 roubles for the right of
further residence in Géorgia...

Para 8 The following persons, who arrived in Georgia after Aug-
ust 13, 1917 shall have the right to remain iii the country:

3) All members of trade unions who have been members
for six months on the day of the issuance of this
order,

L) Citizens who have business relations with Georgia.

Georgian citizenship shall be lost:by any Georgian female citizen who
shall marry a foreigner."

Stalin described this 'cordon decree' including that incredible part concern= .
ing a Georgian woman losing her citizenship if she married a person of non-
Georgian nationality as '"monstrous". And monstrous it was.

With this evidence as Stalin says, and I quote later, we can see that this is
Open Georgian chauvinism, i.ec., agressive. Not passive, .but active. This
would have transformed the area into one. of international conflict.

The Georgian nationalists also proposed that there be set up branches of the
Ottoman Bank in Tiflis and Batum.
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Stalin at the 12th Party Congress had this to say: ’

",....If this nationalism were only defensive, it might not be worth making
a fuss about. Te.could concentrate our entire action, our entire struggle,
on Great-Russian chauvinimm in the hope that if this powerful enemy were
overcome, anti-Russian nationalism would be overcome with it; for I repeat
this nationalism is in the long run a reaction to Great-Russian nationalism,
a reply to it, a certain form of defence. Yes, that would be so if anti-
Russian natlonallsm in the localities werc nothing more than a reaction to
Russian nationalism. But the trouble is that in some republics this defen-
sive nationalism is turning into aggressive nationalism."

It should be borne in mind that in Georgia 30% of the populgtion were non-
Georgian. The Georgian nationalists, it must be rop. cated, "took a hostile
attitude to their o'm minorities. The Georgian MOnShLVlkS'WurG against
granting independence to Finland and the Ukraine. They staged an insurrec-
tion in 1924. It failed. It -ms with these people that so-called Bolshev-
iks tried to'form relationships...did form...and of course the Trotskyite
centre did as carly as 1923.

Remembering that Stalin was Georgian, thercfore he is all the more to be
congratulated on his obJectlvc attitude.

' "ho can deny that Stalin was correct after reading the foregoing.In pract-

ice theé Georgian nationalists proved more dangerous, and more determined .-

‘enemies of Soviet power than was ever imogined at the time. It is obv-. j

ious that Stalin was quite as conscious of 'grecat-race—chauvinism' as his
'eritics', even much morc so, because he makes an analysis of 1t 100ks at

it from all sides. Can this be said of his critics?

One camnot as these critics do, throw out a couple of phrases here and there
as asides and then ecxpect them to be taken as the last word in Marxism.
“Jorse, to bring up trivial things. ..(Stalin once answered, when he was ac—
cused of 'rudeness', that he saw no roason why he should be polite to en-"'
emies of the working class.)

This is not so 'dead'...nationalism has riscn again in the Soviet Republics.
And it should be noted that each republic had its 'owm' partv, yet, the
3enoral direction remained under the Central Committee of the Ru551an Party.
This was a dictum of Lenin, from his early fight against the National
Jewish Bund. The fight agalnst capitalism had to be united and centrallsed
into onc Communlst Party in this 'area of thu Russian state.

The final result of the Georgian question was that under the Stalin Const-
itution, the Federation of Transcaucasis was dissolved and the Republics én-
tered the USSR as Union Republics with full rights. But this was only pos-
sible after a Iong period of precparation, when national culture was enabled

8 T develoo, when their economics had reached at least a minimum of 1ndustr1al
agrarian development ("Then the collective farm movement had succeeded there.
In other words certaln stages had tobe gone through. ThlSva knOW is fully
consistent with Marx and his ideas on federation.).

This is part of the background. But it zives us a picture of what faced Lenin
Stalin and the Bolshev1ks, ‘and ‘indeed it seems what we stlll have to face

and fight today.
R Rivers.
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(So far in this scries, we have given a general political and economic history
of the Czechoslovak bourgeois state from its foundation. The extent of '
communist politics in the working class movement in the 20's and 30's was ex~
plained against a background of intense national conflicts, internally.)

In Sept 1938, following the Munich Agreement of Britain, France, Germany and
Italy, the Czech govt, was forccd to concede the secession of the Sudeten
German arcas to German imperialism. British imperialism brought the determin-
ing pressure on it to capitulate as part of its wider policies of concessions
to Germany. '

A new govt led by the right wing, Agrarian Party bourgeois politicians (Beran,
Chvalkovsky; Hacha) accepted this contraction of the Czechoslovak state. It
could only be a matter of time before Germany would insist on total subjugat-
ion in order to continue her Eastern expansion. Between Sept 1738 and March
1939, Hitler worked on preparing the political conditions for dismembering
the Czechoslovak state. This he did by encouraging the separatist aspirations
of other nationalities in Czechoslovakia. In March 1939, on the pretext of
curbing Czech centralism (against the Slovaks,), the German army invaded and
occupied the Czech lands, and physically dismembered the Czechoslovak state
(granted Ruthenia to Hungary and Teshen to Poland and set up an 'autonomous
Slovak state' with the clerical People's Party in the saddle). Bohemia and
Moravia were incorporated into the German state as a 'protectorate' under a
ccllaborationist Czech bourgeois regime.

By this time, Czechoslovakia had become the 'cockpit!' 'of an international power
struggle between rival imperialist powers (mainly Germany and Britain). From
the carly 39's the British and the communist leadership of the Soviet Union
had evolved tactics to deal with the revival of German imperialism. Since

1934 (when it joined the League of Nations), the Soviet Union sought to ‘ach-
ieve united froﬁQSof anti-fascist states against the F ascist Axis (Germany,
Italy and Japan). However the non-fascist imperialist powers weren't interest-
ed, hoping instead to direct the blows of this Axis against the Soviet Union

in the first place. To this end they pursued a policy of'non-intervention'
(Spain, Abyssinia, China, Austria and finally Czechoslovakia). As part of

its policy, the Soviet Union concluded Pacts with states threatened by Germany
and Japan (China, Mongolia and Czechoslovakia and France). The Soviet-Czech-
oslovak Mutual Assistance Pact was part of a wider pact involving France, (the
power with the most interests in Czechoslovakia as well as traditional links
stretching back to Versailles.) The substance of these agreements was that in
the event of attack by a hostile power the Soviet Union would come to the aid
of the victim of aggression (and vice versa) ,militarily. In the case of
Czechoslovakia, however, this depended on France honouring 1ts committment
firstly.
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The Munich Agreemént’éignified that the' French were not going to honour their
committment to Czechoslovakia. More than that it was the final indication

to the leaders of the Soveit Union of the real policy of Britain and France,
ie, to facilitatc Hiter's cxpansion castwards in the hope that Germany would
become embréiled in war and so wcaken both these powers. Munich released the
Soviet Union from its committment to defend Czechoslovakia and forced her to
review her tactics with regard to the imperialist powers whether fascist or
democratic., Particularly now in this heightened military situation it had
"to be cautious and not allow our country to be drawn into conflicts by war-
mongers who are accustomed to have others pull the chestnuts out of the-

fire for them." (Stalin:Report to the 18th CPSU Congress, Mar #9339, p 526).

In August 1939 the Soviet Union signed the Nazi-Sovict Non-Agression Pact

thus reversing her former policy in the face of Anglo-French intrigue. This
put a spoke in the plans of the British imperialists and averted an immediate

" Nazi-~Soviet conflict. In Sept 1939, Britain and France were forced to formal-
ly declare war on Germany thus having to pull their own 'chestnuts out of the
fire.' This signified that their tactics during the 29's had come to nought.
They had been outmanoeuvred.

THE CPCzZ AND MUNICH

CPCz tactics in this period had to take this international situation into
consideration. As the leadership was in Moscow from the time of the outlawing
of the Party (Dec 1938) no doubt the closest consultation existed between thm
and the CPSU leadership and the tactics that emerged reflected this,

Politically, the CPCz opposed the Nazi invasion of Czechoslovakia., ' It urged
the Cgech bourgeoisie to fight and condemned them for not resisting (the
Czechoslovak state was a formidable military force equipped from its own
armaments industry). In Dec 1938 the CPCz and all its organisations were
declared illegal, the communist press was banned and all communists in lead-
ing positions in works committees, parliament and local councils were removed
by the Czech govt. '

It did not organise armed resistance against either the Sept 1938 or March
1939 invasions in the absence of resistance of the Czech bourgeoisie (who
had state power and majority influence over hhe Czech workers and petty
bourgeoisie)& This was a justifiable position considering:the wider context
in which it as adopted as well as the internal situation. Armed resistance
to the German army in 1938-9 by the Czech communists could only have had sui-
cidalrresults, without effecting the outcome of that struggle given the balance
of fdf@es internatinnally. Instead it retreated and regrouped underground

in the face of overwhelming odds. The Party leadership (Gottwald, Svcérma,
Slansky and Kopecky) went into exile in Moscow along with many of the CPCz
members. Another sectlon went west to Poland first, then Franc% and fin-
ally Britaln, The multi-n atipnal Czechoslovak Communist Party as divided
into Czech and Slovak Parties, each scparately affiliated to the Comintern,
to meet the changed state situation in Czechoslovakia from 1939 on.

During the 1939-41 period of the occupation of Czechoslovakia, the regime
ruled with the minimum of repression against the Czechs (Jews and German
Communists were vigourously persecuted however.) This situation existed be-
cause of a number of factors. Firstly, the primary function of Germany's
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domination of Czechoslovakia now became economic, ie, production for the
war economy. The policy most conducive to getting the Czech workers to produce
was a liberal one. On the part of the Czechs, the main section of the bourg-
eoisie were openly collaborating and thercfore not offering any resistance,
hence no need for excessive repression. As regards the Czechs in exile in
the west (France, Britain and the US) thought they opposed the occupation
formally, they did little to encourage or organise opposition inside Czechoslov-
akia., Finally the communists were not taking the fight to the Germans for
the reasons already explained (the Nazi-Soviet Pact reinforced their position).
All this added up to a peculiarly non-represcive occupation. ‘

By 1941, the situation changed internatinnally and internally. The invasion

of the Soviet Union by Nazi Germany ended the brief interlude in the conflict
between the most reactionary capitalist power and the socialist Soviet

Uniocn. This evoked a new change of tacitcs on the part of the Soviet Union

in its foreign policy. It reverted to seeking an alliance with the non-fascist
powers, while defending itself ably against the Nazi army.

Corresponding to this turn in the international situation the CPCz changed
its tactics in relations to the non-collaborationist section of the Czech
bourgeoisie, led by the Exile Govt in London. This section of the Czech bour-
geois politicians had opted for the British and French side in the war, con-
centrating their efforts while in exile, on getting recognised as the legal
govt of Czechoslovakia in the eyes of Britain, France and the US and on hav-
ing the Munich deal repudiated. By 1942 they had secured these objects and
now set about establishing their position in Central Europe in the event

of the défeat of Germany and the restoration of thz Czechsolovak state. The
major factor demanding consideration by them now, was the emergence of the
Soviet Union as a major power in that area. In the pre-war Republic, Czech
foreign policy was based on hostility to the Soviet Union (dictated by French
and Czech right-wing bourgeois politics). This policy was now reversed. Fol-
lowing the Anglo-Soviet Friendship Treaty in 1942, the road was open to a
treaty of alliance and friendship. This was embodied in the Czechoslovak-
Soviet Union Friendship Treaty of Dec 1943. The CPCz was involved in the
discussions leading up to this treaty., This occasion also provided the op-
portunity for exploratory talks on the future Czechslovakia with the bourgco-
isie accepting the fact of a major communist influence, ;

CZECHOSLOVAKIA DURING THE ANTI FASCIST WAR 1941-5

One major effect which the German invasion and ovccupation had was to reverse
‘the inter-war position of the relationships betweeen the different nation-
alities, ie, the Czechs became the oppressed nation. The position of the
Sudeten 2Germans did not revert to the Austrian~Hungarian situation (where
they were dominant). German imperialism determined matters from now on.
Politically the Sudeten German Party and increasingly the extreme nationlist
wing of it, became the main instrument of Nazi rule. Particularly after

1941 the policies were extreme German nationalist, ‘racialist and anti-working
class,
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:Schemes for the 1i0uidatibn'of'the Czech nation were drawn up as relations
deteriorated and repr9551on 1ncreased ‘Concentration camps were filled with
Communists, Social-Democrats and Jews (4 Central Committees of the CPCz were
liquidated and altogether about 25,000 members ox one half the CPCz member-
ship of 1937 were killed during the occupation. The Jewish population was
decimated'from over 100,000 to 30,000, Over 500,000 workers were transported
to Germany as forced labour. : ‘ ‘

SLOVAKIA
One effect of the defeat of the Czech bourgeoisie after Munich was to shake
Czech control over the Slovaks. The 'autonomous' Slovak state which was set
up by the Slovak clerical-fascists (Tiso, Tucha and Mach) though not itself
an instrument of Slovak national aspirations, provided opportunities for
Slovak nationalism to develop. In the 1939-41 period all classes and polit-:
ical parties except the Communist Party of Slovakia (CPS1) either tolerated
aor supported the regime. The regime increasingly proved to be little more
than a loyal puppet state. As the international situation changed, increas-
ing numbers from all Slovak classes became disenchanted and began to support
the developing national resistance movement. This development culminated in
" the Slovak-National Uprising in 1944, The leadership was shared by the CPS1
and the Slovak bourgeois and petty-bourgeois nationalists, but with the end-
ing of political control and discipline on an international scale in the
communist movement (caused by the physical barriers created by war and the dis-
bandment of the Comintern in 1943), the CPS1 leadership in Slovekia(Husak,
Smidk® and Novomesky) began to deviate from the working class position under
bourgeois nationalist influence, This expressed itself in the tendency to
submerge the CPS1's independence in the united front with the nationalists.
Along with this contact and consultation with the CPCz and CPS1 leadership in
Moscow was allowed to fail, while crucial military decisions in relation to
the proposed rising were embarked upon without consultation with the main lib-
erating force in E Europe, ie, the Red Army. The details of this episode will
be gone into more thoroughly when we come to deal with the trials of the Slovak
nationalists in the CPS1 which took place between 1950 and 195%4.

LIBERATION AND PEOPLE'S DEMOCRACY IN CZECHOSLOVAKIA, 1945 ON:

The liberation of the countries of Cemtral- and Southeast Europe from the op-
.pression of German fascism inaugurated a period of transition from capital-
ism to socialism in these countries. The class nature of the People's Dem-
ocratic states which came into being after liberation was proletarian in
content.

‘The following is a guote from Hilary Minc, member of the Politburo of the Pol-
ish United Workers' Party (1950), "Peoples Democracies in E Europe' from a
selection of articles and speeches on Peoples Democracies in South East Eur-
ope and China published by the CPGB in April 1951. pages 6-10)

“"The tremendous.social upheaval which took place after the war in the countries
of Southern and South-Eastern Eurépé, an upheaval which resulted in the con-~
solidation in these countries of the di ctatorship of the proletariat in
the form of the People's Democratic State, had the character of a proletarian
revolutlon which we achieved in special historical conditions differing from
those 1n which the Great October Socialist Revolution occurred,"
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What did the difference of these conditions consist of? .

1 The People's Democracies were liberated by the Soviet Army. The coming of
the Soviet Army made possible the growing of the national liberatidn struggle.
Conducted by partisan forces into a national liberation war conducted in state
form at the side of the Soviet Union by the entire nation and its regular army
which arose with Soviet aid. The working class which led the struggle against
the occuplers, now gained extensive possibilities of se1z1ng political power
and carrying out a broad struggle for the abolition of the rule of the cap-
italists and landowners.

2 The revolutionary struggie of the masses under the leadership of the working
class and its Communist and Workers' Parties against the landowners and the
capltallstg was intertwined in the upheaval with the national liberation war
agalnst the Hitlerite occuplers°,°

During the Second World War, Europe was the arena of a great liberation strugg-
le of a number of nations against the Hitlerite yoke. This struggle was close-
ly connected with the great war of the Soviet nation in the defence of its
homeland...The working class and its Communist parties closely linked the nat-
ional liberation struggle with the struggle against the capitalists, and landow-
nérs, discredited by capitulation to Hitlerite Germany or collaboration with
it--and with the struggle for the overthrow of the rule of the capitalists and

" the landowners.

3 In the People's Democracies the formation of the People's Democratic

State as the organ of the dictatorship of the proletariat took place as a long-
term process. The bourge0151a and the landowners as well as their political
organisations were not smashed by a frontal attack of the working class.

‘The concrete setting of internal and international circumstances often called
for an at least partial sharing of the government, on the part of the Commun--
ist and Workers!' Parties, not only with their wavering allies but also with
thoroughly bourgeois parties. Hence, the apparatus of bourgeois power was not
broken fully .or in all its sectors--and hence, the relatively slow tempo of
great social—~transformations, eic. - In the-process-of a long- and .stubborn
class struggle, the discrediting and shattering of hostile political organis-
ations, the overcoming of the vacillations of »nolitical allies, the forging--
through the united front--of the organic unity of the working classj in ithe
process of extending the foundations of a new system among the masses of the
nation; the activisation of these masses in the ever growing conviction that

the new system is their system; in the pirocess of fortifying the apparatus of
the new state power and purging it from bourgeois trash, deepening the social
transformations, extending the front of the class struggle and dlrectlng the
ifre of this istruggle not only against the large capitalists and landowners
but also against the village richj in thé process of a long series of dlfflcult
but victorious class battles--the new States of Peoples Democracy fulfill the
functions of the dlctatorshlp of the proletariat .in an ever greater scope and
with ever greater effectlveneosn..ou.(my emphasis, JM)

Thus in contradistinction from the Soviet Union, where 'the dictatorship of the
proletariat was fixed in the form of Soviet power from the first days of ‘the
socialist revoli.tion, the chrystallisdtion of the dlctatorshlp of} thaproletar—

LA AR AEITE: R o b . " a8 ) Ve : fof cRUEt s
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iat in the People's Democracies:-.took place as a long-lasting and difficult
pProcess,.

Regardless of the divefgehés of the social upheaval in the People's Democracies
from the October Revolutlon, tpisAgggkgzgl accompl ished the same historical tasks.
(H Minc's spe01al emphasis. )

Political power was snatched from the hands of the bourgeoisie and passed into
the hands of the working class and the working peasantry. Large and medium
inc'® try, banks and transport became the property of the state and the land-
owners were expropriated. The People's Democracies left the capitalist world
and ceased to be subject to capitalism's laws of development, which gave

them the possibility of entering on the road fo Socialism. '

Thus, both in r&P ect to the fulfilled historical tasks and in respect to the
driving class forces, the socialist upheaval accomplished in the People's
Democracies is the same type as the October Revolutinn, and possesses all the
traits of the proletarian socialist revolution.'’

This series of quotes adequately sums up the developments in Southern and
South East Europe in the post-war years. Czechoslovakia was part of this
E European transformation. ‘

NOTE:"In view of the long duration, complicated nature and difficulties of
this process, it is clear and understandable why the formulation of the
People's Democracy as fulfilling effectively the functions of the dictator-
ship of the proletariat---a formulation which called for the theoretical gen-
eralisation of the experiences of People's Democracy--was given by Comrades
Dimitrov (leader of the Bulgarian CP and former head of the Comintern) and
Bierut (Chairman of the Polish CP at the end of 1948." (ibid, p. 9) In opp-
osition to this Marxist analysis a nationalist interpretation of developments
emerged in all E European CPs cmphasising the national nature of the. Pecople's
Pemocrati © states; the non-proletarian nature of state power in the People's
Democracies and the separate national Roads to Socialism which each state
would take. This . was the theoretical source of the national 'Roads to
Socialism' of the West European CPs (CPGB in particular) in the 50's. A sep-~
arate article will be devoted to this deviation in a future Communist.

STATE POWER IN CZECHOSLOVAKIA 1945-L48

" German imperialism destroyed the pre-war Czechoslovak bourgeois state machine
in '38-9, replacing it with its own state. The Red Army smashed the core of
the occupation state, ie,the German army. The communist led Czech govt quick-
ly removed what remained of the occupation forces and instruments.of power
sweeping away the whole network of Czech and Slovak collaboration st struct-
ure in the police, govt departments. External threats from imperialialist
intervention, as had occurred in the Russian revolution, were effectively cou-
ntered by the presence of the Red Army in Central Europe (though Soviet

troops withdrew from Czechoslovakia 6 months after liberation.)

Internally the CPCz got control of, or neutralised the main instruments of
state power in the” jvernment set up after liberation. The police force
came under the direct control of the CPCz (V Nosek, Minister of the Interior).
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The new Czechoslovak army though not directly controlled was effectively
neutralised at all critical periods through the CPCz's ability to bring
pressure on its commanding officers (General Svoboda) and by securing the
democratising of the army (soldiers allowed to vote and participate in pol-

_itical controversy, political commissars appointed to all regiments etc.)

Politically the dominance of the working class was reflected in the Czech
‘govt and all institutions of political power. One of the immediate blows a-
gainst the Czech bourgeoisie, ie, disruption of their more coherent and or-
~ganised political parties was achieved in the course of the democratic revol-
ution thus accounting for the main pre-war bourgeois party, the Agrarians.
What remained was the left wing of Czech bourgeois politics (the National
Socialist Party and the Czech SDP) and the Slovak Nationalist Dcmocrat Party.
They were the less substantial bourgeois politicians, rooted in opportunism
and predominantly petty-bourgeois. :

- STAGE ONE: NATIONAL AND DEMOCRATIC REVOLUTION

This political dominance was immediately felt in the radical national and
democratic changes which tock place in the immediate post-war years.
(a)' T he defeat of German fascism meant the end of the stranglehold German
imperialism had.acquired over Czech industry. The occupation had radic-
ally transformed Czech capitalism from one predominantly based on individual
capitalist, light industrial enterprises (textiles, glass,leather etc, sece
Part I) to one where heavy industrial production (particularly engineering)
was dominant. It also became part of the German state war economy. ' This
economic transformation (concentration and re-orientation) provided the
basis of all subsequent political changes, ie, nationalisation of the
bulk of industry and re-orienation of international economic intercourse from
West to Bast (This will be discussed in the next part) The fact of working
‘class state power ensured that this economic evolution became the basis of
" socialist development.

(b) Nationalisation. The majority of all key industrial enterprises were
taken over .(61% of all employed workers came under the initial nationalisation
decrees in 1945) as well as all banking and insurance companies, Together
with this formal vesting of the 'commanding heights' of industrial production
in the state, a system of works councils were instituted. These widespread

_____ .measures met little resistance from the bourgeois political parties because

firstly,of economic necessity arising out of the effects of German occupatlon'",cg

the Nazis had scrambled the industry of the country into the economic empire
of the Reich and when the empire collapsed it was plainly impossible to un-
scramble within a framework of private ownership." (Michael Young, 'Economic
Planning and Nationalisation' in '"Six Studies in Reconstruction'"; published
by the Fabian Society after the Sept 1946 visit of British MP's Crossman and
Cadeghan to ngchoslovakla)

And secohdlz,vprior to the war, the bourgeoisie internationally were faced
with the endemic problems of unrestricted laissez-faire capitalism, ie, re-
current cconomic crises--the severe cconomic slumps of the 20's and 30's.

Side by side with this, their economic thinkers, particularly Keynes, were
coming to the conclusion that certain restrictions had become necessary and
~that the state {ie, the organised bourgeoisic) would need to intervene in-
icrea51ngly to modify the worst effects of the market forces. The war hastened
developments forcing a degree of centralisation and intervention by the state
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so that after the war many capitalist countries, notably Britain, opted for
continuing this policy. The Czech bourgeoisie made virtue of necessity after
the war. The political dominance of the CPCz further reduced their ability
to ‘moderate the scope of the decrees, while most of light industry and for-
eign trade remained in private capitalist hands at this stage so not arousing
these capitalists immediately.

On the basis of this state sector (plus a further 15% of industry confiscated
from the Sudeten capitalists) a short term production plan, the Two Year Plan,
1947-8, was implemented. '

Other fundamental reforms which immediately flowed from national liberation
were:

Unification and re-organisation of the trade unions. The historic divisions
of the working class movement on the economic level were thus finally ended.
Trade Union organisation from now on was based on the principle of one organ-
isation in each factory in which all workers irrespective of occupation were
organised. Membership was open to all workers irrespective of political out-
look or denomination. (See Part II, pre-war Republic). Hitler performed one
other major service to the Czech working class by ending the chaotic frag-
mented trade union structure in Czechoslovakia. Instead of the pre-war set-
up he centralised the structure of the unions. It was an easy task for the
CPCz to win control after the war over this organisationally unified move-
ment. (The old social democratic grip was broken and dissolved by Hitler
while their successors were tainted with collaboration. Large sections of
the militant workers came over to .the CP on its assuming state power as well,
especially with the dissolution of the main bourgeois party, the Agrarians).
The Social Democrats remained strong in the unions,bbut as there was general
among communists and Social Democrats in the trade union on the main questions
confronting the movement in the 1945-8 period (ie, nationalisation), no
serious conflint emerged and the trade union movement acted on all issues as
a unified extra-parliamentary pressure group. It had a major say on all ec-
onomic councils and commissions delegated to draw up policy drafts. Lapotolky
was the Chairman,

The results of this unification soon became apparent on the economic level
in the form of increased wages.

Social Welfare. A comprehensive system of social welfare was established by
the government. :

It can be :seen from this brief outline of the main measures impl emented

after the war that major inroads into capitalism in Czechoslovakia were made
by the working class in this stage of the revolution. When talking about
reforms it is important to bear in mind that where the reform emanates from:
ie, the bourgeois class in power or the proletariat in power. In a situation
where a reform emanates from a bourgeois class firmly in power, its usual
effect is to strengthen the dictatorship of capital. In the case ‘where it
emanates from proletarian power, as in Czechoslovakia, it served 'to dis-
integrate! the capitalist class. (The use of 'disintegrate is Stalin's)

THE SUDETEN GERMAN QUESTION AFTER THE WAR

As a solution to the problem created by Versailles in Central and SE Europe, ie,
state boundaries overlapping national boundaries (see PartII) and the resul tant
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national strife and reaction, from an international working class point of
view, transfer was desirable, For this reason, the Soviet Union was first
to accept this solution at the Potsdam Conference (July 1945), when the quest-

ion became an urgent one, Durlng occupation period the conflict between the
Germans and Czechs became acute as the Sudeten officials of the regime per-
secuted and oppressed the Czechs., After Liberation the masses took matters
into their own hands and began to evict the Sudeten Germans wholesale., All
the allied powers did was to organise the exodus,

Economically, thefékpulsion had major lasting effects. All German property
(except that of proven anti-fascists) was confiscated by the Czech state., In
fact this meant about 15% of Czech industry and some millions of acres of land.
Over 2 million Czechs and Slovaks (workers, peasants, and petty-bourgeois).
moved to the border districts to replace the Germans. In the case of Czech
and Slovak peasants given Ppléts of land, this solidif . ied the alliance of the
working class and peasantry. The CPCz controlled the resettlement programme
through the Agricultural and Interior Ministries.

The effects of the transier on the Manpower Question. '"The physical transfer
of 2.1 m., Germans--among whom were nearly 150 000 farmers, over ‘500,000 ind-
ustrial workers and day labourers, 40,000 shopkeepers, and more than 100,000
cler1cal employees——caused a serious labour shortage and brought about a per-
manent dislocation in the economic structure. Hardest hit were the glass, pap-
er, textile and mining industries, in which. the Germans had represented, re-
spectively, 60, 58, 56 and 45% of the total labour force. Before 1938, text-
iles and glass had been among the chief items of export. The atrophy of these
industries tended to shift the country's industrial structure from predominant-
iy consumer goodsA{o capital goods production.'" Communist Strategy and Tactics
in Czechoslovakia, pp 107-8, PE Zinner. Twenty per cent of the country!s
labour force of skilled workers was lost; thus immediately creating a situation
of full employment, indeeq scarcity of labour became an acute problem.

THE SLOVAK QUESTION AFTER THE WAR

As already indicated, a widespread national development took place in Slovakia

during the war culminating in a national uprising. The pre-war demand for
Slovak autonomy was thus strengthened by a vigourous national movement.:; The
SCPCz supported this demand against all sections of the Czech bourgeisie who
wanted to continue their centralised domination over the Slovaks. The

Kosice Agreement emobdied recognition of the democratic national rights of the
Slovak nation making concrete provision for a programme ' of political autonomy
and economic development to equalise development in Czechoslcvakia as a
whole. The new Czechoslovak state became legally a multi-naticnal state of
Czechs and Slovaks (as opposgd to the pre-war Czechoslovak sta e). Uneven in-
vestment in favour of Slovaki (60-40 as a proportion of total budget invest-
ment) was embodied in the Two Yoar Plan,

In Slﬂvakla, thu bourgeoisie were much stronger politically due to the weaknes-
ses of the CPSl, and the separate Slovak administration became a centre of
bourgeois reactlon.‘ In 1947 the CPCz moved against one section of the Slovak
bourgeoisie when they caught them plotting against the state. In 1944 the .
CPS1 and the Slovak SDP amalgamated under the communist banner. Thus thg_two
main paeties after the war were the CPS1 and th: Slovak D\mocratlc Parf§ (a
newly formed party which the Slovak bourgeoisie regrouped ing 1nclud1ng many

of the fastist elements.) The separate legislature for Slovak affairs, the

o



Board of Commissioners, came to be controlled by the bourgeois politicians,
though they were restricted in their activity by the state power of the CPCz.
In contrast to the situation in the Czech lands and ‘even pre-war Slovakia

the influence of the Communists suffered a major set-back in the 1946 elections
with the Slovak Democratic Party gaining over 60% of the votms. The 1948 i
consolidation of power ousted the Slovak bourgeois parties.

POST WAR ECONOMY IN CZECHOSLOVAKIA 1945-8

The Market continued in this period as the dominant economic regulator. All
enterprises, including nationalised industries, operated on a market basis,
The market was, however, severely restricted at important points,

1) Price controls were continued from the occupation period.

2) Consumer goods.. There was rationing of availableAgoqu'duevto the dislo-
cation and destruction of industrial capacity during the war was introduced
immediately after the war.

3) Labour market. The effect of the transfer of the. Germans was to reduce the
labour force by 20% thus immediately creating a situation of scarcity of labour
which weighed the scales in favour of the worker. Added to this a unified
trade union movement and works councils controlling conditions of employment
severely restricted the market in. this sphere.

Measures to eliminate the market and commodity production could not be under-
taken until state power was consolidated. .

Planning. Along with and based on the nationalisation of indsutry, a short-
term (2 years) recovery 'Plan' was introduced. (The Two Year Plan 1947-8)
"The Two-Year Plan was not yet an economic plan, but first and foremost, a
production programme. Planning at this point did not yet cover all spheres of
economic activity, such as consumption, price formation, etc, much less the
social and cultural spheres.'" (Plahned Economy in Czechoslovakia, J Goldmann
and J Flek, 1948).

Though the extent of control of production was limited by the existence of a
market system (though severely restricted), nevertheless the framework for ex-
tending the scope of planning when the political conditions were ripe (after
1948) was created in this period, ie, the planning commissions, and Economic
Council advisory to the cabinet)

STRUCTURAL CHANGES IN CZECHOSLOVAK ECONOMY

We outlined in previous articles the endemic structural weaknessces of capital-
ist Czechoslovakia resulting fram the break-up of the Austro-Hungarian Empire.
Briefly ;: . : . : :
"Raiming the standard of living demands an expansion of the Czechoslovak ec-
onomy, an accelerated growth of industrial and agricultural production. This
expansion, however, is not possible on the basis of the present structure of
the Czechoslovak economy, which for the most part has its origins in the

great industrial revelution of the latter half of last centumry, that is at a
time when the present Czechoslovak Republic was still part of the Austro-Hun-
garian Empire. The structure of the Czechoslovak economy, and in particular
the structure of its industry, was based on the economic and political requ-
irements of the first Czechoslovak Republic of 1918 to 1938, much less does it
satisfy our present requirements.
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"It is necessary therefore to shift the miin weizht of Czschoslovak 1ndustry
away ‘from those sectors which orizinally -vorked for assured markets within
ithe Empire, such a$ textiles, zlass and ceramics; further from those Sectors
the products of which could during the pre-war period compete in the world
markets only on thec basis of starvation wazes--the manufacture of Zloves,
toys, etc--towards other industries. These. latter must.be scctors for the
development of ~hich conditions in prescent-day Czechoslovakia are particular-
ly favourable and which ensurc a market for thesc products abroad. This is
above all the metal working sector, heavy engineering and chemicals."

"These structural chanzes in the Czechoslovak industry arec a continuation

of existing long-term-trends of development. : Before thec recent war, and cven
before orld War I, certain tendencies appeared which shifted the centre of
gravity of industry from commodity manufacture to heavy indsutry." (The authors
guote figures here to illustrate this tendeﬂcy ) (Goldmann and Flek, p 132 and

139)°

The extermal and internal developments which took place in Laqtern Europe in
the post war years facilitated the solution of this problem by providing an

external market for the heavy industrial produets of Czcchoslovakia, meinly

machines,

Two factors werc responsible for this:

1 The necds of the other People's Democratic states which were \,mburklnT on
ma jor development programmes under Communist leadership.

2 The only other heavy industrial producer likely to fill these nceds was
temporarily out of action, ie, Germany.

"The development here outlined is not however only in Czechoslovakia's owm
interest:it is necessitated also by the requirements of the nev democracies

in central and eastern Europe. Before the recent war, Germany was the chief
supplier of 21lmost all Slav and south-east Europcan states:(figures follow

in the orizinal). Imports from Germany made up almost 60% of Bulgaria's and
about one third of Yugoslavia's total imports. A substantial portion of these
1mports consisted of enzineering and chemical products, the need for which,

in view of the progressive indlistrialisation of these countries, =ill tend

to increase during the next few years. Rumania and Hungary too, showed a
considerable dependence on Germany s 1mports iy

The long-term economic agrecments -~rhich CZOChOSlOV%klo concluded -rith almost
all states with planned cconomics in eastern and southeastérn Burope mean in
effect that Czechoslovakia hag in part taken Germany's place:that she is be-
coming the toolroom of the new democracies." (Goldmann and Flek, p 135.)

In 1947 the CPCz submitted proposals to the Economic Commission (where thesc
quéstions werc thrashed out by experts on behalf of the cabinet.) for a

new Five Year Plan. Besides proposals for extending naticnalisation and
agricultural reform the re-orientation of the structure of the economy, in-
volving priority investment in heavy c¢ngzineetring and chemical production were
the main changes proposed. These proposals werc cventually agreed and in-
corporated 1nto the new Fle Year Plan (1949-53)

)
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CONSOLIDATION OF "JORKING CLASS PO/ER IN CZICHOSIOV.KIA

The coursc of developments which culminated in the consolidation of vorking
class power in Czcchoslovekia in Feb 1948 were as follows. In carrying through
the basic national and democratic measurcs the CPCz successfully utilised the
existing bourgeois structurcs, ic, Parliament, eléctions etc, through its close
alliance =rith the Czech social democratic party, which ensured it a majority
in all decision-makinz bodies (to ensurc this worked c¢ffectively the CFCz led
mass rallies, demonstrations and petitions from workers and peasants bringing
pressurc from below on its 'allies'). Then thc main national and democratic
measures were implemented and morc fundamental measures introduced, the.oppos-
ition of some bourgeois politicians zrew and they began to strugzle to break
the CPCz's grip on the SDP, thus cancelling its parliomentary majority and”
hegemony at one stroke. They succeeded in ousting the CPCz inclined left-wing
social democrats from control of tho SDP in Nov 1947.

INTTRNATIONAL SITUATION

By 1947 the azressive 'contaimment' stratocgy of the US-led imperislist camp was
coming more obvious ~rith every development . The response of the statos in

the S6viet Union led,anti-imperialist camp was a speed-up of the consolidation
6f power and intensification of the internal class strugzgle. The Cominform
was founded in Sept 1947 and between Autumn 1947 and Spring 1948 all the CP's
in central and southecast Europc consolidatcd state power, ousting the remain-
ing bourgeois partics in the process.

The situation camc to a head in Czechoslovakia when a section of the bourgeois
politicians resigned from the zovt. They hoped to force the CFCz to dissolve
the govt and call clections. The CFCz's responsc -as to use the resignations
to discredit them and oust them altozether. Through their control of the
propazanda media (Information Ministry) they mounted a major campaizgn exposing
the bourgeois politicans opposition to progressive change. Even the Parlia-
mentary formalitics were rectained. The bourgeois politicians relied heavily
on the support of Benes., the President, by appealing to his extra-parliament-
ary power and influence. He =as neutralised by a combination of CPCz pressure
and his o'm common sense and instead of dissolving the govt,he ratified the
new zovt. A new cabinct was formed made up of the CPCz and the Social Demo-
crats mainly. :

Large sections of the working clas$ and peasantry werc mobilised in support of
the zovt so that the éx-Ministers were 'run out of office in disgrace.” (It was
this crisis that the workers' militia was formed from the industrial workers
out of; and it played an important role in the ousting of the bourgeois polit-
icians, discourigzing resistance:) T7ithin their ovm partics, opposition to
their stand gre~ and formed itself into an orzanised force, supporting the
goVt. The workers' militia and thé Ministry of the Interior forces closed
dovmn their party offices and propaganda organs and discouraged armed resistance
by a massive show of foce. Altogether it was a most hon-violent struggzle.
Internationally, the bourg3oisie utilised the Feb events to whip up an anti-
communist frénzy, when it was clear the the ousted politicians retained little
if any following in Czechoslovakia. '

Jim Moher
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