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After the Sandinista
election defeat

THE FSLN’S DEFEAT on February 25, 1990, will have a
profound impact on the revolutionary left, especially in Latin
America. The Sandinista revolution’s victory in 1979 meant, in
many respects, the beginning of a recomposition of these
currents. It ushered in a stage of transformations in the
relationship of forces between imperialism and the national
liberation struggle and between the reformist left and the
revolutionary left within the workers’ movement. While the
period that opened on July 19, 1979, is not closing today, its
future appears more uncertain after the Sandinista election

defeat.

SERGIO RODRIGUEZ

HE CRISIS in the post-capitalist
countries is exerting a pressure
when it comes to defining differ-
ent strategic hypotheses. For the
majority of the revolutionary left, what is
called the *“socialist camp” played a funda-
mental role. It was the backup of the revo-
lution. These currents complained in
private about the bureaucrats in the East,
but publicly and officially they maintained
a totally uncritical attitude. Today, the
“socialist camp” no longer exists as such,
and this has left a sort of political void,
since the processes in the East have not yet
defined a clear position toward imperial-
ism and the struggles of the third world.

The FSLN's defeat will be used by the
imperialists and the Latin American
national bourgeoisies as new evidence of
the failure of socialism and the pointless-
ness of revolution. According to them, the
revolution has not only been incapable of
getting the Nicaraguan economy out of
underdevelopment but, what is mofe, it
has plunged the country into the worst cri-
sis in its history. Now they are going to try
to make us pay the bill, and that can have
repercussions on some sections of the rev-
olutionary left.

It has to be stessed that this defeat rep-
resents a victory for the imperialists’ poli-
cy of “low-inteasity conflicts.” While it is
true that the counter-revolution has been
crushed militasily, the Sandinistas paid a
high price in this area, as well as in the
economic and social spheres. While the
contras were never able to win the support
of the masses, which would have enabled
them to establish themselves in a zone
under their control in Nicaragua, they
nonetheless paved the way for the victory
of the National Union of the Opposition
(UNO).

The human costs of this war are stagger-
ing — more than 50% of the Nicaraguan

budget has been devoted to defense,
70,000 people have been killed and thou-
sands of people wounded; almost all Nic-
araguan families have lost someone, had
a family member injured or suffered
material loss. This weighed heavily on
the minds of the people who voted for the
UNO, thinking that it in that way they
could stop the war and abolish Patriotic
Military Service.

Facing the war-weariness of the popu-
lation, the Sandinistas were forced to
move up the elections in a search for
legitimacy and a political hold that would
prevent the US imperialists from pursu-
ing their policy of aggression. “The
FSLN's aim is to win the elections by
70% in order to hold onto a majority in
the executive and the parliament. In order
to accomplish that, the president is using
a language that all Nicaraguans can
understand, the language of baseball:
“You have to hit the ball not to the right
or to the left but toward the center.”

This quote reflects quite accurately the
electoral strategy chosen by the Sandinis-
tas. The objective was to get a strong
majority by using simple language,
stripped of any left-

The growth of hyper-inflation has thrown
the whole economy into turmoil. The fig-
ures speak volumes. In 1985, inflation
was already 334.5% annually; in 1986, it
was 747.4%; in 1987, 1,347.2%; in 1988,
it reached the incredible rate of 36,000%;
and in 1989, it fell to 1,700%. This illus-
trates well the pressure on the Nicaraguan
economy. Of course, it has been the poor
masses above all who have paid the price
for the Sandinista government’s econom-
ic management.

In his book Nicaragua, Oscar René Var-
gas wrote: “The gross domestic product
declined to the late 1950s level, while the
per capita domestic product plunged to
the level of the 1940s. According to the
official figures, if in 1980 buying power
was 100, at the end of 1988 it was 3.7.
This shows the plummeting standard of
living of the population. This element can
have an effect on the vote in the February
1990 general election.” This prognostica-
tion proved more correct than the author
thought.

Inflation continues despite
adjustment policy

Even though the inflation rate was
reduced in the first half of 1989, thanks to
an adjustment policy in the best traditions
of the IMF, the standard of living of the
masses has not improved. Inflation
reached 792% at the start of the year, but
wages increased only by 120%. Still
worse, the price index for necessities rose
by 927.56%. Inflation did not affect all
products equally; the household basket
was particularly hard hit.

This policy, experienced by all coun-
tries in Latin America, was applied differ-
ently in Nicaragua. While the IMF has
imposed austerity programs as conditions
for new credits, Nicaragua has not gotten
access to any kind of financing. US mili-
tary aid to El Salvador was $1,630.8 mil-
lion between 1983 and 1987, and
$3.,769.8 million for the rest of the region.
Nicaragua has not gotten a penny (accord-
ing to the figures of the Congressional
Research Service and the Agency for
International Development). If foreign
financing was equal to 100 in 1985, in
1988 it was only 12.75.

wing undertones, in a

campaign without mil-

itary uniforms. But this
antidote was not effec-
tive enough to allay the
fears of a large section
of the population, who
cannot be called anti-
Sandinista but who
doubted that the Sandi-
nistas were able to stop
the war.

Another key element
in this defeat is the
economic situation
afflicting the country.
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It has to be understood that the currency
flow from agricultural exports has also
shrunk. In 1979, it was $565.5 million,
while in 1988, it was $235.7 million. The
adjustment policy applied in Nicaragua
was quite special in the sense that it did
not even enable the country to capitalize.

The grip of imperialism is more obvious
in Nicaragua than in any other Latin
American country. The economic block-
ade policy has proved its effectiveness for
a poor small country such as Nicaragua.
In view of this situation, the question can
be raised whether another economic mod-
el was possible in Nicaragua. Some might
be tempted to think that the solution lay in
nationalizing the majority of the means of
production in order to keep market crite-
ria from operating in an anarchic way. But
this solution is utopian.

Nicaragua is a very small country with
one of the lowest levels of industrializa-
tion in the world, with a small productive
capacity concentrated mainly in agricultu-
ral exports. The adjustment policy applied
was not ideal. Some aspects could have
been corrected, in particular as regards
the reinvestment of profits. But the funda-
mental terms of the problem remain.

What imperialist pillage represents has
to be clearly explained. Otherwise noth-
ing can be understood about what is hap-
pening in a country like Nicaragua that is
trying to carry out a deepgoing revolution
and which is experiencing grave difficul-
ties in building a different sort of society.
If we add to this the problem of the war,
the picture is complete.

The question is complex. The imperial-
ist countries have experienced a substan-
tial change in labor relations. Economic
reconversion has combined big techno-
logical transformations and deepgoing
changes in the organization of work. The
challenging of Taylorism has opened the
way for a new sort of organization in the
factories, which has led to a substantial
increase in the productivity of labor. All
this has been accomplished without the
working class in the imperialist countries
being able to oppose it.

Transformation in labour
process hecessary

Today, the economic adjustment poli-
cies applied in other Latin American
countries also make necessary such trans-
formations, but in the context of a disas-
trous economic crisis. The productivity
levels have risen so much that they are
sinking these economies deeper and deep-
er into underdevelopment. This situation
concerns the Nicaraguan economy also,
because the reorganization of labor does
not affect only industry but also agricul-
ture. The levels of labor productivity set
by Japan, West Germany and so on are
higher than in the past.

In this situation, the strangulation by
imperialism of a revolution in a poor
country in the third world can only be

avoided by a timely and firm counterat-
tack by the workers in the developed
countries. The revolution of the poorest
countries in the third world can only
advance with the support of the workers
of the imperialist countries.

This does not mean that the Sandinistas
have not made mistakes in the economic
sphere, and more particularly in the social
sphere. The existence of a layer of mem-
bers of the state apparatus enjoying a
series of privileges became an obnoxious
reality. The opening of shops for diplo-
mats (the “diplotiendas” ), where certain
Nicaraguan functionaries, thanks to spe-
cial tickets, could buy at below market
prices, provoked the anger of the most
disadvantaged. Che Guevara had already
warned against this danger. We do not
think, however, that there was a crystal-
lized bureaucratic social layer in Nicara-
gua but the pernicious effects of such
phenomena in a devastated country can-
not be denied.

The weakness of the mass organizations
formed after the revolution was another
key element in the FSLN's defeat, as well
as the relationship between the state, the
party and the masses. The big popular
organizations have suffered from the eco-
nomic policy put into practice. They have
thus found themselves facing a dilemma.
They had either to mobilize pressure able
to alter the government’s economic poli-
cy or endorse it and thereby become mere
instruments of the state in the eyes of the

people.

Face to face meetings with
the people

Two attitudes developed. The “face to
face with the people” meetings were often
prepared with the express objective of
putting pressure on the president to
change, even partially, the wages or credit
policies. Daniel Ortega in fact modified a
series of economic measures. But these
meelings were also the occasion for
endorsing and hailing the economic poli-
cy, and therefore provoked a negative
reaction from the masses.

This discontent was neither channelled
or organized by UNO. In my opinion, it
still is not. But a mute, barely perceptible
negative attitude took hold. Daniel Orte-
ga's wind-up campaign rally in Managua
brought together hundreds of thousands
of people (500,000, according to the most
modest sources). There were also big
mobilizations in Masaya, Le6n and other
places. However, many of those who par-
ticipated in them did not vote for the
FSLN but for UNO. Some must already
have decided to vote for Violeta Chamor-
ro and the legislative and municipal coun-
cil candidates on her slate.

The vote in the three elections was,
moreover, quite even. Nonetheless, all
these people took part in the FSLN's ral-
lies. There are two explanations for this.
People voted for UNO thinking that the

FSLN would win the elections but that it
was necessary (o create a counterweight to
the FSLN, or that they went to the rallies
under constraint. They did not take part
because someone in particular forced
them, but simply because of the state’s
weight on the society and the existence of
an official government party. Latin Amer-
icans are quite familiar with such situa-
tions.

I by no means want to make a compari-
son between Nicaragua and the totalitari-
an regimes in East Europe. Nothing would
be more wrong than that. But the FSLN
reduced the problem of building a demo-
cratic country to the question of multi-
partyism and elections with universal suf-
frage and a secret ballot. There was no
development of a democracy of another
type — for which embryonic forms were
present at the start of the revolution. But
that was fundamental.

The great masses of people cannot
accept an economic policy and a war like
the one in Nicaragua without being able to
make decisions about them directly. The
identification between the masses and the
state was not destroyed, but in the absence
of direct links, the majority of workers in
the countryside and the cities did not
understand the reasons for certain eco-
nomic measures.

Creating conditions to resist
imperialist aggression

Today, the FSLN needs to maintain the
objective of building democratic people’s
power. Only such a government can
create the conditions to resist an imperial-
ist policy of aggression by making the
workers the masters of their history and
their future. In the present conditions in
Nicaragua, regaining the government by
parliamentary means may even come
through the consolidation of such a pow-
er.

The result of the elections surprised not
only the FSLN but also UNO. The discus-
sions in this alliance have always been
focused around the place the legislative
candidates of the various components are
to have in the regional slates and the des-
ignation of the first five names on the
slate. UNO expected to get about 33% of
the votes. Several days after February 25,
it was still unable to establish the bases for
forming a stable government and prevent-
ing a civil war at the same time as crush-
ing the FSLN’s influence in society.

This incapacity is bound up with UNO’s
nature. It was possible to form this coali-
tion only thanks to the pressure of the US
government. Newspapers such as the
Financial Times (February 28) character-
ized UNO as “a motley alliance supported
by the United States.” The coalition goes
from the National Action Party (PAN) of
the extreme right to the Communist Party
of Nicaragua (PCdN) of Stalinist origin.
Immediately after the election, the vice
president elect, Virgilio Godoy, expressed
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his disagreement with the person named
by Violeta Chamorro to negotiate the tran-
sition with the Sandinista govermnment,
saying that he considered himself best able
to do this job.

Godoy is not just megalomanic. These
disagreements reflect differences that
exist among the UNO forces. In his cam-
paign wind-up speech, Godoy directly
threatened the members of the Sandinista
government, declaring that after February
25, he was going to “make them pay the
bill.” To the contrary, Violeta Chamorro
understood that a confrontationist position
was totally counterproductive. She has
identified herself with the current that
directly represents the interests of the
United States, which is led today by Alfre-
do César of the Social
Democratic Party
(PSD), who belonged
lo the Sandinista gov-
emment and then
joined the contra lead-
ership.

This current wants to
carry through a transi-
tion to change the
nature of the state appa-
ratus without going
through a civil war. It is
Irying to gain at least a
good part of the power
before taking more rad-
ical measures against
the Sandinistas by
using a trump card, the
legality of UNO and
the legitimacy of the
election.

Here the FSLN runs
up against a limitation
that is easily explaina-
ble in the context of the
imperialist aggression. In an attempt to
gain recognition, the FSLN signed the San
Isidro accords, thereby accepting a con-
ception of the state according to which the
legality and legitimacy of regimes flow
directly from the ballot box. From this
standpoint, the Cristiani governmentf in El
Salvador is legal and legitimate because it
is the outcome of an electoral process,
even though the biggest political force in
the country did not take part and though
the president got only 20% of the vote.

Still worse, according to this doctrine, a
government can do anything it wants if it
is elected. If it slaughters the leaders of the
mass movement, if its army murders six
Jesuits, if it bombs the population indis-
criminately, that is not so bad, since it was
elected.

This view obscures the difference
between legality and legitimacy. Alfredo
Cristiani and Violeta Chamorro have been
elected according to “actually existing”
laws in their countries, but that does not
mean that they are legitimate. The legiti-
macy of a revolution or a social movement
flows precisely from the loss of legitimacy
of a governmental institution. In other

P

words, legitimacy expresses and includes
the problem of political hegemony within
a society. The legitimacy of Violeta Cha-
morro's government is compromised by
the support it gets from the United States.

In Nicaragua, we are seeing two forms
of legitimacy side by side, the legitimacy
that flows from the results of the Febru-
ary 25 vote and that which flows from the
July 19, 1979, revolution.

It is important to understand this situa-
tion. The Nicaraguans have not voted en
masse against the Sandinista revolution.
They voted against the government's
administration and economic policy. But
they have not voted for the imperialists’
political schemes. They have voted

Waiting to vote in Managua on
February 25

against the war, but not for the contras.
They have not voted against the agrari-
an reform, or against the right of poor
people to be masters of the plot of land
where they live, or against the nationali-
zation of the banks, or against the monop-
oly of foreign trade. They have still less
voted against the right to strike or assis-
tance for old people. They have not voted
either against the Sandinista People’s

Army, even if they do not want any more

obligatory military service. :

These two legitimacies thus stand in
confrontation. The FSLN is obliged to
accept the election result, but also — as
its leadership has said — to defend the
gains of the revolution. The road between
these two legitimacies is strewn with con-
tradictions and with blind turns. The
problem of the army is obvious.

There are three possibilities as regards
the Sandinista People’'s Army, which
sum up the three different scenarios of
confrontation possible between these
legitimacies.

The FSLN may think that it will inevi-
tably have to wait six years before return-
ing to government. In that case, it would

no longer be the party of the July 19 revo-
lution and would become a social demo-
cratic  party. According to this
assumption, the FSLN would no longer
act in the interests of the gains of the revo-
lution and above all would accept the dis-
solution of the army.

There is little chance that this hypothe-
sis will take form. The attitude taken by
the FSLN, by its leadership and its ranks,
after the announcement of the election
results points in the opposite direction. I,
therefore, remain optimistic about the
impossibility of such a hypothesis.

The second possibility is that the FSLN
leadership may take a hard-line position
and accept no agreement to smooth the
way for Violeta Chamorro to take power.
The FSLN would, in
that case, insist on
holding on to the com-
mands and leadership
of the army. In that
event, imperialist
intervention is quite
possible. The US will
wait  patiently for
agreements (o be
arrived at for the trans-
fer of government. If
that does not happen,
the decision to invade
Nicaragua has already
been made.

The final possibility
is that the FSLN will
be forced to negotiate
about some aspects of
the state apparatus and
even discuss the prob-
lem of the army, in
order to give no pre-
text to UNO or its
boss, the United
States, for an invasion. At the same time,
it will develop a class struggle policy and
begin progressively to create clear areas
of ungovernability, winning the majority
of the population over to the legitimacy of
the revolution. In this case, the question is
no longer whether this process lasts two
years or siX years, but how to regain politi-
cal hegemony in the society in a very
complex international context.

The FSLN (along with the entire Latin
American revolutionary vanguard) faces a
very difficult political situation. Peres-
troika, the aggressive policy of imperial-
ism, the failure of the nationalist currents
and so on are all favorable elements for a
ferocious international anti-Communist
campaign. The fables about the “end of
history” or the need for “weak” ideologies
clash with a social reality of hunger and
poverty.

A new chapter in the struggle of the peo-
ples of Latin America is being written. As
in 1979, the FSLN finds itself today at the
head of this struggle. Despite its election
defeat and some errors, the FSLN is still
the vanguard of the Latin American revo-
lutionary organizations. %
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Mass revolt against neo-colonial

N THE SPACE of a few

weeks, Niger has been

swept by a series of

harshly repressed student
strikes and Benin has experi-
enced profound political insta-
bility after a wave of strikes by
students and workers. After
Senegal, which has been for
several years the setting for a
social and political crisis punc-
tuated by student and high
school strikes, Gabon and the
Ivory Coast now experience in
their turn political troubles and
riots. Finally, Kenya and
Mozambique are facing problems of the
same order.

Of these six countries currently experi-
encing political disorder, four belong to
the French-dominated area of Africa.
Four, Senegal, Gabon, the Ivory Coast and
Kenya have openly pro-Western regimes.
The Mozambique of the Front for the Lib-
eration of Mozambique (FRELIMO)
claimed adherence until recently to the
socialist camp and to Marxism'. As for
Benin, a tiny French neo-colony and a
member of the Franc Zone, its regime had
opted some time ago for “Marxism-
Leninism”, or rather a derisory caricature
of the Stalinist model perpetrated by a
populist military team. Despite their dif-
ferences, all these countries have been
affected by grave social conflicts.

Students and high school students have
most frequently been at the heart of these
mobilizations but, depending on the coun-
try, teachers, civil servants and blue collar
public service workers have also partici-
pated. At least in the case of Senegal, Gab-
on and the Ivory Coast, the mobilizations
have taken the form of a popular explosion
with street occupations? In these three
countries as in Benin, the movements
have taken as their target the head of state,
demanding his resignation, whilst also
attacking the corruption of the regimes
and opposing a series of austerity meas-
ures>,

Some general lessons can be drawn
from these popular opposition move-
ments. Firstly, in none of these countries
does there exist a genuine political force
organizing the mobilizations, whether or
not a structured opposition exists to the
regimes in power. Some political groups
or personalities can have an important
influence on the demonstrations, but it is
necessary to bear in mind that these are
countries where the workers movement is
extremely weak and often has no organic
independence from the regime in power.
Anti-imperialist consciousness, not to

austerity

THE AFRICAN continent is currently being
swept by a wave of social unrest that speaks
volumes on the state of political and economic
decay in these countries. At a moment when
the victory of capitalism over socialism is
supposedly being celebrated, it is important to
review the damage wreaked, and more bluntly
the crimes committed, by imperialist

domination in black Africa.

CLAUDE GABRIEL

mention class consciousness, remains
very weak.

Secondly, it is important to underline
the ease with which these social move-
ments have rapidly evolved into full scale
riots with looting, mobilizing the youth of
the poor areas. Thus it would be mistaken
to conclude that what has been happen-
ing represents a simple mounting of
political and social radicalization in these
countries. The process is more complex
and more ambivalent to the extent that, in
the absence of an alternative to the
regimes in power, these movements also
express forms of social decomposition.
Today, there is a serious risk of these
states suffering what it is now fashiona-
ble to call an “implosion”, without any
social force existing in opposition which
is capable of expressing a true alternative.

External factors overwhelm
internal efforts

The destructive effect of the capitalist
crisis on these societies is one of the prin-
cipal causes of these events. Their desta-
bilization and their decomposition as an
effect of exogenous factors is today pro-
ceeding far more quickly than their abili-
ty to engender political and social forces
capable of representing an alternative
project to neo-colonial chaos. The fate of
black Africa today must be at the centre
of any indictment of imperialism.

This is because capitalist anarchy has

led to appalling damage generat-
ing very rapid and brutal social
mutations;

@ The long term debt of black
Africa is today 19 times greater
than it was in 1970. It is now
equal to its gross national prod-
uct (as a comparison, the Latin
American debt represents 60%
of GNP). Despite the negotiation
of a hundred reschedulings in the
course of this period, the arrears
continue to grow*.

@® Two thirds of the rural popu-
lation and one third of the urban
population live below the pover-
ty level. The rate of infant mortality was
104 per 1,000 in 1985, against 71 per
1,000 in the third world as a whole. In the
same year, “‘only 65% of the urban popula-
tion and 26% of the rural population had
access to clean water, against 75% and
42% for the developing economies as a
whole. Life expectancy at birth was 49 for
men and 53 for women, against 60 and 62
respectively for the developing world as a
whole’.

@® To this poverty must be added a terri-
ble oppression of women, a very low rate
of use of contraception, and massive illit-
eracy amongst women. The rate of demo-
graphic growth has increased regularly in
the course of the last period to reach 3.2%,
the highest figure in the world. If these
tendencies maintain themselves, the popu-
lation of black Africa will be more than a
billion by 20108,

@® Because of this demographic growth
and the general situation of very great pen-
ury, ecological problems have taken a dra-
matic turn. The use of firewood as the sole
popular means of cooking has led to a rate
of deforestation 29 times greater than the
speed of replanting. Sahelian Africa has
been the most affected by this, losing 4%
of its trees per year. At the same time, 55
million Africans face a shortage of wood.
Moreover we are witnessing an erosion
and a chronic exhaustion of cultivated
land leading in many places to a lowering
of agricultural productivity, and thus a
colossal deficit of food production.

1. Mozambique is also the scene of a civil war against
the South African backed Mozambique National Resis-
tance (RENAMO). This devastating war has brought
the country to its knees.

2. In Senegal the crisis of relations with neighboring
Mauritania allowed the regime to benefit for a time
from the social and racial outlet represented by the
fury directed against the Mauritanian community. In
the Ivory Coast, the press has reported looting directed
against Lebanese traders.

3. Senegal is the only one of these countries where a
genuine structured political opposition exists, although
it gives neither leadership nor perspectives to the mass

movement. It is again in Senegal, but also in Benin,
that the trade unions have played a more or less signifi-
cant role in the recent events.

4. See “From Crisis to Lasting Growth"”, published by
the World Bank, Washington 1989.

5. Ismael Serageldin, “Poverty, Adjustment and
Growth in Africa”, published by the World Bank,
Washington 1989.

6. These figures imply a rate of fertility of 6.5% per
woman. 5% of couples use contraception against 30%
in India and 70% in China. African women grow
around 80% of foodswffs, but receive only 10% of
monetary income and possess around 1% of propeny.
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It is in this general context that the
recent social explosions must be under-
stood. The youth who demonstrate in
the streets constitute in a way the gener-
ation of “structural adjustments”, In the
protest movements you will find, for
example, students who know that,
despite the shortage of technicians and
teachers, they will be unemployed
when they leave university because of
budgetary austerity. The movement
also includes those whose standard of
living is directly affected when the IMF
and the World Bank impose “realistic
prices” for everyday consumer goods or
demand the reduction of public spend-
ing.

This is not to deny the excessive bur-
geoning of certain sectors of the public
services, but it is necessary to under-
stand that this has served the social sta-
bility of the neo-colonial regimes for
thirty years. Now wage earners are
asked to pay the cost of this without any
alternative policy at the very moment
when foreign industrial investments are
declinind. And to the extent that there is
no decline in the corruption of the rul-
ing layers, the budget cuts hit hardest

® In 1987, for 450 million inhabitants,
the gross domestic product for Black Afri-
ca was $150 milliard dollars, scarcely
more than that of Belgium. In some coun-
tries, the drop in income per inhabitant has
reached 25%. In the course of the ten last
years, taking account of the fall in dis-
countable profits, numerous African coun-
tries have suffered from falling investment
and a process of deindustrialization.

® The rapid evolution of techniques of
production and changing needs in raw
materials in the “developed” economies
has destabilized black African economies.
The changes in eating habits in the consu-
mer countries and the growing use of sub-
stitute products modifies the international
division of labour issuing from the time of
colonization’. As a result, African coun-
tries are experiencing overproduction of
coffee, chocolate, peanuts, copper eic.
which leads to a fall in prices on the world
market. Thus, Africa’s share of world
trade tends to decrease, making the possi-
bility of repaying the debt still more
remote.

® Corruption is rife among the ruling
cliques and constitutes their chief means
of enriching themselves. The crisis has not
stopped this, rather the opposite, but on the
other hand it has limited the extent to
which the crumbs can fall down to the
masses. Imperialism has maintained and
reproduced this situation as an instrument
for the control and reproduction«af ruling
class layers. It essentially-consists of a pri-
vate management of “public” property and
a massive diversion of “aid”.

® All the regimes of Black Africa, with-

out exception, are either dictatorships or
highly repressive states. Under one form
or another, the state is fused with the
dominant party (often a single party), and
the trade union movement is in the major-
ity of cases subordinate to it.

@ Foreign “aid and cooperation™ have
represented supplementary means of
reproducing dependence. Far from allow-
ing these countries to “take off”, they
have facilitated the massive presence of
European state functionaries and entre-
preneurs. In many countries, they are far
more numerous than at the time of inde-
pendence. Cultural and linguistic domi-
nation has enclosed these countries in a
total alienation.

In conclusion, it could be said that the
last twenty years have«cost Black Africa
more dearly than the slave trade at the
beginning of colonization. At a time
when many judge the “successes” of cap-

italism by the sole measure of the Ger-

man or Japanese gross domestic product,
it is appropriate to remember that the
world capitalist economy forms an inter-
locking whole. The manner in which the
imperialist countries have been able to
limit the effect on themselves of the long
depression which began in the early
1970s is not irrelevant o the fate of the
countries of the third world. Part of the
cost of the crisis has been displaced
towards the latter. Africa’s situation
today is not a marginal phenomenon. The
recurrent factors of the crisis now engen-
der the phenomena of absolute decline
and chaos. There is only one defendant at
this trial — the world capitalist economy.

the already derisory social services bud-
gets.

Highest rates of illiteracy in
world

In Zaire, for example, 20% of primary
school teachers were sacked between
1983 and 1984, although the rate of illiter-
acy in Africa amongst those over 15 is
54% (as against 36% in Asia and 17% in
Latin America)8.

It requires all the cynicism of the func-
tionaries of the World Bank to defend the
sweeping austerity measures whilst add-
ing that it “is necessary to recognize none-
theless that changes of this importance are
accompanied by grave disturbances of the
conditions of existence for numerous sec-
tors of the population™. In a country like
the Ivory Coast, the sectors affected by a
25% drop in income between 1980 and
1985 were not the ruling layers and the
family of President Houphouet Boigny.
The average annual income per inhabitant,
which was, according to the World Bank,
$1150 in 1980, fell to $650 in 1985, At the
same time Houphuet Boigny has had a
Pharaonic cathedral built to signify the
grandeur of his reign®.

Two other lessons are worth drawing
from the situation which grips the coun-
tries of Black Africa. First, it illustrates the
failure of the Lomé Convention linking,
amongst others, the majority of the Afri-
can countries to the European Communi-
ty. The Convention is supposed to remedy
the effects of unequal exchange notably
thanks te dts compensatory mechanisms

7. See IV 140, May 2, 1988.

8. Ismael Serageldin, director of the Department for
‘Western and Central Africa at the World Bank.

9. See Le Monde, March 6, 1990,
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(Stabex and Sysmin) for the African
economies loss of export profits. In so far
as they amount only to an a posteriori rec-
tification of the effects of the market,
these mechanisms have been incapable of
remedying the cumulative deterioration
of the terms of exchange'!. At a time
when the EEC is trying to find the funds
necessary for its intervention in Eastern
Europe, it is doubtful that it will be able to
devote significant resources to the Lomé
Convention in the future.

The second point worth making is that
the Franc Zone, which supposedly exists
to protect its member states through the
means of a currency with a rate pegged to
the French franc, no longer seems to
make any difference to the performance
of the economy. Of the six countries hit
by open political crisis today, four are
members of the Franc Zone and tradition-
ally under the domination of French inter-
ests. Indeed it is distressing to note the
width of the national consensus in France
on the question of relations with Black
Africa. The unspoken most often serves
as a political line for all the big parliamen-
tary forces and the mass media.

All sorts of excuses and explanations
are given to justify the existence of the
African dictators. Often it is explained
that, in Africa, there has always been a
tradition of the “chief”, and one of the
principal leaders of the French right,
Jacques Chirac, was able without discom-
fort to explain that “for countries on the

path of development, multipartyism is a
political error and a luxury™.

Cynical role of social
democracy

The attitude of social democracy is no
better. The French Socialist government
in power between 1981 and 1986 and
since 1988, has done nothing to modify
the relations of submission between these
countries and France. There are still 2,200
French soldiers in Senegal, 3,900 in Dji-
bouti, 500 in the Ivory Coast, 400 in Gab-
on, and so on. The whole political and
ideological arsenal put in place by Gaul-
lism to keep a strict hold over these coun-
tries has been maintained. The head of the
Senegalese regime, Abdou Diouf, is one
of the key figures of the Socialist Interna-
tional.

It is not by chance that the French gov-
emment decided on February 28, in the
midst of the Gabonese crisis, to extradite
one of the principal opponents of the
regime through an emergency procedure.
Francophone Africa continues to be the
scene of numerous scandals and shady
affairs which inevitably suck in all those
who are in power.

All this is not without consequence for
the behaviour of the workers movement,
because of the corrupting effects of the so-
called French mission in Africa. Whereas
the French left should give its complete
support to the African people in tackling
the economic, political and military prob-
lems that face them, instead we have the
sad spectacle of a French Socialist Party
that wants to be the best possible manager
of “French” interests.

In the absence of strong support from
the workers’ movement in the imperialist
countries, the opposition forces, today in
Senegal or in the Ivory Coast, tomorrow
in Nigeria or Kenya, will have grave diffi-
culties in establishing a relationship of
forces which is favourable to them.
Instead of asking what the peoples of Afri-
ca could do to overthrow the existing
regimes, the European workers move-
ment must rather ask itself what it can do
to change a world which now condemns
450 million human beings to chaos and
slow death.

10. In 1988-89, the regime in the Ivory Coast attempt-
ed to withhold its cocoa so as to put pressure on world
prices. The operation was a total fiasco and the regime
had to bend to the rules of the market. But political
measures of this type taken by enfeebled regimes
show the extent to which disorder and the irrational
have entered into the relations between these states
and imperialism.

11. See IV 51, April 23, 1984.

12. 14 African countres are members of the Franc
Zone. Since 1948, the CFA (African Financial Com-
munity) franc is equal to 0.02 French francs. Through
a complicated mechanism involving community man-
agement of the centralised foreign holdings of the
member states, French funds were supposed to guaran-
tee without limit and a priori the deficits and curren-
cies of the latter.

N JANUARY 20, a state of

siege was proclaimed in Haiti,

with a duration of 30 days.

Scores of people were arrest-
ed. Some were deported, others horribly
beaten. Already, in November of last year,
three officials of popular organizations,
including one of the principal leaders of
CATH (Independent Federation of Hai-
tian Workers), had been arrested, tortured
and displayed, unrecognizable, on the tel-
evision.

And yet, on January 30, under the pres-
sure of foreign backers and a part of the
Haitian bourgeoisie, General Avril lifted
the state of siege. Moreover, on February
7, he announced “a general amnesty in
favour of all those implicated in crimes
and offences against the security of the
state”. The three prisoners of November,
who he had accused of wishing to kill
him, were also released, albeit in very
poor condition. Avril called for dialogue
and made “a formal commitment to
respect the rules of democratic function-
ing”.

The Electoral Council has reaffirmed
that local elections will take place in
April, to be followed in July-August by
the election of the two governing cham-
bers and in October-November the elec-
tion of the president of the republic.
Despite Avril’s volte-face, which does not
conceal the continuing repression, the
majority of political parties are refusing to
participate in the elections as long as he
remains in power. But do they think that
the simple replacement of Avril, without
touching the state apparatus (and who
could touch it?) would give them the guar-
antee of free elections? The crisis of the
“democratic transition” in Haiti exists for
profound reasons which we examine
below.

A parasitic bourgeoisie

The major part of the Haitian bourgeoi-
sie is parasitic, turned towards the exteri-
or, and more particularly towards the
United States, where it channels a large
proportion of its profits. It has primarily
invested in merchant activities or served
as a broker for foreign capital. The sector
of industry turned towards the interior
market is rickety in the extreme. Industrial
parks are consecrated to the assembly of
imported products and are almost immedi-
ately moved abroad. The part of the bour-
geoisie that finds itself at the centre of
economic power already occupied this
position under Jean-Claude Duvalier
(Haiti’s president from 1971 to 1986. His
father, Francois Duvalier, was president
from 1957 to 1971). It is an alliance of
two components. The first could be called
the “modemist” sector of the new bour-
geoisie that developed itself under the
Duvaliers after having seized control of
the state apparatus. Under Jean-Claude
Duvalier, it was able to expand its activi-
ties, in general non-productive. The other

International Viewpoint #181 ® March 26, 1990



HAITI

Haiti: a democratic
transition?

ON MARCH 10, General Prosper Avril, president of Haiti's
military government since the coup of September 17, 1988,
was forced to resign following a week of demonstrations that
had left at least 20 people dead. Avril left Haiti for Floridaon a
U.S. Air Force plane two days later. Meanwhile, Erta Pascal
Trouillot, the only woman on the Haitian Supreme Court, has
emerged from negotiations between the opposition and the
military as a caretaker president until elections can be held
within the next 90 days. However, Haiti remains tense and
rumours of a counter-coup abound. The following article,
written before the fall of Avril, graphically underlines the
difficulties which any “democratic transition” in Haiti will face.

ARTHUR MAHON

component of the alliance dominates the
import-export activities. It has its origins
in the bourgeoisie, often of foreign origin,
which grew up in the shadow of the U.S.
occupation (1915-1934) and led the coun-
try after this. The big coffee exporters
form the nucleus of this fraction.

They were for a brief period badly treat-
ed by Frangois Duvalier. But the regime
needs them. They have always succeeded
in maintaining their influence within the
state apparatus and have simply had to
cede a little space to the Duvalierist entre-
preneurs. The coffee sector is in decline,
and the exporters are looking for new
sources of profit in industry and the ser-
vice sector. Linked to agricultural activi-
lies, they are in contact with the notables
and grandees of the rural world and share
their concerns. These two sectors are fun-
damentally conservative and above all are

seeking stability.
They support, not without some reserva-
tions, the economic propositions

advanced by the U.S. experts for 20 years
— the abolition of all obstacles to the
development of an economy based on eco-
nomic liberalism and the import of foreign
capital. Such a course would hit hardest
the peasant sector and food-producing
activities. The American plan enjoys the
support of the “liberal” wing of the bour-
geoisie above all. This latter, which suf-
fered particularly under the Francois
Duvalier regime, profitably invested some
of its capital abroad and retumned to Haiti
uncer Jean-Claude, whilst keeping one
foot outside the country. It has invested
notably in the assembly plants, often in
association with U.S. capital. Faced with
the growing crisis of traditional agricul-
ture, many capitalists wish to invest in the

new economic sectors (subcontracting,
tourism, services, representation of for-
eign firms). But there isn’t enough room
for everyone. And this wing of the bour-
geoisie resents the fact that the Duvalier-
ists use their control of the state apparatus
to compete with them.

There is a sector of the bourgeoisie
which the American plan, applied with
force in 1986 and 1987, in no way assists.
This is the sector of the “new Duvalierist
bourgeoisie” which developed under the
protection of Frangois Duvalier, basing
itself on a protectionist economic policy
(in force until the end of the 1960s).
Already under Jean-Claude Duvalier, this
sector was opposed to the economic turn
that began the shift towards economic lib-
eralism and the penetration of foreign
capital. The American plan also worried
some big landowners and village nota-
bles, who have traditionally dominated
the countryside. Along with the petit
bourgeoisie which constituted the admin-
istration under the dictatorship, these
social layers made up Duvalier’s base:
Whilst undoubtedly in decline, they main-
tained a considerable social weight.

American plan implies
administrative reform

The implementation of the American
plan would imply an administrative
reform and the dumping of a considerable
part of its personnel. It would imply also
an attack on the system of “section
chiefs” in the countryside — “sheriffs”
with total power, even including judicial
power, in their zones of activity. They are
responsible for the collection of the multi-
plicity of taxes which weigh on the pea-

santry (taxes for moving animals, market
taxes, taxes for passes...) and constitute a
good part of state revenues. Obviously,
they embezzle whatever money they need.
They are more like racketeers than tax col-
lectors. They are supported by numerous
deputies, whe constitute uncontrollable
gangs. Along with the big landowners, the
moneylenders, and the judges, the section
chiefs are part of the notables of the coun-
tryside. These last often have family links,
and they constitute a veritable local mafia,
holding in their hands all the essentials of
power, economic as much as political.
Uprooting this system would be a difficult
task.

Rich pickings from state
apparatus

In a society as impoverished as Haiti,
where the economy is in profound crisis,
the state apparatus is a stake of considera-
ble value. It is virtually an economic sec-
tor in itself. It is a supplier of jobs. In
Haili, a dozen people live off one salary.
The state, then, is the inexhaustible source
that sustains an economy of total corrup-
tion. Under the Duvaliers, the army,
unlike the tontons-macoutes, profited rel-
atively little from the state. During the
four years it has been in power, all the
rackets have served to enrich it. Today, it
is not even a question of embezzlement of
funds — the Presidential Guard which
constitutes General Avril’s power base
openly helps itself from the state coffers.
It is out of the question that it should give
up such a pot of gold!

In these conditions, who in the domi-
nant classes and the state apparatus is
interested in free elections? In the final
count, very few people — the “liberal”
wing of the bourgeoisie, and the layers of
the middle bourgeoisie who trail in its
wake. The other sectors are bound by too
many common interests to risk upheavals.

After the fall of Jean-Claude Duvalier,
in February 1986, the “liberal” wing of the
bourgeoisie thought that it could take con-
trol of the state apparatus. In spite of the
obstacles created by the regime of General
Namphy, it managed to have a constitu-
tion, the text of which was written by its
supporters, put to the vote at a referendum
in March 1987. One of its articles envis-
aged a ten year period during which those
implicated in the Duvalier era would not
be able to hold elected office. When this
constitution was approved by an over-
whelming percentage of voters, many
thought that a page was being turned in
the history of Haiti.

Unfortunately this belief was based on a
misunderstanding of the text of this con-
stitution and of the fact that free elections
were unacceptable for the Duvalierists. It
also involved a grave underestimation of
their strength and the social sectors which
supported them. The trial of strength came
during the summer of 1987. After having
banned a trade union federation, General

9
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Namphy decided to dissolve the electoral
council, independent of the government,
which was charged with organizing the
elections. Strikes and demonstrations fol-
lowed. The objective was the ousting of
the military government. Faced with this
danger, the Duvalierists mobilized their
forces. In the towns, the army remained in
control. In the countryside, section chiefs,
soldiers, and gangs of old or new tontons-
macoutes retook the offensive and
imposed their will, sometimes at the price
of massacres, as in the Jean-Rabel district.
Therein lies one of the contradictions of
the American plan — the system of the
section chiefs and the tontons-macoutes is
still indispensable for the maintenance of
order in the countryside.

1987 elections drowned in
blood

Finally, the elections of November 29,
1987, were drowned in blood. On that
day, hired thugs and soldiers attacked the
polling stations and sowed terror in the
capital and in certain regions. The organi-
zations of the “democratic sector”, more
or less linked to the Socialist Internation-
al, subsequently declared that they had
not thought that the Duvalierists would
dare to behave in such a fashion. In the
preceding weeks they had preferred to
close their eyes to the exactions of the
Duvalierists and the soldiers, and had in
no way encouraged the population to
organize its defence. This was a grave set-
back for these organizations. A great part
of the population had followed them in
what was a true electoral adventure.

After this the population is no longer
ready to place its confidence in these
bankrupt politicians, nor to participate in
elections, which could end up once more
in a massacre. It knows full well that it is
illusory to struggle for free elections as
long as the sectors which are opposed to
them are so powerful and have armed
force. It is not disposed to pay the price of
battles between politicians and knows
well that it is not through elections that
change will come — even if an honest
man could be elected, he would be a pris-
oner of the military.

After the army had made Leslie Mani-
gat president of the republic, a reversal of
alliances took place. The “liberal” bour-
geoisie had until then supported the
attempts of the “democratic sector” and
the so-called “civil society” (bringing
together fractions of the petit and middle
bourgeoisie) to oust the Duvalierists from
the state apparatus. These sectors drew
their prestige from their ability to channel
the popular mobilizations, strongly
helped in this by the use of radios.

During the first half of 1988, noting the
evolution of the relation of forces, the
“liberal” bourgeoisie turned towards the
rest of the dominant classes. And after the
overthrow of Manigat, the MIDH (Move-
ment for the Institution of Democracy in

Haiti) of Marc Bazin, protégé of U.S.
imperialism, advocated “a realistic appre-
ciation of the forces opposing each other
on the socio-political chessboard” and
accepted General Namphy’s offer of dia-
logue. It was followed down this road by
the PANPRA (Haitian Revolutionary Pro-
gressive Nationalist Party), today a mem-
ber of the Socialist International.

After the coming to power of General
Avril, in September 1988, the two parties
tightened still further their alliance and
accorded de facto critical support to the
military regime. They presented them-
selves as representatives of the financial
backers represented by the United States
and France, hoping thus to influence
Avril’s policy, and persuade him to resign
after the elections.

Avril plays several games at
once

General Avril has been trying to play
several games at the same time. He is con-
scious of the grave social crisis that Haiti
is experiencing, and of the necessity for a
strong state power. “The Presidential seat
is too hot for a civilian”, he explained
with lucidity. Besides, he is not going to
do anything that does not have the support
of the thousand men who constitute the
Presidential Guard. It is the latter which
saved him from an attempted coup in
April 1988. It is today a coalition of gangs
that breaks into houses and sows terror
when night falls, without sparing the
bourgeoisie. Foreign aid has been strong-
ly reduced since November 1987, and
now that Avril has had to put a brake on
the cocaine traffic, the soldiers help them-
selves to the state coffers and take what
they need from the civilian population.

Acting under the pressure of these new
“Tontons-Macoutes™, Prosper Avril has
become an uncontrollable element in the

eyes of a good part of the bourgeoisie, as
was the case with Namphy when he was
overthrown in September 1988. This is
also the opinion of the imperialist powers
who had thought they could rely on their
men inside the army. Prosper Avril must
at the same time maintain his support in
the Presidential Guard and the Duvalierist
sectors, and remain within the limits
acceptable to the United States. From this
dilemma stems an apparently incoherent
policy — he announces the holding of
elections, but does everything to remain in
power, he nominates an electoral council
but goes out of his way to block its func-
tioning. For their part, the United States
have despatched to Haiti an ambassador
experienced in difficult missions. In the
1970-72 period, Al Adams was one of the
functionaries of the U.S. embassy in Sai-
gon, and worked towards the “Vietnami-
zation” of the war. In 1983-85, he was
assistant in the struggle against terrorism.
If he does not succeed in organizing elec-
tions and erecting a democratic facade, at
least he will be in a position to help Avril
to break the popular movements. And is
that not the essential thing?

Certainly the situation today is hardly
favourable to the popular organizations.
After the mobilizations that followed the
overthrow of Namphy in 1988, the popula-
tion is once more enclosed in silence and
fear, as it had been a year before. However
the fire continues to burn under the cin-
ders. The massive success of a number of
general strikes testifies to this. And, while
their base is certainly narrower than in
1986 and 1987, the popular organizations
have succeeded in structuring themselves
and have maintained their activity, often
more thought out than in the preceding
years. Al Adams knows well that it is in
this deep going activity, axised around a
long term perspective, that the real danger
for the established order resides. X
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East Germany: the
new Anschluss

IN THE LAST MONTHS of 1989, the regime in East Germany
was overthrown by a mass movement. The fall of the Stalinist
regime in Czechoslovakia soon followed and a few weeks later
the Ceausescu dictatorship in Romania toppled. These events
meant the end of Stalinist rule in Eastern Europe, and at the
same time the disintegration of the organizations intended to
integrate the Soviet bloc economies, COMECON, and the
Warsaw Pact military alliance. The postwar order in Europe,
its division Into an imperialist bloc and a bloc of
bureaucratized post-capitalist states is dissolving. This
signifies a profound change in the situation in Europe and a

reinforcement of imperialism.

ANGELA KLEIN

NLIKE in the Soviet Union or

Hungary, the overthrow of the

East German regime was car-

ried out by a popular mobiliza-
tion: this was a revolutionary overturn in
the sense that “those on top could no long-
er rule in the old way, and those below
could no longer live in the old way”. From
the beginning, the motor force of the revo-
lution was democratic demands: the right
to free and public expression, an indepen-
dent judiciary, pluralism, free elections,
rule of law, and popular participation in
the running of society and state.

Opposition called on people
not to leave GDR

The slogan that summed up this mood
best was “we are the people”. In mid-
September, the opposition forces orga-
nized to exploit the paralysis and passivity
gripping the ruling SED’s Politburo. They
called on public opinion not to seek the
solution for their problems by fleeing to
West Germany, but to attempt a revolu-
tionary renewal of the GDR. These forces
included the United Left (VL), the New
Forum (NF), “Democracy Now”, and lat-
er on the Social Democratic Party (SPD).

The process of political revolution in
East Germany has been marked by special
characteristics that distinguish it from the
other East European countries.

First of all the reform process was much
delayed in East Germany. As a result it
erupted with all the more violence. Since
1953 there has been no mass movement in
the GDR. Before the building of the wall
the masses found a way out for their dis-
content through leaving for the West. A
total of 3.5 million people, mostly young,

have left the GDR since its foundation.
After 1961, only a few people took the
risk of flight; some tried to test oput what-
ever field of action was open to them
inside the existing structures, but most
took the road to “inner emigration”. Peri-
ods of reform were always the result of
similar moves in the USSR.

The authorities, however, did not want
to get involved with perestroika. It cor-
rectly feared that the process would get
out of control and would mean the end of
the SED regime. As the leadership of a
“rump state” constantly compared with
the other, capitalist, half, the SED feared
political and economic liberalization
more than any other East European
regime, more even than the Soviet leader-
ship.

This attitude led the East German popu-

lation to abandon all hope that the regime
could reform itself. For many, above all
the young, who did not feel tied to the
country by decades of constructive work,
the only possibility to “realize a better
life” was to leave the GDR.

The possibility of mass flight appeared
when Hungary announced the opening of
its borders with Austria in May 1989. For
the East German citizens who traditionally
spend their holidays in Hungary, a direct
route to mass emigration was in front of
them. The mass exodus began in August
and continues to this day. This situation
where it is possible for people to emigrate
en masse from a country whose govemn-
ment they reject without being able to
change, is unique in Europe. External cir-
cumstances, language, culture and com-
mon traditions facilitate the move 0 a
country that they do not consider to be for-
eign.

GDR migrants get special
treatment in West

On the other side, the West Germany
government, pretending to speak in the
name of “all Germans”, offers them, from
the first day of their arrival, every possibil-
ity for immediate integration into society
(money, housing, work and so on). The
citizens of East Germany enjoy, because
they are Germans, privileges compared to
other foreigners and even to West Ger-
mans from the poorer classes.

It was the daily flight of thousands of
people, then the process of organization of
the previously illegal opposition, and
finally the development of an ever grow-
ing mass movement, that led to the fall of
the regime. These elements, added to the
sudden opening of the wall, that has pre-
sented the GDR with extraordinary eco-
nomic problems, have determined the
rhythm and direction of political develop-
ment in the following weeks. These gener-
al conditions have also influenced the
formation of new political forces:

® The revolution took place in the

T/VE FOUND A SuppLy

OF VMM\GRANT WORKERS
WHO SPEAK GERMAN AND
Dot L\KE TRADE UnionNS!
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street, whether on the road out or in the
demonstrations. There was no political
leadership. The opposition groups tried to
have an influence, but they did not orga-
nize this.

@ At the start, there was no process of
self-organization by workers in the facto-
ries. Later, a number of groups, notably
the United Left (VL) tried to stimulate it,
but it has been difficult to get off the
ground. Workers made up the majority of
demonstrators. They wanted to put pres-
sure on the regime to undertake reforms.
Insofar as they were disappointed many
of them packed their bags and went West.
This remains a simpler alternative than
that of building structures and alternative
forms of rule. After the fall of the wall,
another possible solution appeared, the
simplest of all: reunification with West
Germany.

At the start the dominant tendency was
towards a “‘renewal of Socialism™. In mid-
November, the Sociological Institute at
the Academy of Sciences stated that 87%
of East German citizens believed in the
possibility of constructing democratic
socialism. On November 24, 83% were
still for keeping the GDR as an indepen-
dent and Socialist state. Only 10% were
for reunification.

Mood changes suddenly in
Leipzig

A few days later, on November 27, at
the regular “Monday demo” in Leipzig,
the mood changed: 200,000 people
demanded not only free elections, free
speech and the punishment of ex-
functionaries of the regime, but also “Ger-
many, one fatherland”. The climate also
changed to the right. The demonstrators
began to be more and more aggressive
towards anything that seemed left-wing.
Nationalist, xenophobic and even anli-
semitic slogans multiplied. Today, it is
risky for the left to take part in the Leipzig
demonstration. Only small groups dare 1o
do it, distributing leaflets saying: “Don’t
throw away the GDR". They are abused
and physically attacked by the demonstra-
tors. New Forum orators are interrupted
by slogans such as “Reds, get off the
demo” and “put the left in concentration
camps”. The Republicans, an extreme
right-wing force in West Germany, who
agitate openly and provoke violent con-
frontations, are tolerated. According to
recent opinion polls, 76% of the GDR
population are now in favour of reunifica-
tion.

How to explain this turnabout?

® In the first place, despite rapid
advances, the process of self-reform and
self-renewal has been too slow and has
appeared too hesitant to be really credible
and arouse new hopes. The SED faces an
impossible job, that of simultancously
dismantling its own regime while creating
the backbone of a new political leader-
ship, that is to say, it is supposed to both

dissolve its power and keep it.

@ At first, all the attempts of the SED
reformers to get the party to regain the ini-
tiative, while reforming it, were success-
fully thwarted. In September/October,
changes only took place under popular
pressure and always “too late” for the
masses to have confidence in the SED.
Ten weeks of mass flight passed before
Honecker’s resignation (October 18); two
months passed between October 9, when
the regime renounced a “Chinese” repres-
sion and December 1, when it renounced
the leading role of the party. The conflicts
around the dissolution of the Stasi (politi-
cal police) reinforced the widespread fear
that the SED was organizing the reform
only as a way of safeguarding its power
under another form.

® During the Extraordinary SED Con-
gress, that opened on December 8 against
the will of the old leadership, the reform-
ers took the leadership of the party. But
they too proved unable to give a clear lead
for rencwal. The delegates settled their
accounts with the Stalinist past and clear-
ly came out for political pluralism. But
the Congress imagined that, by purging
the conservative wing from the party and
the old guard from the state structures,
renewal was achieved. It did not throw
down the existing structures of domina-
tion and made no effort to push forward
autonomous citizens’ initiatives, which
could have formed the basis of a new
political order. At the same time, it has
been getting ready for the electoral con-
test with other opposition forces.
“Strengthen the SED” remains their slo-
gan. A lot of oppositionists were disap-
pointed by the outcome of the Congress.

During January, the disbelief of the pop-
ulation in the possibility of the state and
party reforming itself were further rein-
forced. At a leadership meeling, the new
party boss, Gregor Gysi, claimed that the
party had the right to keep the fortune that
it had accumulated during the period
when it held monolithic power (and there-
fore the right for the party to take from the
state). The new Prime Minister, Hans
Modrow, brushed aside the Round Table
that was set up in mid-December, declar-
ing that he could not accept that it should
put any pressure on him. Everybody, he
said, must respect the existing rule of law
(that is to say the rule of bureaucratic
laws).

Finally, the government antagonized
many with its purely formal dissolution of
the Stasi. In reality, it proposed to keep it
by creating a new “Service for Protection
of the Constitution”. Only when the other
coalition parties threatened to leave the
government did Modrow give in to the
demand of the Round Table and promise
to delay the formation of a successor to
the Stasi until after the parliamentary
elections.

@ During the extraordinary SED Con-
gress at the end of January, it became
clear to everybody that the reformers have

Well at least I've shown you the
countryside (from Polityka)

failed to establish the party (now called
the Party of Democratic Socialism —
PDS) as a leading force in political life.
The entire leadership of the Dresden dis-
trict left the party the same weekend. They
have been followed by a whole serics of
tendencies constructed around diverse
platforms. The party has begun to break
up. Its membership has dropped from 2.3
million in October to 800,000, and the bot-
tom has not yet been reached. The opinion
polls give the SED/PDS some 5% of the
votes for the March elections.

Opposition groups fail to find
alternative

@ In this short time, the opposition
groups could not find a way to set up a
credible alternative. The only exception
has been the social democrats. These
weaknesses are due to the circumstances
under which they had to work during the
SED regime. They had no possibility to
take root in society (which applies above
all to the left and its aspirations to acquire
a working class base) or to organize their
supporters.

Their political preoccupations were
democracy, peace, human rights and anti-
fascism. Only a small part of them had
asked the question of how an alternative
non-capitalist economic order was sup-
posed to work.

The intelligentsia, which was previously
almost entirely connected with the SED,
has been profoundly marked by the work
of building a post-capitalist state for 40
years, a state that they have often had to
defend against the systematic attempts of
the FRG to call into question the existence
of the GDR. Its most well-known repre-
sentatives are on the left. It is character-
ized by a serious attitude to theory and by
a thoroughgoing assimilation of socialist
ideas, including from the West. Many of
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the “thinkers” of the West German left
(Bloch, Dutschke, Rabehl) came from the
East.

Their first analyses of the explosive situ-
ation were made in 1988. Even so, the
opposition was surprised by the strength
of the eruption and the direction that it
took. Above all, the political revolution
found itself faced by a problem that it ( as
well as the West German left) was not
ready for: the sudden opening of the wall,
and, connected with this, a sudden con-
frontation with the social and political
reality of West German capitalism. Apart
from the VL, almost nobody had any con-
cepts capable of dealing with this situa-
tion.

The oppeosition, that had been united in
the fight against the Stalinist regime,
began very quickly to divide over the
question: private or collective property?
Market economy or preservation of ele-
ments of socialist planning? Along with
reunification, these themes are the divid-
ing lines between the left and the right. For
the left-wing of the opposition, this divi-
sion began to become more important than
that with the SED.

@ The collapse of the SED regime has
gone along with the exposure of its bad
management of the economy. Until now,
the fact that this country, even if it did not
offer the same standard of living as the
FRG, was nonetheless the leading
COMECON country at an international
level, in 13th place, alongside Britain, was
of some comfort to the population. The
revelations have been a shock.

Previously secret information has come
to light revealing:

®The internal debt has risen to 130 bil-
lion East German marks.

® The external debt is $20 billion, that is
$1,250 for each inhabitant. The director of
the Commercial Coordination Service,
Golodkowski, responsible for managing
currency exchange, had banked enormous
sums abroad, notably in Switzerland and
Luxemburg. In order to get currency,
Golodkowski had organized arms deals
with, among others, Iran and Iraq, ¢

@ Six million marks were put annually

at the disposal of the families of Politbu-
ro members to supply the luxurious ghet-
to at Wandlitz.

@ The colossal corruption and quasi-
feudal privileges of the nomenklatura
(hunting pavilions, private parks for
hunting, constructing and repair teams
for their private use and so on).

@ The industrial installations in the
GDR are, with a few exceptions, so out of
date that, from the point of view of com-
petition on the world market, there is no
point in modernizing them. Productivity
in the GDR is 40% of that in West Ger-
many.

@ Terrible environmental destruction
has taken place, causing an annual loss of
some 30 billion GDR marks and requir-
ing in some cases the closure of factories.

Cities of South of GDRin
ruins

And, as has been known for a long
time, the buildings of the cities, especial-
ly in the South, are in ruins; the supply of
high quality goods is very poor; waste in
the production process is enormous and
SO on.

With the opening of the wall, millions
of people were able to see with their own
eyes that the difference in living stan-
dards with the FRG is even greater than
they had imagined. On both of the first
two weekends, four million East Ger-
mans visited the West. This represented a
sort of culture shock. The SED symbol
became synonymous with a worthless
economy, stealing, egotism and so on.
People’s anger was immense. It has not
ceased to grow and the population no
longer wants to hear any more about the
“renewal of Socialism”. “I have support-
ed Socialism for 40 years, and I don’t
want any more varieties of it. No more
experiments! We do not want to be used
as guinea-pigs!”

After the fall of the wall, the decisive
question in the GDR was: is the popula-
tion going to find the strength and self-
confidence to rebuild a non-capitalist
society on the ruins of Stalinism? Only

such confidence would give the GDR a
reason to exist as a separate state. The
price that would have to be paid for this
would be a markedly lower standard of
living for a prolonged period — and this
with open frontiers. People would have
had to believe that the possibility of creat-
ing a socialist democracy was more advan-
tageous than the increase in consumption
for a part of society.

The opposition spelled this out quite
clearly. In her November 8 appeal to those
preparing to leave the country, Christa
Wolf declared: “What can we promise
you? Not an easy, but a useful life. Not
immediate prosperity, but a part in great
changes.” A few days later New Forum
went further: “We will stay poor for a pro-
longed period, but we do not want a socie-
ty run by profiteers and where people push
themselves to the front with their elbows.”

This strength and self-confidence do not
exist. The exodus of thousands of people
continues. From the end of August 1989 to
mid February 1990, 400,000 people have
left the GDR. As many, if not more, are
waiting for the elections to decide whether
to leave or not. The governments cf East
and West Germany estimate that between
a million and a million and a half will
leave in 1990. The GDR’s economy risks
collapse through lack of capital and labour
power.

However, people’s ideas are rather con-
tradictory: on the one side they are scared
of capitalism, and scared of the GDR
being bought by the FRG. On the other,
the GDR, has in fact, been dependent on
the FRG in many respects. The FRG has
always been its principal economic part-
ner in the West; its living standards have
always been taken as the model; the
regime’s ambition has always been to
“catch up with and overtake” the FRG in
all spheres.

At the SED congress in December,
Rudolf Bahro described this dependence
in the following terms: “Here we put our
finger on a decisive link in the vicious cir-
cle, that, over decades, has led to the dem-
olition of our economy. Its regulation has
in fact been determined by the obtaining
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of hard currency, in economic competi-
tion with the “class enemy”, that was
always stronger in every way. The run-
ning of our economy was not therefore
determined by the needs of the popula-
tion. The conclusion is evident: the West
German mark has dominated: this is the
inevitable outcome of this choice....Hans
Modrow finished his report by concluding
that our economic development must
become socially and ecologically sustain-
able. But this aim is in total contradiction
with the very nature of the economic forc-
es that are now coming to bear on us....

“A joint venture costing 5 billion, as
seems to be envisaged with IFA (the East
German enterprise that builds the Trabant
motorcar) means, in the present situation,
a loss of political and cultural decision-
taking power by the society, whatever
form this joint venture might take. This is
the result of a strategic renunciation, of a
failure to take into account the economic
potential of the country...Such a joint
venture means a straightforward accep-
tance of a piece of capitalist society....In
this way our society loses its sovereignty,
in one sphere after another.”

Bureaucracy tried to create
East German patriotism

The questioning of the “united German
fatherland” by the Honecker 1egime start-
ing in the early 1970s always lacked credi-
bility, since it was based on arguments
similar to those used by the bourgeoisie in
the West, who, however, defended the
idea of a “fatherland for all Germans”. It
is hardly surprising that a population that
had been educated for decades in the val-
ues of the “Socialist fatherland” sees
today, as “Socialism” collapses, more
advantages in a larger and more efficient,
albeit capitalist, “Fatherland”.

The Modrow government has not been
able to escape from this dependence. It
declares that it can do nothing about the
economy without West German capital
and addresses its attention almost exclu-
sively towards the FRG government and
its industrial and financial circles.

The population is disarmed. It is con-
vinced that the leading economic princi-
ple must be competitiveness on the world
market and the achievement of living stan-
dards equal to those in the West, objec-
tives that cannot be obtained without the
DM. Of course, the process has to be
cushioned socially. This analysis is shared
by many opposition groups, including on
the left.

The opportunities that exist in a perspec-
tive of an economy orientated eastwards,
towards the semi-industrialized countries
and towards the small capitalist countries
that do not have the same powers of black-
mail, are only discussed in restricted intel-
lectual circles. The great majority of the
GDR's population sees no independent
way forward.

Very quickly, all eyes have turned

towards Bonn. Modrow first proposed a
pact between the two German states for a
confederation. He hoped in this way to get
the necessary “fraternal aid”. But the
Kohl government has tied all financial aid
to precise conditions, which get constant-
ly more demanding: free elections, an end
to the leading role of the SED; introduc-
tion of market mechanisms; abolition of
obligatory currency exchanges. Later,
other points have been added on. An
agreement on the protection of invest-
ments; no limitation on foreign participa-
tion; liberty of setting up firms and choice
of work; and later the adoption of the
social and legal order of the FRG; and
monetary union. Besides the establish-
ment of a hard currency fund that allows
the GDR’s citizens 200DM per year for
journeys to the West (and which they
spend in the West), the federal govern-
ment has not until now come up with a
single penny of financial aid to the GDR.
Kohl’s argument: he does not want to
invest in a “black hole”.

Modrow offers to renounce
executive functions

When, at the January Congress, Mod-
row found out that he could no longer rely
on the party, he made a U-tum and
announced his capitulation. He offered to
hand over central executive functions to
the Round Table and several days after
declared: “Germany must become a unit-
ed country for all the citizens of the Ger-
man nation.” The plan that he presented
envisaged first a confederation, after that
the progressive transfer of the sovereign
rights of the two states to common con-
federal organs, finishing up with a com-
mon federation of Ldnder. This plan
meant the final abandonment of an inde-
pendent road for the GDR. But even this
plan has not been realized. In Bonn they
no longer want unity via confederation;
the aim is for Anschluss, a pure and sim-
ple integration into the FRG. In the GDR
itself, the economy has spoiled all plans:
the central bank is calling for the immedi-
ate introduction of the DM as a second
currency, and, in exchange, the transfer of
a part of its powers to the FRG's Federal
Bank. Modrow is left fighting rearguard
actions and lamenting the arrogance of
Bonn.

The U-turn in East Berlin has considera-
bly accelerated the efforts of Bonn to uti-
lize the collapse of Stalinism to get its
hands on the RDA. Kohl’s ten-point plan
of November 28 (see IV 176) still envis-
aged a stage by stage approach, realizing
a common federal state via a confedera-
tion. There was to be a ten year period to
carry through the equalization of the
economies of the two socially different
systems, political union being considered
as the culmination of this process.

Modrow’s declaration in favour of reun-
ification has rendered all these plans null-
and-void. Since then, the federal govern-

ment has been frantically cobbling togeth-
er a new plan: first of all monetary union
(to be carried out by July 1) then political
union — this being planned for two years
hence — prepared by the formation of
common parliamentary commissions at
various levels and by a process of “trans-
plantation” of the FRG’s civil law, penal
and social systems and finally the rapid
establishment of the federal system, with
the GDR Ldnder being able to declare
their adhesion to the FRG separately
(something that is envisaged in the West
German constitution).

Once the West German bourgeoisie has
got its hands on state power, it will be in a
much better position to offload the costs
of the painful process of “adaptation™
(more precisely, the costs of reunifica-
tion), since it will have political and legal
power over the workers of what is still
today the GDR.

The essential measures in this direction
will be prepared before the federal elec-
tions in the FRG, putting the future gov-
emment before a fait accompli. It is not
out of the question, in fact, that the federal
government will postpone the elections
(set for December 1990) in favour of pan-
German elections a few months later.

The West German political parties have
begun to organize various regroupments
of different East German opposition
groups to create “fraternal parties” for the
elections to the GDR Chamber of Depu-
ties on March 18. Without direct interven-
tion by the West German Christian
Democrats (CDU and CSU) and the Lib-
eral Party (FDP), neither the conservative
Alliance for Germany (Allianz fiir
Deutschland), nor the German Liberal
Party (LDP) would have seen the light of
day in East Germany. The SPD got to
work a lot earlier, but it did not have to
fear any resistance, given the still living
social democratic traditions in the GDR.

Bonn politicians stand as
candidates in GDR

Bonn politicians have played the pre-
ponderant role in the electoral campaign
in the GDR. In the election rallies, they
behave already as if they run the country,
and some have even allowed themselves
to be put forward as candidates. For exam-
ple, Elmar Pieroth, President of the Asso-
ciation of Liberal Professions of the
Western CDU is standing for the Allianz
in the East declaring that he wants to
become the economics minister, since the
natives understand nothing about the mar-
ket economy.

The second step has been to get round
the obstacles to immediate reunification
posed by the victorious powers of the Sec-
ond World War, above all the Soviet
Union. With the Genscher plan, the Bonn
government has found a formula whereby
a united Germany would remain a mem-
ber of NATO with a special military status
for the territory of the ex-GDR. The main
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pillar of this would be the construction of
a new European security system in which
every state would participate except the
USSR. The United States and Soviet
Union would be the guarantors of this
order. This concept would permit the inte-
gration both of the neutral states in
Europe and the Warsaw Pact countries.
This plan, of course, involves the disman-
tling of the Warsaw Pact. At the same
time this entire security system would be,
in one way or another, associated with
NATO.

Soviet troops could remain in the GDR
and US troops in the FRG. The eventual
presence of West German troops in the
East is an object of controversy. Another
is the question of a guarantee of the west-
ern border of Poland. These two problems
are not insoluble for the bourgeoisie. The
German bourgeoisie is an expert in devis-
ing special military statuses for particular
regions. After the First World War, the
two sides of the Rhine were demilitarized
until the 1930s.

Modrow did not insist on his original
concept of neutrality. After the Ottawa
summit, the Soviet Union seems ready to
accept the notion of a new European
security system, even if this has nothing
to do with Gorbachev’s “common Euro-
pean home”, but means an imperialist alli-
ance in Europe under German leadership.
The internal situation in the USSR and
COMECON does not permit the Kremlin
to press hard for conditions.

The third step by the federal govern-
ment on the road to rapid reunification is
the swift carrying through of monetary
union. A bilateral commission has already
been established to consider ways and
means. This has led to controversy in
West German bourgeois circles. While
the majority of economic specialists,
including the Bundesbank (federal bank),
are warning about the risks of a rapid
monetary union, all the political forces
have come out in favour of it, and have in
fact imposed it. The Bundesbank presi-
dent’s opposition only lasted about 24

hours.

Nonetheless, the risks are clearly visi-
ble. The important economic gap between
the FRG and the GDR cannot be quickly
overcome, even in the framework of a
united Germany. It would first be neces-
sary to raise the level of prices and wages
in the GDR as it exists now. Otherwise
the migration will continue inside the new
state.

On the other hand, the employers are
openly in favour of keeping the level of
wages in the GDR low, for this is the only
way in which the East would be attractive
for investments. This means that East
Germany is going to be the poor region of
the new Germany. At the same time, there
will be a massive downward pressure on
West German wage levels. Unemploy-
ment will grow fast. The estimates of the
number of potential unemployed in the
GDR this year range from 800,000 to 2.5
million. These figures are based above all
on projected closures of enterprises (Gysi
talks of a half of them) that are unable to
stand up to West German competition.
The assimilation of the social security
system will demand enormous sums. The
massive privatization of enterprises, land
and housing will lead to speculation and
inflation. No one can control the effects of
this process or its impact on international
financial markets.

Representatives of the West German
employers have given figures regarding
the cost of total economic reunification. It
will need some 800 billion DM (which
corresponds to the sum of floating capi-
tals seeking an outlet) for the infrastruc-
ture, energy provision, construction of
housing and cleaning of towns and the
appropriation and cleaning of factories.
But nobody, either in East or West, has
come up with figures for the social costs.

The federal government is claiming that
the costs of non-reunification will be
equally high, since, in this case, the wave
of migration, which is already causing a
certain amount of social disturbance in
the West, could not be stopped. But this

migration could be stemmed if GDR citi-
zens were treated like normal immigrants,
and if Bonn was ready to come up with the
immediate financial aid (between 10 and
15 billion DM) asked for by the GDR gov-
ernment and Round Table. Only under
these conditions would the reconstruction
of the GDR have any credibility for East
Germans.

Bonn is refusing to do this because it
wants to force the GDR into rapid and
unconditional reunification. It answers the
employers’ reservations with an alterna-
tive calculation: past experience of invest-
ment in countries with “state trade” shows
limited profitability, insofar as there con-
tinues to exist a political system that
imposes precise conditions, where work-
ers cannot be freely disposed of, and
where the global economic conditions are
dictated by political rather than purely
market criteria.

According to Bonn, if private invest-
ment in the GDR is to be really profitable,
it is necessary to impose the FRG’s politi-
cal and judicial system. “Only when we
have political power will we be able to
control conditions for investmeni; only
then will we be able to remove negative
factors for the market.”

This is a very dangerous operation for
the bourgeoisie. But it believes that it has
sufficient financial as well as repressive
means (police and special para-military
units) and political ability to carry it
through.

Threat to take back property
from East Germans

The question is: who will pay the costs
of reunification? Certainly not capital. In
the first place it is the GDR that will have
to take it on. A colossal process of expro-
priation threatens to begin immediately
after the March elections. Some 500,000
previous landowners and at least the same
number of homeowners are demanding
what once belonged to them.

The traditional firms in the FRG have
already set up in the GDR to find out
what there is that could serve as
branches there. The FRG trusts are
negotiating with the GDR’s industrial
complexes. Siemens has pounced on
Robotron, Volkswagen on IFA, Zeiss
Ikon on Zeiss Jena, the three chemical
industry giants on the Leuna work-
shops and so on. A list of 3,000 firms
that want to buy GDR factories at a
very low price or who want to create
new private enterprises has been
made public. West German capital
dictates  the conditions  with
unashamed brutality and aggression.

The second group who will pay are
West German workers. The Associa-
tion of Engineering Employers has
already categorically rejected any fur-
ther reduction in the working week as
well as the maintenance of the free
weekend, referring to the GDR. The
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president of the Association of Savings
Banks has gone so far as to assert that
reunification requires limitations on trade
union rights and social negotiations. The
social claims of the metalworkers and
printers this year are going to be tests of
strength.

There are also other costs that threaten
West German wage earners: there is talk
of setting up, after the federal elections,
“emergency sacrifices” for the GDR, for
example, special taxes. Political pressure
to keep down wage rises is already appar-
ent. Under the pressure of competition
from the GDR the level of pensions, ser-
vices and health care are going to drop,
but the cost is going to rise.

A grand coalition, ranging from the
Christian Democrats to the social democ-
racy are promising that the “period of
adjustment” will be brief and will be fol-
lowed by a new economic miracle. God
alone knows! It cannot be ruled out. But it
is a fact that the new Greater Germany
will come out of the reunification process
profoundly destabilized. In any case,
promises about the future are not the main
concern of the wage eamers; they are
worried about what is going to happen
next.

Seizure of power by West
German bourgeoisie

Properly speaking, we should talk about
the “incorporation” of the GDR into the
FRG rather than reunification. What is
happening is the conquest of the GDR as
a new market by West German capital
and the seizure of social and political
power by the West German bourgeoisie
on the territory and over the population of
the GDR.

In the GDR resistance to the mecha-
nisms of the Anschluss is beginning to
take shape. At the end of January, the Free
German Confederation of Unions
(FDGB) held its congress, at which it it
adopted a trade union law demanding a
right of veto for the unions on matters of
working conditions and decisions that
affect the enterprises (changes in forms of
property, the structure of the enterprise,
functioning, investment and so on), as
well as measures of defence against lock
outs and the right to strike. The FDGB
wants this law passed even before the
elections, if not it is threatening a general
strike. One can have one’s doubts about
what strength a renewed FDGB can have,
however. The same motivation: “we must
be in the factories before capital” is also
behind the movement for the reconstruc-
tion of workers councils, which, also,
remains weak for the moment.

Tenants, haunted by the fear of being
dispossessed and thrown in the street,
have formed an association. Capitalist
plans are thus, for the first time in a
bureaucratically dominated state, inspir-
ing a large-scale anti-capitalist reaction.
Thus perhaps this opposition to capital

may produce what the opposition to the
bureaucracy only stimulated in embryo:
an anti-capitalist awareness and a process
of self-organization of the working class
and large layers of the population.

The East German SPD, which seems
likely to win the election was the first to
raise national slogans. The West German
SPD candidate for the Chancellorship,
Oskar Lafontaine, has been attacking the
“costs of reunification”. It may be that it
is the social democracy that succeeds in
becoming the most skilful architects of
reunification. At best, such a line can pro-
long the reunification process somewhat.
But this will change nothing regarding the
character of the Anchluss and its social
consequences for a large part of the popu-
lation.

Al the present time, the process of inte-
gration of the GDR by capital seems inev-
itable. Even a strike movement for
specific demands might become a strike
for unification and win the demands only
in this framework.

Collapse of bureaucratic
economy

Time is a decisive factor in this revolu-
tion. Given that the collapse of the
bureaucratic economy is faced by a capi-
talist economy that has been growing for
seven years; the political revolution is
exposed to massive pressure from West
German imperialism; no alternative way
out exists at a mass level; and, finally,
when the criticism of the old regime over-
whelms for ever all discussion of another
anti-capitalist road, the time available for
developing an alternative is decisive. This
time does not exist in the GDR. There is
not a sufficient field of action to win a
large part of the population to another
form of planned economy.

This does not mean that people are pass-
ing bag and baggage over to the side of
capitalism. In the FRG, the project of a
rapid integration of the GDR has awak-
ened great anxiety. The wage earners do
not want to pay the costs of reunification.
Greater anxieties are felt in the East. The
population fears that reunification will
create a “second-class zone” out of East
Germany. Ina Merkel, president of the
Independent Women’s Association (see
1V 180) can count on considerable support
when she says that capitalism also has a
“great need” of reforms.

The population of the two German
states is looking for a third way between
the evils of capitalism and bureaucratic
rule. This explains the popularity of the
social democracy which is perceived as
the only force capable of realizing such a
perspective. The “when” and the “how”
of reunification will be the object of
strong social conflicts in the two German
states. Their outcome will determine the
circumstances and the relation of forces
under which reunification will be real-
ized. %

The

perspectives
of the

Marxist left

JOR SMISHONW

WE PUBLISH below an
interview with well-known
Soviet independent Marxist
writer and activist Boris
Kagarlitsky. The interview
was carried out by David
Seppo in Moscow on
November 25, 1989.

ELL me about the socialist
party that you are involved in
establishing.

Yes, we are setting up a socialist
party. But any talk of this would have
been meaningless were it not for the
appearance of a labour movement in Rus-
sia for the first time in 60 years. And itis
a movement that has moved with amazing
speed through many of the historical stag-
es that the Western labour movements
have experienced over decades: from
spontaneous strikes to overcoming secto-
ral professional divisions (the initial mis-
trust and hostility of the other workers to
the miners’ strike) to the formation of
independent trade unions and political
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movements.

We are the “Committees of New
Socialists” and we exist in a number of
towns and regions. A congress is planned
for January, and it is possible that it will
decide on the foundation of a party.

Since the July strike, a realignment of
political forces has occurred. Before the
picture was one of liberals against con-
servatives. But now it appears that, while
the conservatives have kept their social
base, the liberal front has fallen apart. It
turned out to be a narrow group, centred
in Moscow.

At the same, time a left has begun to
emerge: this is the labour movement, as
well as the New Socialists, who are seek-
ing to build their base in the working
class and already have very good ties
with the strike committees.

B Who are the conservatives?

This is a revolt of the apparatus, as well
as the United Front of Toilers (UFT).
There is no more frightening animal for
Gorbachev. For half a year the liberals
were shouting: We must have the next
party congress early! And they achieved
nothing. Now apparently the apparatus
supports this demand. The mass party
meeting organized yesterday by the
Leningrad party committee represents
conservative populism.

This sector of the apparatus is rying to
find a social basis in that part of the mass-
es that not only has received nothing from
the reform but that is not capable of resist-
ing independently. In the Communist
Manifesto, Marx and Engels wrote of the
reactionary socialism of the aristocracy
directed against the bourgeoisie. This is

similar: this is oriented to the past and to
the masses against the new elite, and it
threatens to shake Gorbachev’s boat.

B What do you think of the econo-
mist Sergeev (professor at the High-
er Trade Urion School), who has
emerged as the main theoretician of
the UFT?

Sergeev and Co. in practice, though not
explicitly and perhaps not even necessari-
ly consciously, appeal to the conservative
part of the apparatus and through it to
those strata of the working class that have
not yet awoken and still follow the appara-
tus, either organizationally or ideological-
ly. When a crisis breaks out, we go to the
workers; they go to the party committees.

We do not in principle reject the possi-
bility of cooperation with the UFT to the
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degree that there are workers in it. But we
cannot talk with the present leadership of
the Moscow and Leningrad UFTs. There
are also apparently a significant number
of Pamyat’ members in the Moscow UFT,
even though Pamyat’ considers the Octo-
ber Revolution a catastrophe and is anti-
socialist. The UFT is akin to the Zubatov
movement [Police unionist movement in
Russia preceding the 1905 revolution].

But the regime eventually lost control of
its creation, and the movement became
revolutionary. This could happen to the
UFT.

B And yet, the analyses of the cur-
rent reform by what you describe as
the right and left have a number of
points in common.

We agree that the current reform con-
cept leads only to chaos and the disinte-
gration of the

cooperatives, whose high incomes and
prices and crooked practices have
aroused so much popular anger. We
oppose this. Rather, they can be taxed or
restricted in their use of hired labour. But
is not labour in the state sector hired ?

B Can you elaborate on how you
see the workers’ attitudes toward
the market?

The workers are for the market. The
whole question is how they understand it.
All workers in some degree believe that
the market will enable them to resolve
certain problems that at present cannot
find resolution. But while the liberals,
like Shmelev and Popov, identify the
market with capitalism and intend to use
it as an excuse for demanding privatiza-
tion, the issuing of shares, the admission
of multinationals; the workers feel that

ernment reform is apparently a phase the
workers will have to live through [until
they develop their own reform pro-
gramme]. The current market reform
will not yield the hoped-for results. At
best, it will introduce some market rela-
tions, but in combination with traditional
bureaucratic relations. Creating a certain
market rationality at some levels, it
destroys it at others. It will result in a cra-
zy market, in chaos.

‘When the state fixed prices, even if they
were often artificial, at least there was an
attempt to take into account production
costs. With this reform, you will find dif-
ferent prices in different parts of the coun-
try. There will be tens and hundreds of
isolated markets. Money will stop being
the universal means of exchange. The
economy is effectively dominated by
monopolies. To create competition you
need a strong central

economy and coun-
try. But they dream
of a return to the past,
and we dream of a
democratic reform.
But this will be a
reform that calls for a
considerable amount
of centralism. In this,
incidentally, we have
allies in the ecologi-
cal movement, whose
members understand
the need for central-
ism. Decentralization
as it is occurring now
means only the brig-
andage of the minis-

tries, which are
producers’ monopo-
lies.

A real programme
of restructuring the
economy  requires
strong central plan-

| )
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state capable of taking
investment decisions
that will create condi-
tions for competition.
Paradoxically, the
creation of a market
requires the creation of
central planning that at
present does not exist.
We are not, then,
opposed in principle to
the market. Of course,
there may well be con-
tradictions between the
socialist organization
of labour and the com-
modity character of the
economy. But these are
contradictions that
must be resolved in the
course of an entire his-
torical epoch.

B This sounds very
similar to the analy-

ning instruments. But
these instruments should be used to intro-
duce market relations, in the sense of
creating conditions that empower consu-
mers, make possible a de-monopolization
policy and create conditions for competi-
tion. But this is competition in a frame-
work that makes it work for common
goals. This is what Ota Sik called the mac-
ro-economic framework. What is princi-
pally new in this model of socialism —
and the workers are spontaneously
demanding the same — is the ending of
ownership as absiract state property and
its transfer to the soviets at different lev-
els, from the national to the micro-district.

And from below there should be control
by self-management organizations or
associations of self-managing enterprises.
Collective property, i.e. worker-owned
enterprises, is also possible, that is, a
cooperative sector, though I personally do
not like that idea too much. There would
also be a private sector.

The UFT calls for the shutting down the

the introduction of certain market incen-
tives will allow for a more rational organ-
ization of work, will allow them to earn
more money for social investment, and
also create a basis for self-
management.

We in the New Socialists see the intro-
duction of market elements by the gov-
ernment as bringing certain elements of
ralionality to the economy and at the
same time intensifying class contradic-
tons and social resistance. That is the
other side of the coin. The government’s
market reform will activate the workers,
and that is very positive. Thus, until now
the situation has been one of general
labour shortage and a sellers’ market for
labour.

The government’s reform aims to
change this, to create a buyers’ market.
But it is very unlikely that it will get as
far as creating mass unemployment. The
workers will respond with a wave of
strikes and demonstrations. So the gov-

sis of the small
number of Marxist social scientists
in different Moscow Institutes and at
the university.

Yes, we work with them. They have
formed a *Club of Marxist Researchers”.
Some have recently published articles
critical of the reform in the popular eco-
nomic journal EKO, which lately has also
published material by Broué on Trotsky
and by Tony CIiff, though, frankly, pub-
lishing CIiff is really going too far! Char-
acteristically, they have not asked
Sergeev to join.

It is as if you have a sick person before
you. Sergeev makes a good diagnosis:
infected eye, a head cold, autitis. But his
cure is: off with the head! It is hard to say
to what extent that corresponds to the atti-
tudes of a part of the workers.

Meanwhile, the liberals point to this and
say: see what a mean person he is? We
only want to poke out the eyes. On the
other hand, I feel that a currency reform,
one of the UFT’s key demands aimed at
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“unearned income”, is inevitable. So is
rationing.

B Tell me something of the Sot-
sprof, the Federation of Socialist
Trade Unions, in which you are
involved. Reading some of their
documents, | was surprised to see
that they want to include unions of
cooperators in the federation. But
many cooperatives use hired labour
— so are not they organizations of
employers?

That is a big problem. I agree that many
of the cooperators are really private entre-
preneurs. But since it is a federation, if the
cooperators enter it, they will probably be
marginal. In any case, the Sotsprof still
has not held its founding conference; so it
is still not clear who will have the upper
hand and what the Sotsprof will be.

The Sotsprof really has two faces, two
leaders — Khramov and Volovik. If you
read their respective documents, you
would think it was two different
organizations. Khramov, an
oceanographer by pro-
fession, is a social
democrat in
essence. He has
moderate posi-
tions on rela-
tions to the
authorities.

He does not
want politics

in the Sot-
sprof, no con-
flicts with the
authorities, no
stirring up of the
class struggle. He
is a moderate, and
his positions are con-
ciliationist.

Volovik, on the other hand,
adheres to the model of fighting unions.
In Vorkuta recently he aroused the ire of
the authorities when he stated: The gov-
ermnment is our opponent. You don’t
appeal to your opponent. You fight him.
He is an engineer by profession. He
worked a half a year as a worker in a fac-
tory and now he works full time for Sot-
sprof. He is one of the most promising
potential leaders of the New Socialists.
And so, there are two positions in the Sot-
sprof: one oriented to the Western social-
democratic model; the other) to the West-
ern left.

B Let's talk now a little about the
national movements.

In the Baltic, these are movements
based to a large extent upon the liberal
and nationalist parts of the local appara-
tus, on the one hand, and the nationalist
intelligentsia, on the other. They have
working class support, to be sure, but they
do not have firm roots in the working
class. In Estonia, the working class, which
is almost totally Russian speaking, is hos-

tile to the national movement. But even in
Lithuania, where the Workers’ Union is a
part of the Sajudis, the national move-
ment, the leader of the Workers Union,
Kazimir Suoka, who is also a loyal mem-
ber of the Sajudis, is constantly complain-
ing that the Sajudis does not care a damn
about the workers’ interests.

Suoka himself, of course, does not
always represent the workers. On the one
hand, he does complain about the Saju-
dis’ failure to take up working class con-
cens. But on the other, he does
everything to orient the workers toward
the Sajudis. There are also a significant
number of Polish and Russian speaking
workers in Lithuania, and even Lithuani-
ans, who, while not enemies of the Saju-
dis, do not identify with it.

B What exactly is the Workers’
Union in Lithuania?

It was founded by Suoka as a sort of
working class wing of the Sajudis. But
now it is becoming clear that if the

Workers' Union finally devel-

ops its own personality, it
will be very different
from the Sajudis. So
even in Lithuania,
class differences
are  beginning
very much to be
felt. In Latvia,
where workers’
clubs have
emerged, their
leaders  joined
the Popular

Front, but now

they also all com-
plain that it does not
give a damn about the

workers and makes no
effort to overcome national
divisions within the working
class. Even Egeryonok, one of the leaders
of the workers’ movement inside the Pop-
ular Front of Latvia, wrote in the P.F.’s
paper, Atmoda, that the P.F does not
respond when the workers make efforts to
heal these divisions. This is very telling.
Of course, the local bureaucracy is very
much interested in maintaining national
divisions.

In Estonia, on the other hand, the
national confrontation has taken on a
clear class character, since the working
class is Russian speaking, while the intel-
ligentsia, the bureaucracy and the cooper-
ators are Estonian.

B What of the organization of Rus-
sian workers In Estonia, the Interd-
vizhenie?

It has two tendencies. One is conserva-
tive, oriented to the UFT. That is at
present the majority. Then there is a
minority, oriented to us, the New Social-
ists, led by Konstantin Kignadze, one of
the founders of Interdvizhenie. He is for
the creation of a socialist party on a non-

national, class basis.

But at present this is not possible in
Estonia, as the national split is very deep.
I hold the leaders of the National Front
very much responsible for this. At the
beginning, the Russian speaking popula-
tion looked favourably upon that move-
ment. If the issues had been posed, not on
a national, but on a social and democratic
basis, the situation would have evolved
differently.

So, on the one hand, the national move-
ments in the Baltic have been a force for
pluralism in the country as a whole. They
have led to the emergence of new demo-
cratic possibilities. They helped shift the
political process from a dead point. I am
not at all attacking them across the line
and totally distancing myself from them.
But along with the democratic potential
that they contain, there is also a strong
national-bureaucratic element. The fact
that the Vice Prime Minister of Estonia is
Edgar Saivis, a leader of the P.F., and that
members of the Central Committee of the
Estonian C.P. not only meet together with
members of the P.F., but they actually
chair these meetings — that also says
something.

H You say it is a coalition of the
nationalist intelligentsia and the
national-liberal sector of the appara-
tus. But what does the former think
will happen after independence?
One of them gave an interview in
Canada in which he said that the
P.F. was just using the Communists
as a shield against Moscow, but
once Independence is achieved,
they will be chucked out.

That is an illusion. If they get indepen-
dence, they will close ranks even more
against the people. This is because they
will lose the support of the workers. This
has already happened in Estonia. It is still
not so clear in Latvia and Lithuania.

The intelligentsia must choose between
the people and the apparatus. I have such
strong reservations about the national
movements because camps are being
formed on a national basis, but the real
problems cannot be solved in the frame-
work of individual republics.

W That may be true objectively. But
you have the problem of people’s
consciousness..You remember that
Lenin said — it is easy to be an inter-
nationalist when you belong to the
big nation.

But you and I, Jews, do not belong to
big nations. But seriously, our comrades
are genuine internationalists. I was very
much struck when I was in Karaganda to
see a total absence of national and ethnic
divisions. And there are many nationali-
ties: Kazakhs, Russians, Tatars, Ukraini-
ans, and many other groups who were
exiled there. The miners were very united,
and when I asked one what he thought
about the national divisions, he answered:

19
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Go down in the mine. Everyone there is
wearing masks and covered with dirt.
There you will see if the national ques-
tion poses itself. They have a totally dif-
ferent approach from that of the Popular
Fronts of the republics.

B The Lithuanian Supreme Soviet
just voted a law that guarantees cul-
tural rights and equal civil and polit-
ical rights to the republic's
minorities. That sounds very pro-
gressive.

This occurred only after the Poles, who
live compactly in a district outside of Vil-
nius, declared themselves an autonomous
region. The Lithuanians had no choice. It
has not come to this yet in Estonia. The
Estonians come out against the imperial-
ist oppression of small peoples by the
Soviet regime and by the Russians.

But as soon as their own Russian
minority starts to talk this way, they
declare that Estonia is one and indivisi-
ble. In Georgia, the national movement is
also pushing for independence from the
Soviet Union. But when the Abkhazians
or the Southern Ossetians want separa-
tion from Georgia, they will not hear of
it. Paradoxically, Georgia is probably the
republic that presently stands the closest
to separation. They have no internal Rus-
sian minority to pose problems but they
have their own minorities. There is a lot
of irrationality and illusion in these
national movements, the illusion that
once independence is won, all the prob-
lems will go away. In Armenia, the
movement calls for independence

because the Soviet government will not
allow them to start a war with Turkey
and Azerbaijan to win back their ances-
tral lands. Of course, they would be
trounced in such a war.

On the other hand, the Azeris want out
because the Soviet Union will not guar-
antee their republic’s integrity against
the Armenians who want Nagomo-
Karabakh. An officer who recently
returned from the Transcaucasus said he
saw pitched battles there the likes of
which he had not seen even during his
service in Afghanistan.

It is one thing, then, to support the
democratic right to secede. But this does
not mean that socialists must lend their
support to all secession movements.

B Let's conclude by returning to
the working class. Are the miners a
special group of workers?

I think they are all over the world.
They have a very high level of collecti-
vism. They live closely, in their own iso-
lated communities and they have a very
developed sense of solidarity and mutual
aid.

B What are their social origins?

In Vorkuta and Karaganda they are the
children of convicts. In the Kuzbass they
are not first generation, but indigenous
Siberians. The Kuzbass and the Donbass
miners are one of the few cases of an
hereditary working class that is several
generations old. There is also a rather
large strata of intelligentsia, people with
higher education who have gone down

into the mines to earn good wages. But
for all the particular traits of the miners, I
believe that in the coming year, other
groups of workers will mobilize: engi-
neering workers will start to move, per-
haps metallurgy, transport for sure.

M Are the Donbass miners worried
about the prospect of mine clo-
sures? If a real market is introduced,
it is clear that many mines will be
shut as unprofitable.

They are indeed worried. But the fact is
that many really do need to be closed. The
miners understand this. But the point is
not simply to close them, but to create
new work places, a new economy, retrain
the miners, cultivate the land, restore it
ecologically. There is a lot of coal
dumped as waste. Some say that the
region could live for a whole generation
just on reclaiming the coal from these
huge waste piles. But you need new tech-
nology for this.

This calls for huge capital investments
and democratic control over them. If the
free market is allowed to decide, there
will be a Thatcher-type solution: the area
will be abandoned, and that will be that.
The miners understand that there are two
ways to go. They have posed the question
of reprofiling the region’s economy in a
Very serious manner.

They know this cannot occur spontane-
ously through market forces. Nor can they
count upon the directors, who do not care
what happens. It calls for a thought out,
long-term strategy, and this can only be
done on a democratic basis.
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The Lviv strike committee — The
role of workers in the Ukrainian
national movement

HIS REGION, which was

only incorporated into the

Soviet Union at the end of

the second world war and
which has a history of extremely
stubborn resistance to Stalinist pow-
er, is the most militant center of the
awakening of the Ukrainian nation,
a process that led in September to
the founding of the People’s Move-
ment of Ukraine for Restructuring,
RUKH (see IV171).

Big mass demonstrations for polit-
ical democracy and for national
rights shook the city of Lviv in the
summer of 1988. Despite very bru-
tal repression by the police of the
Brezhnevite regime that continued
in this republic, the movement did
not retreat. In the fall of the same year,
there were still more massive and politi-
cally radical mobilizations. In the spring
of 1989, during the election campaign for
the Congress of People’s Deputies of the
USSR, such demonstrations became
almost daily events. On each occasion,
they brought tens of thousands of people
onto the streets, raising slogans that more
and more openly called for the indepen-
dence of Ukraine.

At this point, actions by workers in fac-
tories began to play an increasingly
important role. In order to force the
bureaucracy to allow the writer Ivan
Drach (today the national chair of RUKH)
on the ballot, workers in various factories
and students in several schools held coor-
dinated “warning strikes.” Later, huhdreds
of thousands of citizens demonstrated in
Lviv for the legalization of the Ukrainian
Catholic Church. Outlawed in the 1940s
by Stalin, this church has survived under-
ground thanks to great popular support.

The Ukrainian Helsinki Union (UHS),
which was reconstituted by some of the
most battle-hardened dissidents that Gor-
bachev released from the concentration
camps, became the leading political force
in the mass movement in this region.
Devoted in principle to defending human,
civil and national rights, the UHS has
tended in fact to became a political organi-
zation for national independence. In July
1989, the miners in the Lviv coalfield
joined the general strike of Soviet miners.
But here in the Chermohrad mines, the
demands were more directly political.
They reflected the democratic demands of
the national movement in the region,

SINCE October 1989, the Ukrainian
workers’ and national democratic
movement has had an instrument of
political struggle in the city of Lviv.
Called the Lviv Strike Commitee, this
body and the role that it has played in the
mass struggles shows that the working
class is tending more and more to take
the leadership of the national movement

in western Ukraine.

ZBIGNIEW KOWALEWSKI

which were reinforced by specifically
workers’ demands.

On October 1, 1989, a democratic mass
demonstration was again repressed, but
this time with particular violence, by the
special forces of the Ministry of the Inter-
ior. Those responsible for this attack
clearly wanted to warn the population of
Lviv that the next time they would not
hesitate to repeat what happened in Thbili-
si. But the effect was the opposite of
what they expected.

Repression leads to
increased mobilization

Instead of demobilizing the masses, the
repression helped to mobilize them still
more. On October 3, they protested with
a two-hour general strike. The initiative
committee that called this strike included
the regional council of RUKH, the Ukrai-
nian Helsinki Union, the Student Frater-
nal  Association, the Memorial
association, the Committee in Defense of
the Ukrainian Greek-Catholic Church,
the Independent Ukrainian Association
of Creative Intellectuals, the Jewish Cul-
tural Society and all other independent
organizations active in the city.

The committee called on all inhabitants
of Lviv, “regardless of nationality, party
loyalty, social status or religion” to “join
together in one united front against
crimes against the people,” under the slo-
gan, “We are for perestroika! There will
be no return to neo-Stalinism,” to “form
strike committees at workplaces, which
would keep the situation in the city under

their control,” and to “coordinate
them in one single city strike com-
mittee.” In the afternoon of Oclober
3, about 30,000 people attended the
rally called by the initiative com-
mittee to demand an authoritative
public investigation of the repres-
sion and prosecution of those
responsible.

During this rally, the Lviv Strike
Committee was founded by dele-
gates of strike committees in 55 fac-
tories, enterprises and institutions
and by representatives from all the
independent democratic organiza-
tions. The local strike committees
in the cities of Drohobych and
Truskavets also joined it. Viktor
Furmanov, a Russian worker well
known for his activity in the Ukrainian
Helsinki Union, was elected chair.

The immediate objective of this com-
mittee was to demand “glasnost” about
the October 1 demonstration and punish-
ment of those responsible for it. But in
reality, the organization aspired from the
beginning to go much further. In its mani-
festo, it announced that its role would be
to “defend the interests and rights of the
workers, to fight for social justice and to
participate actively in the solution of state,
political and economic questions, and if
necessary to unleash a strike” in the Lviv
region. Furmanov explained that the com-
mittee’s main weapon would be mass
political strikes and that the law adopted
by the Supreme Soviet of the USSR regu-
lating labor conflicts could not be invoked
against this, because the law is applicable
only to economic strikes.

During its first session, the committee
decided to support the standing strike
committees that exist in the enterprises
and to aim to coordinate its activities with
the strike committees in other regions of
Ukraine; to train workers in the methods
of conducting strikes; as well as to orga-
nize teams to maintain public order and so
on. It also decided to systematically
explain the political situation to the popu-
lation and to draw up a list of political and
social demands, a political platform and a
program for solving the crisis. The com-
mittee also announced that one of its main
tasks was to “organize workers' control
over the administration, the use of social
funds, working conditions and discipline”
in the enterprises.

On October 18, the Lviv Strike Commit-
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tee issued a public statement addressed to
the Supreme Soviet of Ukraine in which
it demanded that the coming general elec-
tions in the republic be conducted in a ful-
ly democratic way, that the debate in the
republic Supreme Soviet be broadcast
live over radio and TV, and that the way
be opened for the submission of alterna-
tive proposals drawn up by the indepen-
dent organizations for a vote in this body.

In a parallel appeal, it called on all the
strike committees in Ukraine formed dur-
ing the miners’ strike to focus their
actions on the decisive political demand
of “all power to the people’s councils.”

When its initial demands were not
accepted, the Lviv Strike Committee
resorted to its first mass action, calling a
24-hour general strike in the city for
October 27 “as a sign of protest against
the unwillingness to punish the organiz-
ers and executors of the criminal deed of
October 1, against the spreading of lies
and slander against social organizations
and their activists, against administrative
repression in Ukraine and also as a sign of
solidarity with the strikers in Vorkuta.”

The action was not as large as expected.
It was announced almost on the eve, with-
out much preparation. Having little expe-
rience in organizing strikes, the
committee relied too much on spontane-
ity.

Moderate nationalists try to
head off strike

Moreover, at the last moment, the Lviv
council of RUKH sowed confusion, call-
ing not for a strike but only for rallies in
the enterprises, because in its opinion the
action had not been adequately built. In
reality, more moderate leaders and advis-
ors of RUKH sought to head off the
strike.

In their view, such an action could
destabilize the political situation, provoke
the institution of a state of war and pre-
vent the holding of democratic general
elections in the city.

Besides, they were not happy about the
independence of the Lviv Strike Commit-
tee. In order to bring it under their con-
trol, they demanded that it consult with
the RUKH leadership about its actions.
The majority of the latter is made up of
pro-Gorbachev reformist intellectuals. As
a result of all these factors, the workers in
only 20 factories and institutions in Lviv
participated in the action.

In its activities, the Lviv Strike Com-
mittee applies the principles of mass
democracy. Its work on a list of demands
and a political platform have been pre-
sented for public discussion in rallies. On
December 2, some 30,000 people took
partin such a rally.

On that occasion, it was decided that
the demands adopted would have the
force of a mandate for the Lviv deputies
representing the independent organiza-
tions in the legislative bodies of the

USSR, and that these deputies would
have to give an accounting to the masses
of the way they executed their mandate.

On January 24, in another mass rally, in
which 10 thousand people participated,
the Lviv Strike Committee took a posi-
tion on the conflict between the Armeni-
an and Azeri national movements.
“Motivated by feelings of solidarity with
the democratic forces of the peoples of
the Caucasus and by genuine internation-
alism,” it condemned the Soviet military
intervention in Azerbaijan. It called on
the Armenian National Movement and
the People’s Front of Azerbaijan “to sit
down at a negotiating table and do every-
thing possible to put an end to the inter-
ethnic conflicts and violence, which serve
only the interests of the enemies of the
freedom and independence of the Arme-
nian and Azeri peoples and all other peo-
ples of the empire.”

Criminal gendarmes of the
Empire

Protesting against the use of Ukrainian
soldiers in repressive military operations
against other peoples of the USSR, the
Committee declared... “We call on all
individuals liable for military service to
refuse to serve outside Ukraine, and
above all to refuse to serve as criminal
gendarmes of the empire in Azerbaijan.”
The citizens of Ukraine were also called
on to hold rallies, demonstrations and
pickets and to sign petitions to prevent
the sending of Ukrainian conscripts for
operations to repress the national move-
ments of other peoples.

The vice chair of the Lviv Strike Com-
mittee, Stepan Khmara, has pointed out
that this organization did not arise as the
result of a social or economic struggle but
as the outcome of a political struggle, in
which both the former aspects were com-
bined, and that this is its most original
feature.

The Committee does not limit itself to
defending the interests of workers in spe-
cific industries or trades but defends the
civic and democratic rights of all working
people and all citizens. For this reason, it
is structured along purely territorial lines.

According to Khmara, who is a well-
known activist of the Ukrainian Helsinki
Union and the Committee to Defend the
Ukrainian  Greek-Catholic ~ Church:
“There is no way out of the ecological,
economic and national-cultural crisis or
out of the grave social situation without
solving the problem of power. Power
must be transferred to the people, to dem-
ocratically elected councils on all levels.
But the slogan of ‘all power to the coun-
cils’ can be given real social content only
when the CPSU ceases to hold a monopo-
ly over the running of society....

“The present situation is characterized
by the growing pressure of the democrat-
ic forces from below and by the resistance
to democratic changes from above. In the

western and eastern regions of our repub-
lic, this conflict is reaching a critical
point. In this situation, the stabilizing role
should be played by the strike committees
(or workers’ committees or workers’
unions), whose task would be to take the
situation under their control and organize
pressure on the reactionary anti-popular
apparatus of the CPSU, theteby averting
chaos and repression by the government.
The time has come to create an all-
Ukraine coordinating center for these
organizations.

Instrument of force to combat
Stalinists

“Only within the framework of such
coordination can the strike committees act
as independent organs, at the same time
maintaining extensive consultative links
with other political and social organiza-
tions with democratic platforms. In a soci-
ety in which all the power belongs to a
Communist elite, which has no law but
force, it is essential to have an instrument
of force capable of compelling this elite to
respect the people. Such an instrument is
the political strike. In certain conditions,
this extreme form of protest is the peo-
ple’'s only effective means of self-
defense.”

The base structures of the regional strike
committees and for their coordination at
the republic level must be in the factories,
Khmara explained. “The formation of
strike committees in the enterprises will
assist the free activity of the workers and
create a climate favorable for propagating
democratic ideas among the masses. This
will be a mechanism for defense against
arbitrary actions by the apparatuses of the
administration and the Communist Party.
It will create a more decent life for the
workers, who should become the real
owners of the enterprises. Under an illegal
and totalitarian dictatorship, the strike
committees are a new hope for a people
that aspires to free itself from oppression
and become sovereign.” !

Over the past decade, it has been more
and more confirmed that the influence of
the Polish revolution of 1980-1981 has
contributed to the rebirth of the national
movements of the oppressed peoples in
the western territories of the USSR.2
Today, the most advanced ideas of this
revolution are finding an echo in the polit-
ical strategy being worked out by the Lviv
Strike Committee. %

1. The statements.of the Lviv Strike Commiteee and
its leaders -quoted-in “this article are-cited from the
independent publications Lvivski Visti and Nova Doba,
from the releases of the Press Service of the Ukrainian
Helsinki Union -and the Ukrainian Press Agency and
articles by 5. Khmara in the weekly Ukrainske Slovo
published in Paris.

2. See R. Solchanyk, “Poland and the Soviet West,” in
S. E. Wimbush, editor, Soviet Nationalities in Strate-
gic Perspective, London and Sydney: Croom Helm,
1985.
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Political revolution and the reunification of
Germany

We publish below two resolutions discussed at the

February/March meeting of the United Secretariat of
the Fourth International, a worldwide Trotskyist
organization.
The first resolution received a majority of votes at the
meeting.

The situation in the
GDR and our tasks

1. SINCE the end of October 1989, the
GDR has been experiencing the begin-
ning of political revolution. The impetu-
ous rise of the mass movement, of
exceptional breadth, has won a large num-
ber of victories. Under the impetus of
rejection of the repressive regime of the
SED and a growing awareness of the
waste engendered by bureaucratic man-
agement of the economy and the intolera-
ble privileges this involved, the masses
mobilized to overthrow the bureaucratic
dictatorship. They have shaken it to its
foundations.

But alongside this remarkable rise in
the self-activity of the masses, there was a
no less pronounced delay in self-
organization and the precise goals of pow-
er that flow from this. There is no revolu-
tionary vanguard, not to mention a
revolutionary leadership. There was
growing political disarray among the
workers, the product of disenchantment
with the despotic SED regime and the
lack of a credible alternative, and the pro-
nounced delay in realizing substantial
reforms in the economic and social fields.
To a large extent, the masses identify
socialism with Stalinism, whose bank-
ruptcy is visible to the naked eye and
which is universally rejected.

In these conditions, the carrying
through of the political revolution in the
short-term was excluded, and a shift
occurred in the attitude of the masses.

2. Like any revolution, the beginnings
of political revolution in the GDR posed
the question of power, shaking the exist-
ing state power to its very foundations.
Theoretically there are three possible out-
comes to the question of who rules in the
GDR:

® The re-establishment of a consolidat-
ed rule of the nomenklatura. This would

require at least partial repression of the
mass movement — for example of the
type that resulted from Jaruzelski’s coup
d’état in Poland — even if the bureaucra-
cy is no longer capable of completely
suffocating, not to say crushing, the mass
movement. In the current national and
international relationships of forces this
first outcome is very unlikely.

® The victory of the political revolu-
tion by the democratic exercise of politi-
cal and economic power by the self-
organized toiling masses. As already
indicated this seems excluded in the
short-term.

@ The restoration of capitalism under
the rule of a bourgeois state and by the
submission of the economy to the hold of
big capital, that is, a social counterrevo-
lution. Given the weakness of the small
and medium bourgeoisie, and the lack of
a big bourgeoisie in the country, the only
real possibility of such a restoration is
the absorption of the GDR by the FRG,
and the establishment of West German
bourgeois rule over the GDR's popula-
tion, as well as the hold of West German
big capitalism over the GDR’s economy.

In practice, in the present conditions.

the two most likely eventualities are:

® cither a restoration of capitalism
along the lines indicated.

@ or a process of convergence of West
and East Germany by stages, arriving at
the capitalist unification of Germany
(one state, one army, one police force,
one economic structure, one legal sys-
tem, one constitution) only after several
years. However this intermediary situa-
tion might be defined — confederation;
unification by sectors; a partial unifica-
tion; or a monetary, tariff and trade union
— it would be characterized by the
absence of a real united state power, that
is one army, one police force, one judi-

cial system, one economic structure, one
constitution, one legal code.

Such a confederation could combine
monetary unity under the control of the
Bundesbank, a large private sector in the
small and medium enterprises and the
beginnings of the establishment of big pri-
vate companies on GDR territory on the
one hand; and, on the other, maintaining a
majority public sector in the big enterpris-
es, keeping the armed forces and police
independent from those of the FRG, and
keeping a separate constitution and legal
system and separate state apparatus. This
does not exclude that, during this interme-
diary period, a section of the nomenklatu-
ra might try to integrate itself into the
bourgeoisie, another section orienting
more towards integration into the state
apparatus of a unified Germany, while
maintaining as far as possible strong posi-
tions at local, regional, economic, cultural
etc. levels.

The duration of this intermediary pro-
cess could favor the East German work-
ing class winning political and
organizational autonomy, even if by stag-
es. In any case, it would involve specific
tasks for revolutionary Marxists and the
whole of the socialist left in the GDR,
tasks which are not yet on the immediate
agenda of the mass struggles in the GDR.
It would be characterized by a very large
degree of freedom of action for the mass-
es in the GDR, owing to the extreme
weakness of the state.

3. The dynamic in the GDR differs from
that of the other countries in Eastern
Europe.

@ Because of the aspiration to German
unity in the consciousness of the masses,
a result above all of the attraction of the
higher living standards in the FRG, of
scepticism about the possibility of rapid,
progressive, radical social and economic
reforms in the GDR, as well as the
strength of national feeling which is fed
by the wild propaganda of the West Ger-
man media;

@ Because of the weight of the socialist
tradition within the working class and
intelligentsia, even if is channeled above
all through social democracy, whose
specificity in relation to the SPD is not yet
clarified. The contradiction between these
two particularities will probably shape the
evolution of the pelitical, economic and
social confrontations in the GDR in the
months, if not years, to come.

For the time being, the overwhelming
political tendency is towards a rapid unifi-
cation of Germany via the absorption of
the GDR by the FRG. The masses tend to
give priority to the unification of Germa-
ny regardless of its social and economic
content. The more the economic crisis
worsens, the more the scepticism about
the changes taking place is reinforced, the
more there is a flood of refugees making
the exodus to the FRG and the clearer
becomes the risk of total collapse of the
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GDR'’s economy, which is, moreover,
promoted by the cynical refusal of the
Kohl government to extend economic aid
to the GDR.

A capitalist unification of Germany
would represent a serious defeat for the
working class in the GDR, the FRG and
the whole of Europe, through the
strengthening of German imperialism that
it would mean, at least in the short-term.
In addition, the question of the exercise
of power by the workers is posed in the
GDR; it is not yet posed, either in the
short- or medium-term, in the FRG. Nor
would it be posed in a capitalist unified
Germany.

The popular masses of any country
have the democratic right to decide them-
selves to which state they wish to belong.
Revolutionary Marxists recognize such a
right. But they have the right and duty at
the same time to tell the truth to the mass-
es: the absorption of the GDR by the
FRG, even through a majority vote of the
masses, would represent a significant step
backwards for the masses themselves,
since it would involve the restoration of
capitalism in the GDR, and it should be
rejected by any conscious worker or
socialist.

Later developments would not be slow
in showing that the revolutionary Marx-
ists were right. They would broaden their
audience within the masses even if they
were swimming against the current on
this question for a time.

4. fact, as the transformations that
have started in the GDR become clearer
and develop, the concrete social and eco-
nomic questions will move to the fore-
front of the day-to-day concerns of the
masses. They will tend gradually to com-
bine with the question of unification,
reducing the exclusive priority which
seems 1o be given to this question today,
independently of its concrete content.
This would be all the more true if the
intermediate period of “confederation”,
that is unification by stages, were of any
length.

These preoccupations notably concern:

@ guaranteeing full employment;

® maintaining low rents and social ser-
vices

@® maintaining or introducing into the
constitution the right to work, the right to
education, the right to health-care, hous-
ing and legal aid for all;

@ the status of real ownership of the big
enterprises independently of the abstract
discussion on the “social market econo-
my” (that is, slightly reformed capital-
ism) against “planned economy”;

® the extension of democratic rights
and powers to the broad masses. .

® refusal to restore landed property to
the pre-1945 owners.

On this basis, the choice of the concrete
form and content of unification could lit-
tle by little replace the abstract question
(that is to say, without a concrete content)

of unification in general as the political
line of divide.

The essential thing, therefore, is to gain
time so that the masses can have this
experience before the class nature of the
German unified state is decided for a pro-
longed period.

The fight around the points outlined
during an intermediary period would also
gradually stimulate a differentiation,
indeed a political radicalization, in the
FRG as well. Little by little, the perspec-
tive of a socialist, unified Germany
would take shape.

In these conditions, the fight to defend
the sovereign right of the GDR workers
to decide their fate in all fields without
any foreign interference whatsoever is the
immediate priority objective of the
Fourth Intemnational in relation to Germa-
ny. This implies the possibility of, in
time, carrying through the process of
political revolution, even if revolutionary
Marxists do not have any illusions about
the — very limited — chances of seeing
this possibility arrive at its final conclu-
sion.

5. The absorption of the GDR by the
FRG in the short-term runs up against
some serious obstacles in the FRG itself,
obstacles that have been masked only
temporarily by the nationalist wave
sweeping the country.

® It confronts the bourgeoisie with a
difficult choice between priority for con-
solidating the EEC and priority for
absorbing the GDR. This choice takes a
clear form especially in the monetary
field. German capital cannot simultane-
ously bear the costs of creating a common
European money (for which the Bundes-
bank's exchange reserves would be the
main collateral) and of absorbing the
GDR, financed in Deutschmarks. Each
operation would cost tens of billions of
Deutschmarks, and they could not be car-
ried through together. They would more-
over stimulate a process of accelerated
inflation spreading through capitalist
Europe, which could choke off economic
expansion through a rise in interest rates,
even if the absorption of the GDR and the
penetration of West German capital in
East Europe in time stimulated the con-
juncture.

® It is fanning fears among the toiling
masses of a downward pressure on wages
and employment through the transfer of
centers of production to the GDR, as a
low-wage area, as well as of an aggravat-
ed crisis of social security and public
housing financing.

These fears will be aggravated by the
bourgeoisie’s attempts to shift the cost of
unification onto the backs of the workers.

6. The absorption of the GDR by the

FRG in the short run is also running up

against serious international obstacles.
The imperialist powers remained divid-

ed about this. For US imperialism, the pri-
ority is maintaining “detente” with the
USSR. It wants to avoid anything that
might provoke hostile reactions in the
Kremlin. The later cannot accept a united
Germany in NATO, which would involve
the possibility of seeing soldiers of the
imperialist countries or the Bundeswehr
based on the present territory of the GDR,
even in the longer term. It cannot either
accept any challenging by German
revanchists of the frontiers in East Europe
that emerged from the second world war,
in particular the Polish border and the
incorporation of the former East Prussia
into the USSR.

In addition American imperialism
would doubtless not look unkindly on a
slowing down of the process of consoli-
dating the EEC because of the German
unification. The vast majority of the Euro-
pean bourgeoisie, to the contrary, contin-
ues to prioritize this consolidation and
would consider a rapid unification of Ger-
many as an obstacle on this path.

But for a good part of the European
bourgeoisie, the inclusion of a unified
Germany in NATO is considered as a
necessity, both in order to reduce the risk
of the military preponderance of German
imperialism and in order to ensure the
continuation of an American military
presence in Europe. The Kohl wing of the
German bourgeoisie shares this second
concern.

The international context of the “Ger-
man question” gives a primary impor-
tance to all the demands linked to the anti-
militarist struggle:

® withdrawal of all foreign troops from
both Germanies;

@ dismantling of both armies and all
forces of repression in the two Germanies
and the de-militarization of Germany.

@ Opposition to possession of nuclear
weapons by a united Germany, the sign-
ing of a nuclear nonproliferation treaty by
a united Germany, elimination of all
nuclear weapons from German territory,
from France, from Great Britain and from
all countries of West and East Europe.

A broad mass movement is already pos-
sible on these two themes in both the FRG
and the GDR, with broad support in the
rest of Europe, indeed in the USSR and
the USA. Such mass movements would
create additional obstacles on the road to
a capitalist reunification of Germany.

7. In addition to this common political
task of the anti-capitalist and anti-
bureaucratic forces in the GDR, with
back-up in the FRG, revolutionary Marx-
ists will seek to get these forces to adopt a
series of transitional demands going in the
direction of defending the interests and
gains of the toiling masses, of increasing
democratic freedoms against the current
process which is tending to gradually sub-
ject these masses to exploitation and con-
trol by West German big capital. These
demands include notably:
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energy supplies in the
GDR, indispensable for
reasons of defending the
environment;  limiting
orientation to the EEC
market to the most mod-
ern sector of the GDR's
economy able to stand
up to the competition
without endangering
jobs; the elaboration of
an overall economic
plan after a broad, plu-
ralist, public discussion
decided in a pluralist and
democratic fashion in
order to guarantee the
socio-economic and
political objectives indi-
cated; giving priority in
the framework of this
plan to investments
oriented lowards
improving the disastrous
ecological situation in
the GDR.

Such demands have,
moreover, the advantage
of keeping their mobiliz-
ing potential even in the

@ The establishment of a right of trade-
union veto in the management of enter-
prises, beginning with the joint ventures
that are being set up now, to be exercised
by democratically elected representatives
of all the workers in every enterprise

@ The establishment of a fund to equal-
ize wages between the FRG and the GDR
as soon as possible, eliminating any dis-
crimination against women or immigrant
workers.

® Measures designed to avert the sell-
ing off of national wealth (notably land) to
the profit of the bourgeoisie or to layers of
the nomenklatura becoming private own-
ers.

On these questions, trade unions and
workers in the FRG have an obvious
material interest in supporting the
demands of the working-class vanguard in
the GDR. A key objective to be obtained
is a broad united front on these questions
beyond the borders of the two states.They
also have a common interest in opposing
any attempt by the bosses and wings of
the trade-union bureaucracy and the social
democrats to downplay the fight for the
35-hour week on the pretext that the
immediate unification of Germany takes
priority.

These demands must be extended onto
the political terrain through the demand
for a drastic broadening of democracy:

® Unrestricted multi-partyism and strict
proportionality in parliamentary, regional
and municipal elections;

® Unrestricted freedom to demonstrate,
particularly without the serious restric-
tions currently in force in the FRG;

@ Access to the media for all citizens in
line with established numerical criteria,

and total independence of the media
from state bodies, private owners and
professional associations;

@® Extension of the range of direct
democracy, particularly through the
immediate recall of elected representa-
tives; the election of judges and high
functionaries; the generalization of jury
courts; all men and women to be equal
before the law and the availability of free
legal representation; the introduction of
referenda at popular initiative on the big
political, economic and social choices;
right of veto for local councils over
investments and developments that could
threaten the environment; veto right for
women'’s councils in the workplaces over
all management decisions that concern
women's condition; broad administrative
decentralization;

@® Total dismantling of the political
and state police;

@ Drastic extension of democracy in
the enterprises; election of management

committees by the whole of the person- *
nel; generalization of workers' control;

unrestricted trade-union freedom; unlim-
ited right to strike.

These demands must be backed up by
the outline of an economic orientation
alternative to that of Kohl and Modrow.
This orientation would include notably
maintaining economic integration with
the Comecon in order to ensure the con-
tinuation of full employment in enterpris-
es unable to stand up to competition
within the framework of the EEC, while
waiting for their modernization; the
extension of broad agreements with the
countries of the third-world, in particular
with a view to ensuring a reconversion of

context of a rapid unifi-
cation. In this case their function would
be to protect GDR workers against the
short-term negative impact of this unifica-
tion.

In the present state of affairs the bulk of
the organized workers’ movement in the
FRG, led by social democracy, complete-
ly committed to a policy of consensus
with the bourgeoisie, will not support
these demands. But they will have a
growing echo in the more advanced wing
of the working class and in the “new
social movements™.

They also have the function of giving a
concrete content to the “third model of
society”, that of democratic and self-
managed socialism, opposed both to des-
potic bureaucratism and the despotism of
the market, and based on the self-
determination and democratic sovereignty
of the masses in all fields.

That provides an important contribution
to the fight for the victory of the political
revolution.

Our political propaganda pivots around
the following themes:

@ Defence of the mass movement in the
GDR, against any bureaucratic or imperi-
alist repression.

@ Apgainst any foreign interference in
the GDR, for the free, sovereign self-
determination of the GDR masses on their
political, economic and social fate.

@ Against the restoration of capitalism
by the absorption of the GDR by the
FRG.

@ For the victory of the political revolu-
tion in the GDR, a springboard towards a
socialist united Germany!

@ For the socialist unification of Ger-
many!

25

March 26, 1990 @ #181 International Viewpoint



DEBATE ON GERMANY

The crisis of Stalinism
and the German
question

F THE present democratic victories

of the mass movement in Eastern

Europe are not to be destroyed, a

programme of political revolution
must be put forward by revolutionary
Marxists that goes beyond attempts to
“reform” the system. It is necessary to
organize independently of the bureaucra-
cy in order to smash its power, and to fight
for alternative institutions of power and
government based on the self-
organization of the masses.

The right to self-determination for both
sections of the German people and unifi-
cation must be unconditionally supported.
It is not for either Helmut Kohl or Hans
Modrow to set conditions. If it is the will
of the East German masses — which it
clearly is — unification should take place.
Elections should be held for Constituent
Assemblies to freely and democratically
decide on social organization and state
institutions. For our part, we will fight for
the new united Germany to be socialist,
for social and democratic rights to be set
at the highest levels, and so on.

The key demands of the political revolu-
tion in the immediate situation are:

® Immediate, free elections to a Con-
stituent Assembly.

® Freedom of the media, with free
access by all democratic organizations.

® The right of assembly and demonstra-
tion, and the right to strike.

® The secret police and all repressive
instifutions to be disbanded.

® All secret files to be opened.

@ For a public trial of all those involved
in bureaucratic corruption and crimes
against the people.

And in the particular phase now opening
up, the following demands are extremely
important:

@ Fornew, independent trade unions.

® For democratic committees in the
workplaces and armed forces.

@ For workers’ control in the offices
and factories — open the books. For stu-
dent control of the colleges.

@® For a democratic plan of production
and workers’ self-management..

Such an action programme, which com-
bines minimum, democratic and transi-
tional demands, must be tailored to corre-
spond to the situation in each country.
However, such a programme of demands
is essential for the working class to be
able to defend its social gains against pri-
vatization and the bourgeoisie’s attempts
to restore capitalism.

Propaganda for the reorganization of
the army with rank-and-file soldiers’
committees is necessary in addition to this
action programme. An ideological battle
must be waged to explain what a demo-
cratically-planned economy actually is, to
provide a Marxist critique of capitalist
market economies and explain the role of
a system of socialist democracy and self-
management through workers’ councils.
These arguments are especially pertinent
to the fight against the ecological crisis in
Eastern Europe. Demands must also be
raised in relation to the doubly oppressed.

The German question

The German question is key to the
unfolding struggles in the whole of
Europe. East Germany is the most suc-
cessful and industrialized of the East
European command economies, and
therefore the most proletarianized. It was
inevitable that the political revolution,
from the very first day, would be inter-
twined with the national question — the
unification of Germany.

Although we are for the self-
determination of the East German people,
including the right to unification with
West Germany, it is necessary to present a
revolutionary Marxist perspective on uni-
fication.” This means clearly rejecting
Kohl’s 10-point plan for a phased move to
a capitalist federal solution, or other simi-
lar pro-capitalist projects that would lead
to the incorporation of the GDR into the
FRG. We are in favour of unification, but
will fight for-it to happen on a socialist
basis. On the other hand, turning our face
against unification, because the Kohl plan
dominates the political terrain at present,
would only lead to the complete marginal-
ization of the Marxist left.

The growing democratic demand for
German unification is unstoppable. The
key political question is which class will
realize it — the bourgeoisie or the prole-
tariat? At present, the bourgeoisie holds
all the cards.

But the strategic choices facing the
working class are not between a capitalist
reunification and restoration as proposed
by Kohl, or a democratic but autarchic
planned economy within the existing
boundaries of the GDR (as proposed by
some left forces in East Germany). Not
only does the latter have little support
among the masses today, but it will not
inspire the workers tomorrow, or build the
unity of the whole German working class.
Our starting point must be the objective
interests of the class as a whole — that is,
the unification of Germany and of the
German working class — not some “less-
erevil” stop-gap.

Clearly, the question of unification has
to be placed within a socialist perspective.
Our programmatic stance is for a United
Socialist Germany as a step towards a
pan-European socialist unity. What does
this mean concretely today? It means
advancing demands that put the working
class onto the offensive on this question,
rather than leaving the political terrain

- open to imperialism — or to sections of

the bureaucracy, who will lead the class to
defeat and disaster. It means advancing
demands that can be taken up by workers
in the West as well as in the East, to push
forward the task of building a united front
of the working class in both Germanies.
The demand for a united neutral Germa-
ny, outside both the Warsaw Pact and
NATO, can be a starting point for an anti-
imperialist agenda.

West German capital will only accept
reunification on its terms: the defeat and
atomization of East German workers and
an end to their mobilizations; the creation
of a vast pool of cheap labour; the destruc-
tion of the extensive welfare system; the
destruction and asset-stripping of whole
sectors of the GDR’s industry; and, final-
ly, keeping a future united Germany as an
integral part of the imperialist NATO alli-
ance. However, capitalist penetration is
also happening without unification —
being against unification is not by itself
any guarantee of protecting the social
gains of East German workers! Fearing
the consequences of a protracted crisis in
the GDR and the emergence of a genuine
working class solution, the Kohl govemn-
ment has embarked on a policy of desta-

"bilization and rapid integration. The speed

of this process, including proposals for a
single currency this year, is causing rifts
within the ruling class and the Atlantic
Alliance.

Various formulas will be up for negotia-
tion. In this situation, our movement must
articulate demands that, if taken up by
New Forum or the United Left and so on,
will begin to push imperialism onto the
defensive on the national question. They
will also create the conditions for workers
in the GDR to defend and extend their
social gains in a united way, and at the
same time construct a united front with
the working class in West Germany.

So, in addition to the action programme
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set out above, in East Germany we should
call for:

® The withdrawal of all foreign troops
from both Germanies, including Berlin, as
a step towards a demilitarized and nuclear-
free Europe.

@® German withdrawal from all military
alliances.

@ The equalization of wages up to West
German levels, and the harmonization of
welfare rights to the most advanced levels
across both states.

@ The upwards harmonization of abor-
tion rights, maternity and childcare provi-
sion.

@ The 35-hour week with no loss of pay
— East and West.

@ No layoffs. For the expropriation of
all capitalist firms creating redundancies.

® The generalization of popular and
social forms of democracy — for work-
place committees and a system of work-
ers’ councils.

@ For a United Socialist Germany as
part of a Europe of the workers, East and

UNITED STATES

New moves in campaign
for release of Mark Curtis

THE fight for justice for Mark Curtis, the
U.S. socialist activist currently serving a
25 year sentence on trumped-up sexual
assault and burglary charges (see IV 147,
149, 151, 154) has taken on a new impetus
with the establishment of a United
Nations inquiry into the case. An interna-
tional delegation of Curtis supporters
arrived in Geneva on February 6 to raise
his case at the 46th session of the UN
Commission on Human Rights. The dele-
gation was headed by Kate Kaku, Curtis’
wife, and John Studer, the coordinator of
Curtis’ international defence effort.

A UN human rights officer has been
assigned to direct the UN inquiry — she
will prepare a summary of Curtis’ case
and send it to the U.S. embassy with a for-
mal request for a reply. Kate Kaku is cur-
rently undertaking a two month tour of
Europe to publicize the Curtis case.

Curtis, a member of the U.S. Socialist
Workers Party, has been subjected to fur-
ther harassment in the Jowa State Men’s
Reformatory in Anamosa, where he is
detained. After being framed on charges
of gambling on the Super Bowl football
game, his visiting rights have been
reduced and 2 good conduct days
removed from his record; he can no longer
receive telephone calls or have access lo

West.

Such a programme, even though Marx-
ists will not be able to win acceptance for
all these demands straight away, corre-
sponds to the interests of German work-
ers, East and West. The socialist left has
to take the lead in fighting for the unifica-
tion of Germany — it must trump the
manoeuvres of Kohl and Modrow. The
programme outlined above would be
totally unacceptable to imperialism —
even neutrality is anathema — or to the
bureaucracy itself. But these demands
will seem reasonable to an increasingly
bigger layer of militant workers, at first
in the East but also in the West. East Ger-
man workers should appeal to workers in
the FRG, build links, common cam-
paigns and solidarity. In other words, try
to construct real unity in action —- a unit-
ed front of the workers East and West!

What is at stake — not just theoretical-
1y, but concretely — is the possibility of
European-wide working class and social-
ist cooperaticn. Despite discussions in

e

his typewriter, and has been moved to a
more overcrowded level of the prison
where inmates enjoy less privileges.

The Mark Curtis Defense Committee
has urged that protest telegrams and let-
ters be sent immediately, demanding that
prison authorities rescind the punishment
imposed on Curtis, drop the frame-up
charges, and clear his record. Messages
should be sent to John A. Thalacker,
Warden, Iowa State Men’s Reformatory,
Anamosa, Jowa 52205, and to Paul
Grosshem, Director, Department of Cor-
rections, Capitol Annex, 523 E 12th, Des
Moines, Iowa 50319.

Please send a copy and any response
received from Iowa prison officials to the
Mark Curtis Defense Committee, P.O.
Box 1048, Des Moines, Iowa 50311.
Donations to help finance Curtis’ efforts
to fight for justice before the U.N. Com-
mission can also be sent to the above
address, and earmarked for the UN.
effort. X

POLAND

Fourth
International thanked
for solidarity effort

The second regional congress of Solidar-
nosc in Lower Silesia, held in Wroclaw
on March 2, 3 and 4, 1990, paid tribute to
the solidarity with Solidarnosc built by
members of the Fourth International at
the time of the state of emergency. The
congress was attended by over 500 dele-
gates representing 235,000 trade union-
ists. Presenting a report on activities in

the European Community about building
political and economic links with Eastern
Europe, its institutional framework, ever-
so carefully negotiated over many years
and taking into account all the different
national interests, is incapable of provid-
ing a structure for pan-European coopera-
tion.

On the contrary, the initiatives of the
Kohl government in relation to German
reunification are causing significant
strains within the existing capitalist clubs.

Right across Europe, the left must ini-
tiate an alternative political and economic
framework for the integration of the conlti-
nent, which respects the rights of peoples’
to self-determination and democratic con-
trol of their political and social life. Our
sections must not only help to build sec-
tions of the Fourth International in the
East, but also intervene into the existing
workers' movements in the West, promol-
ing European-wide intitiatives for devel-
oping a  pan-European  socialist
perspective. X

his capacity as president of the clandestine
leadership of Solidarnosc in Lower Silesia
from October 1982 1o April 1983, Josef
Pinior said in particular; “In this period
Solidamosc in our region received aid of
the utmost importance from the west, in
the form of radio equipment and transmis-
sions, thanks to the activity in Paris of the
Solidamosc support committee led by
Zbigniew Kowalewski and that of the edi-
torial staff of the Polish journal of the
Fourth International, grouped around
Cyril Smuga”. The written text of this
report has been distributed to all the trade
union structures of the region — the sec-
ond largest in Poland in terms of Solidar-
nosc membership — and will appear in a
book on the history of the trade union.

Issue number 25 of Polish Inprekor,
printed in Wroclaw with the assistance of
the Socialist Political Centre, was distrib-
uted during the congress by the regional
distribution service of Solidarnosc. Our
comrade Cyril Smuga, who attended the
congress, was interviewed by Wroclaw
regional television in his capacity as editor
of Inprekor and the magazine was shown
on television on March 5. %
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A Bonapartist
presidency to save
the bureaucracy

THE SECOND ROUND of the elections for the Lithuanian
Supreme Soviet, originally scheduled for March 10, was
moved up a week, reportedly so that the new legislative body
could issue a declaration of independence before Gorbachev
could get himself elected as a constitutional czar empowered
to guarantee the integrity of the“socialist fatherland.” The
supporters of Lithuanian independence won the race with
Gorbachev. The new Supreme Soviet declared the country an
independent republic on Sunday, March 11 by a vote of 124
for, with six deputies abstaining. Gorbachev did not manage

an equivalent show of strength.

GERRY FOLEY

N A CONGRESS of People’s Depu-

ties made up overwhelmingly of

Communist members, out of 2250,

495 voted against the Soviet chief,
372 did not vote at all and 54 cast invalid
votes. In all, he got only about 61%.
Moreover, he barely managed to get the
two-thirds majority needed to be elected
president by the Congress of People’s
Deputies. The Lithuanians did not take
part, considering the USSR now a foreign
state. The Latvian and Estonian represen-
tatives reportedly voted for Gorbachev in
return for his pledge to discuss the inde-
pendence of their countries. Clearly, a
period has opened of high-risk political
maneuvers.

Strong presidency replaces
party’'s leading role

Gorbachev’s ideological high priest
made it quite clear what the role of the
presidency was supposed to be. “V. Med-
vedev noted that it was no accident that
the post of the presidency was being intro-
duced at the same time as articles 6 and 7
of the constitution were being abolished,”
Pravda’s parliamentary correspondents
G. Ovcharenko and Yu. Ursov wrote in
the March 13 issue. “Indeed, without a
strong presidential power capable of
action, the party’s abandonment of its
present functions could lead to anarchy.”

In his report on the proposal, vice chair
of the Supreme Soviet A. I. Luk'ianov
said: “In the discussion about the estab-
lishment of the post of president, the ques-
tion was raised more than once whether
this step did not conflict with the renova-

tion of our federation, the strengthening
of the sovereignty of the Union republics
and guarantees of soviet autonomy. This,
of course, is a complex and problem-
ridden process. But here also the presi-
dential powers should play a positive,
constructive role, in the first place in
reinforcing the sovereignty of the repub-
lics, defending their territorial integrity
and constitutional rights.”

Luk'ianov went on attribute to the
president basic powers to maintain the
status quo:

Defending the territorial
integrity of the USSR

“Among the primary tasks of the presi-
dent will be guaranteeing the rights and
freedoms of Soviet citizens. He will be
obliged to take essential measures for
defending the sovereignty of the USSR
and the Union republics, the security and
territorial integrity of the country and for
implementing the principles of the
national-state system.”

Luk’ianov stressed the limitations on
the president. “First of all, the president
is to be elected by universal suffrage and
secret ballot [in the future]. In addition,
in order to be elected a candidate must
receive more than half of the votes cast,
not only in the Union but, as a minimum,
in a majority of the republics....

“Secondly, it is proposed to establish
in the constitution that the same person
cannot serve more than one term....

“Third, the proposal clearly stipulates
that the president is responsible to the
Congress of People’s Deputies, which

can recall the president if he violates the
constitution or laws of the USSR.

“Fourthly, the proposal starts from the
principle that the powers of the president
are defined by the constitution and laws.

“Fifthly the Congress of People’s Depu-
ties can change the orders of the presi-
dent, and the constitutional tribunal of the
USSR is responsible for verifying their
legality.” )

The “first president,” however, “will be
elected from among several candidates by
the Congress of People’s Deputies of the
USSR, the most representative, democrat-
ic forum that we have today.”

In the Congress of People’s Deputies,
figures considered liberals such as Alek-
sandr Yakovlev spoke in favor in election
by the Congress on the grounds that in the
present conditions in the USSR a popular
vote would be dangerous: “We must take
account of the present crisis.”

Gorbachev had to accept certain limita-
tions on his proposed presidential powers.
Nonetheless, the establishment of such an
institution is particularly dangerous in
time of crisis, when the rulers are waving
the bogyman of anarchy, trying to exploit
feelings of insecurity as pretexts for
cracking down.

Given the fact that it was possible to
reduce still further the shaky legitimacy
of the presidency, it seems that the Latvi-
an and Estonian delegates made a big
mistake in deciding to vote for Gorbachev
in return for promises.

National movements face
difficult choices

The national democratic movements
now face very difficult tactical choices.
For example, the political articles in pub-
lications such as the Latvian and Estonian
literary weeklies, Literatura un Maksla
and Reede are now largely devoted to
such problems — should the national
democratic movements involve them-
selves in all-Union politics to support the
progressives, since their fate depends on
the victory of democracy in Russia too; or
if they do that, do they risk losing their
way “in the dark corridors of power?
Should they base their demands for inde-
pendence on arguments about the illegali-
ty of the Soviet occupation and its results
or on a more democratic legitimacy?

Moscow’s reaction to the Lithuanian
declaration, for instance, was that it was
only a formality. But these “words™ could
very quickly lead to fundamental con-
flicts. For example, the Paris daily Libér-
ation reported March 15 that a law had
been adopted by the Lithuanian parlia-
ment that citizens of the Lithuanian
republic are no longer liable to serve in
the Soviet army.

The question now is whether the Saju-
dis bloc is solid enough for a face off with
Moscow, and whether it has a leadership
with a strategy for winning such a
struggle.
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