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Letter '

Guns and Old Japan

10 October 1990
Tokyo, Japan

Dear Comrades,

I am writing in regard to the article “The Second Amend-
ment to the U.S. Constitution” which appeared in the last
issue of Spartacist (No. 43-44, Summer 1989). While 1
thought it extremely important to place the question of the
right to bear arms in an international context, the paragraph
concerning Japan has two factual errors and, I think, a
misleading assertion.

1. The “Great Sword Hunt,” which disarmed the Japanese
peasantry, was carried out in 1587 under Toyotomi Hideyo-
. shi, not the Tokugawa shogunate. Tokugawa Ieyasu became
shogun (military dictator of feudal Japan) in 1603 and the
Tokugawa Bakufu (government of the shogun) officially
dates from 1615.

. Guns were first introduced to Japan in 1543 by three lost
Portuguese, and within a decade gunsmiths throughout Japan
were producing the weapon in massive quantities. By the
end of the century Tndre guns were used in Japanese battles
than were owned by any single European country at the time
(Noel Perrin, Giving Up the Gun, 1979). But by 1575 the
first opposition to guns began to emerge as it came as quite
a shock- that a “common farmer” could kill an “elite samu-
rai” so readily.

As part of leyasu’s consolidation of power, in 1607 he
ordered all gun-makers to move to either Nagahama or Sakai
.(the major gun manufacturing areas) and appointed a “Gun
Commissioner” through whom all orders had to be cleared,
thus further ensuring his control over weapon production.
Eventually, and not surprisingly, orders ceased to be cleared
and gunsmiths were soon out of work, with many actually
returning to sword-making to eke out a living. The last time
guns were used in battle was in 1637 and it wasn’t until
Commodore Perry sailed into Tokyo harbor (1853) that
firearms were again manufactured.

Sﬁ Yoshxoka Collecuon Kyoto
Painting of samurai firing pistol made for use on -
horseback, i.e., for use only by upper samurai famllles. -

~—

The Tokugawa shogunate’s policy of monopolizing the
means of violence in the hands of the state was no differ-
ent from the European feudal lords who also ensured that
their peasantry were unarmed. The methods and social

- continued on page 47
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ABOUT THIS ISSUE

The material in this issue is overwhelmingly on the
urgent events in the Soviet Union-and Eastern Europe.
We have had to put off the following articles, origi-

" nally projected for this issue of Spartacist: Discussion
material on the Proletarian Military Policy by Bert
Matthes and John Holmes, and the ICL’s reply to Pierre
Broué’s polemic against us on this subject (the latter
was published in Cahiers Leon Trotsky No. 29, Septem-
ber 1989); a letter by Robin Blick and reply by Sparta-
cist on the Bolsheviks and “‘one-party dictatorship.”

CORRECTION
A caption on page 30 in the last issue of.Sparta-
cist (No. 43-44, Summer 1989) incorrectly dated the
Trotskyist-led uprising against the return of the Allied
imperialists to Vietnam at the end of WW 11. The upris-
ing occurred in Saigon in 1945, not 1949.
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A Friend and Trotsky Scholar Dles

Adapted from Workers Hammer, No. 117, October 1990,
newspaper of the Spartacist League of Britain.

A memorial meeting was held in Glasgow on 28 Septem-
ber 1990 to honour the life and work of Louis Sinclair.
Louis Sinclair devoted the bulk of his adult life to collecting
and cataloguing the writings of Leon Trotsky. His bibliog-
raphy of Trotsky’s writings—published by the Hocover
Institute, and republlshed in an updated version by Gower
Publishing Company in Vermont—remains a standard
reference. At the time of his death’he was working on an
index of pre-1940 intemnal bulletins of the Trotskyist
movement.'In single-mindedly struggling to preserve Trot-
sky’s written legacy, Louis Sinclair’s pioneering archival
work has greatly facilitated our access to and knowledge of
vital questions of revolutionary strategy and tactics,

The tributes from members of the International Commu-
nist League, printed below, were read out at the memorial
meeting. They were among several dozen testimonials re-
ceived from around the world from socialists, archivists,
friends~——many of them longtime participants in the workers
movement whose. appreciation of Louis Sinclair extended
over several decades. The main address was given by
Charles van Gelderen, a supporter of the United Secretariat,
who first met Louis when he was a member of the Rev-
olutionary Socialist League in 1937.

Prometheus Research Library

Glasgow
Dear Comrades,

I want to share with you my thoughts and feelings on the
occasion of this memorial meeting to Louis Sinclair.:

I first met comrade Sinclair in 1958 while he was visiting
San Francisco, principally to work in the archives of the
Hoover Institute at Stanford. At that time, he also went
through my modest library, and I had the pleasure of his
finding two Trotsky source items for inclusion in his defini-
tive bibliography of Trotsky material in English,

He was a warm and genial man then and remained so in
all our subsequent contacts. OQver the years, our correspon-
dence became more regular and frequent. I went to Glasgow
- to meet with him, and he proudly showed me some of the
treasures from his Trotsky holdings.

When we set up the Prometheus Researth Library, com-
mitted in part to the same work in which he had spent his
life, we regularly routed to him anything we thought might
be of interest to him. In his last years comrade Sinclair,
militantly not involved in current affairs of the movement,
corresponded with both myself and George Breitman who
was the architect of the English-language Writings of Trot-
sky and the writings and speeches of James P. Cannon. This
helped'bring comrade Breitman and me together on certain
archival projects.

Fortunately for our Glasgow comrades, they were able to
meet sometimes with Louis Sinclair and come to appreciate
the immense reserve of erudite Marxism that he was.

New York, 22 September 1990 -

Trotsky Cfoiiaclion. Glasgow unilsi
Louis Sinclair
1909-1990

Louis Sinclair’s life work was overwh‘elfningl'y financed

by his own meager wages and then pension as a retired
Scottish school teacher. Through much of his adult life, he

literally singlehandedly fought to preserve the truth and:

therefore the integrity of Leon.Trotsky and his work.

I deeply regret knowing very little of Louis Sinclair’s
earlier involvement in the Scottish Trotskyist movement.
believe it would illuminate and add a dimension to our
understanding of the history of our movement on this island.

But he left this a closed chapter.

Truly the passmg of Louis Sinclair is a sad occasmn .One
does not easily imagine that" anotherlike ‘him will soon

" arise. I regret that mrcumslancc and geography kept us from

closer collaboratlon

In deepest solidarity with your
meeting and regrets at my absence,
Jim Robertson *; -

I wish to pay tribute to Comrade Louis Sinclair on behalf
of the International Communist League. Shortly after we set
up a branch of the Spartacist Ledgue in Glasgow, I had the
privilege of meeting him. We were able to assist him in his
very valuable work on a.couple of occasions. I last saw him
in the Southern General the week before he died.

Louis was the world’s foremost bibliographer of Trotsky,

continued on page 48
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n Europe and Soviet Union

- On the Collapse of

Stalmlst Rule in East Europe

This arrtcle was submitted as a comr:bunon to the current
International Communist League (Fourth [Internationalist)
internal discussion on-the collapse of Stalinism in Eastern
Europe and the Soviet Union. The Infernational Executive Com-
miitee has authorized the publication here of the most politi-
cally comprehensive of the submitted documents. This is the
first of two such articles. The second appears on page sixteen.

- by Joseph Seymour

Can capitalism be restored in a bureaucratically ruled
workers state through an essentially political process, i.e.,
without a civil war which destroys the military apparatus of
the state? Manifestly yes. Does this run counter to Trotsky’s
specific prognosis for the Soviet Union. in the mid-late
1930s?- Yes. Does it negate the Marxist theory of the state
or Trotsky’s understanding of Stalinism-in a more general
sense? No.

Marx did not maintain that the destruction of the military
apparatus of the state through civil war is a necessary
condition for social revolution (or counterrevolution) at
all times and in all places. In a public speech in 1872,
immediately following the liquidationist congress of the First
International in The Hague, Netherlands., Marx stated:

“The workers will have 1o sei.¢ political power dne day in
order to construct the new organization of labour; they will

have to overthrow the old politics which boister up the old
institutions, unless they want to share the fate of the early
Christians, who lost their chance of heaven on earth because
they rejected and neglected such action.
“We do not claim, however, that the road Ieédlng 1o this
goal is the same everywhere
“We know that heed must be paid to the institutions,
customs and traditions of the various countries, and we do -
not deny that there are countries, such as America and
England, and if 1 was familiar with its institutions, 1 might
include Holland, where the workers may attain their goal by
peaceful means. That being the case, we must recognize that
in most continental countries the lever of revolution will
have to be force; a resort to force will be necessary one day
in order to set up the rule of labour.”
— Karl Marx, “Speech on the Hague Congress,”
The First International and After, edited by
David Fernbach

Empirically, | believe Marx was wrong. The working class

could not have taken political power peacefully in Britain

or the United States in the 1870s. Since the proletariat was
never remotely close to power in these countries during this
pericd, itis not a fruitful question for historical speculation.
The important point is that Marx did not consider the-
transfer of class political power without a civil war to
contradict theoreti¢ally the idea that the military apparatus
of the state defends the ecenomically dominant class in
society.

Marx never spelled out a scenario whereby the working

class could seize political power by peaceful means. Had he

18pleyy wabaa,

Red Army marches
into Austria, 1945,
Soviet people fought
- heroically to defeat
Nazism. Stalin
appealed to
nationalism, not .
internationalism, in
fighting “The Great
Patriotic War:"r
. o
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ICL DISCUSSION DOCUMENTS 5

~ Wide World

. 4.. Stalin’s
brutal forced
collectivization at
its helght, 1929:
banner calls for
“Liquidation of
.kulaks as a class.”
Trotsky thought a
military coup at the
time would have.
- been a vehicle
for a bourgeols -
counterrevolution.

" done so, it might have run something like this. A workers
party wins an election. It has considerable support in the
ranks of the armed forces, and a significant section of the

officer corps is unwilling to resort to a coup to overthrow

the workers government.- The die-hard reactionaries are
thus isolated and removed from command. The workers

government then proceeds to purge and dismantle the old .

state apparatus.

Lenin did not consider that Marx was either empirically
or theoretically wrong in projecting the possibility of a
proletarian revolution by peaceful means in Britain and
the United States in the 1870s. Rather he maintained that
with the development of imperialistn, characterized by an
enormously strengthened state bureaucracy and militarism,
such a-prospect was no longer possible in any advanced
capitalist country. However, one cannot mechanically
transpose the conditions for a proletarian revolution against
. a capitalist state in the imperialist epoch to that of a
capitalist counterrevolution in a 'bureaucratically ruled
workers state surrounded by imperialist powers.

Trotsky- on the Fate of Stalinist Russia

During his long struggle against the Stalinist bureaucracyv
Trotsky considered a number of different paths whereby

capitalism might be restored in the Soviet Union. For-

example, during the collectivization crisis of 1928 Trotsky
foresaw the danger of a right-wing military coup over-
throwing the Stalin regime:

“In general the post-Lenin leadership is unwmdmg the
October film in reverse. And Stalinism is Kerenskyism

moving from left to right. In"a country which has been .

shaken by the greatest of all revolutions, a bourgeois order
could not possibly assume a democratic form: For victory,
and for the maintenance of this victory, the bourgeoisie
would need a supreme-and purely military concentration of
power, rising ‘above all classes,” but having as its immediate ,

Taw .- li&»—"“‘ai'-fu

point of support the kulak. That is Bonapartism Thermidor
is only a stage on the road to Bonapamsm '
“In a Thermidorian overturn, and still more’in a completely
Bonapartist one, the army would play a major role—in the
second case, the decisive role.. For this reason, we must
follow with the greatest attention the processes that are
taking place in the army. We must not forget that in the
June [1928] report to the Moscow conference of party
workers, the right ‘leader,” referring to his friend Klim, said:
‘If you again resort to extraordinary measures, the army will
answer with an insurrection’.” [emphasis in original]
+ —"The Danger of Bonapartismn and the
Opposition’s Role,” The Challenge of the
Left Opposition [1928-29]

Again, the important question is not whether a rightist
military coup was actually possible in Russia in 1928, The
important point is that Trotsky considered it theoretically
possible that the decisive agency of bourgeois counter-
revolution could be a section of the military cadre of the
workers state. Furthermore, he projected that’ such an
overturn need not provoke a full-scale civil war. With
Stalin’s defeat of the Right Opposition and establishment
of a totalitarian police state in the early *30s, the possibility
of a military coup receded. In any event, Trotsky never
returned to this particular scenario.

Much of the internal discussion on the collapse of
Stalinist rule in East Europe has centered on Trotsky’s
polemical metaphor about “running backwards the film of
reformism.” A number of comrades assume the term
reformism as used here is synonymous with the idea that the
proletariat can take power in the capitalist country through
peaceful means. But this was not how “reformism” was
centrally defined among leftists of Trotsky’s generation.

Eduard Bernstein, the ideological founder of social-
democratic reformism, maintained that the goals of social-
ism could be achieved through incremental measures carried
out by the bourgeaois state under the pressure of the work-

:

- ers movement, Hence the title of hlS major work was
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Evolutionary Socialism. The anti-revisionist Marxists like
Luxemburg and Kautsky countered that socialism could be
established only through and after the conquest of political
power by the proletariat. In her classic polemic against
Bernstein, “Reform or Revolution,” Luxemburg does not
state that the “seizure of political power by the proletariat”
requires under all circumstances an armed insurrection and
civil war. By implication this was left an open question. She
does insist that the proletarian revolution could succeed only
at the moment of *the decomposition of bourgeois society”
and the “collapse of capitalism.”

Trotsky used the phrase “running backwards the film of
reformism” to polemicize against those professed leftists
who maintained that the Stalin regime had aiready trans-

formed the USSR into a bourgeois state through a gradual-

and organic process—Bemsteinism in reverse:,

“The Marxist thesis relating to the catastrophic character of
the transfer of power from the hands of one class into the
hands of another applies not only to revolutionary periods,
when history sweeps madly ahead, but also to the periods
of counterrevolution, when society rolls backwards. He ' who
asserts that the Soviet government has been gradually
changed from proletarian to bourgedis is only, 50 to speak,
running backwards the film of reformnsm [emphasis in
original]

—*“The Class Nature of lhe Soviet State,”

Writings [1933-34]

Who today would argue that the‘govemr'nents of East.

Germany, Poland, Czechoslovakia and Hungary have been
gradually changed from (deformed) proletarian to bourgeois?
East Europe is manifestly in the throes of a capitalist
counterrevolution of a catastrophic character with massive
social convulsions and radical changes in the political
sphere. .

Trotsky’s view that a capitalist counterrevolution, as well
as a proletarian political revolution, in Stalin’s Russia would
entail civil war was a prognosis, not a dogma. It was pred-
icated on resistance by the working class, not resistance by
conservative elements of the bureaucratic apparatus. That
is how the question is posed in The Revolution Betrayed.

“...a further development of the accumulating contradictions
can as well lead to socialism as back to capitalism; (h)
on the road to capitalism the counterrevolution would have
to break the resistance of the workers; (i) on the road
to socialism the workers would have to overthrow the
bureaucracy. In the last analysis, the question will be
decided by a struggle of hvmg social forces, both on the
" national and the world arena.

The decisive element is the Consciousness of the Soviet
working class, which is nor static but is affected by innu-
merable shifting factors domestically and internationally.

Trotsky projected that the contradictions of Stalinism
‘would be resolved in the historic short run. Indeed, he
repeatedly emphasized the fragility and instability of Soviet
bonapartism. In the last period of his life, he believed that
World War II would determine the fate not only of Stalinism
in Russia but of capitalism on a world scale:

“The second world war has begun. It attests incontrovertibly
to the fact that society can no longer live on the basis of
capitalism. Thereby it subjects the proletariat to a new and
) perhaps decisive test.’
iz —*“The USSR in War,” September 1939,
In Defense of Marxism

Trotsky projected two polar outcomes to the war:

“If this war provokes, as we firmly believe, a proletarian
revolution, it must inevitably lead to the overthrow of
the bureaucracy in the USSR and regeneration of Soviet

'

democracy on a far higher economic and cultural basis than
“in 1918.”
Trotsky did not believe that failure of proletarian revolution
would restore the prewar status quo: .
« v
lf however, it is conceded that the_present.war will
provoke not revolution but a decline of the proletariat, then
there remains another alternative: the further decay of
monopoly capitalism, its further fusion with the state and
the replacement of democracy wherever it still remained by
a totalitarian regime. The inability of the proletariat to take
into its hands the leadership of society could actually lead
under these conditions 1o the growth of a new exploiting
class from the Bonapartist fascist bureaucracy....
“Then it would be necessary in retrospect to establish that
in its fundamental traits the present USSR was the precursor
of a new exploiting regime on an international scale.”

The actual outcome of the war did not conform to either
of these polar alternatives. Both Stalinism and capitalism
survived with, however, a radically altered geographical
balance of power. Stalinism was maintained and strength-
ened in the USSR while deformed workers states were
established in East Europe and then China. Capitalism was
restabilized in West Europe and Japan, with Stalin’s
complicity, under the hegemony of American imperialism.

We have previously noted that the failure of Trotsky’s
predictions concerning World War 1l contributed to the
Trotskyist movement’s confused response to the postwar
expansion of Stalinism. Conceptually, the idea of a deformed
workers state was a logical extension of Tretsky’s analysis
of the Soviet Union in the 1930s. Empirically, it was evident
that East Europe was being transformed polmcally and
economlcally along the lines of Stalin’s Russia.

Yet “orthodox” Trotskyists such as Mandel and Cannon
resisted this conclusion because they believed it conferred
upon the Stalinist bureaucracy a more historically pro-
gressive role-and a more prolonged life than Trotsky had
projected. The question facing the Trotskyist movement was
not.simply recognizing and defining the class nature of the
East European People’s Democracies in a static sense.
Trotsky’s analysis of the political dynamics of Stalin’s
Russia in the late '30s—the “struggle of living social

. L. Reuters
Andrei Sakharov pushed imperialist lies about
Atghanistan at Soviet Congress, 1989. Sakharov was
prophet of hoped-for “bourgeols-democratlc" counter- J
revolution in USSR.
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forces,” in his words—could not be mechanically trahsposed
to postwar East Europe or, for that matter to the postwar
USSR.. N

The Evolution of Postwar Soviet Stalinism

During the 1930s the Soviet bureaucracy claimed its

" historical legitimacy from the October Revolution. Lenin
was made into an icon, the Stalinized version of “Marxism-
Leninism” became a quasi-state religion. The main body of
Russian anti-Communists were the White Guardist émigrés,
who were Russian nationalists of the  deepest dye and
identified themselves with European fascism. In the late *30s
anti-Communist Ukrainian nationalists’ looked to Nazi
Germany as their great-power protector.

The prevailing outlook on the European left, and certainly
within the Soviet bureaucracy and intelligentsia, was that
the historic alternative to Communism in Russia was
fascism, a view strengthened by the Spanish Civil War. The
main Russian advocates of parliamentary democracy, the

- émigré Mensheviks, were reduced to insignificance as little-
regarded advisers to their West European big brothcrs in the
Second International. P

The defeat of Hitler’s Operation Barbarossa broadened
the domestic political base of the Kremlin bureaucracy and
shifted its ideological axis. The Stalin regime now above all
appealed to defensive Soviet patriotism. Roy Medvedev later
recalled that in 1945-46 there was near-universal support in
the Soviet Union for extending its strategic frontiers far
to the west. Increasingly, the later Stalin regime linked
its political legitimacy to the “Great Patriotic War” and
preserving the fruits of victory. This was even more so for
the Khrushchev and Brezhnev regimes, whose principal
figures gloried in their personal contribution to the victory
over Nazi Germany. In popular Soviet political culture—
films, novels, museums, monuments—the Great Patriotic
War superseded Red October. I cannot recall a major Soviet
film about the revolution and Civil War produced in the

_ Khrushchev and Brezhnev periods.

By the 1950s the White Guardist reactionaries were no -

longer regarded as a serious opposition by anyone, even
their imperialist sponsors. It is not simply that their cadres
were old and dying. The Kremlin bureaucracy had appro-
priated Russian nationalism by identifying it with Soviet
patriotism and pride that the USSR had become a global
power second only to the United States.

"At the same time, a new counterrevolutionary force was
germinating within the establishment Soviet intelligentsia.
Here the key and representative figure was Andrei Sakharov,
“father of the Soviet H-bomb” and a leading adviser to
Khrushchev on nuclear policy. Sakharov came to believe
that the Cold War was an insuperable obstacle to the
economic modernization and political liberalization of the
Soviet Union. In the late '60s he came out for a: “con-
vergence” of socialism and capitalism on the basis of a
“scientific democratic approach to politics, economics, and
culture” (Sakharov Speaks,edited by Harrison E. Salisbury).
Intellectually, Sakharov had taken the doctrine of “peaceful
coexistence” to its logical conclusion. Sociologically, he
represented the appetite of the Soviet intelligentsia to free
itself from the restraints of the proletarian dictatorship and
achieve conditions of life—material, political and cultural
—similar to its counterparts in the capitalist West,

By the early 1970s Sakharov had become overtly anti-
Communist, declaring, “I am skeptical about socialism: in

NLF tank crashes through gate of presidential palace,
Saigon 1975. Vietnam was a victory for international
working ciass, blow to U.S. imperialism.

general” and “on the whole our state has displayed more
destructive features than positive ones.” These views were
still unusual for an establishment intellectual of Sakharov’s
generation. But he was clearly a harbinger of things to come
and today is rightly honored as the prophet of the hoped-for
“bourgeois-democratic”
Union. )

The Brezhnev regime came to power in 1964 determined

to restore bureaucratic order after the tumultuous Khru-.

shchev period. To achieve this end, it adopted a two-pronged
strategy. It pursued a “soft” policy toward the working
class and collective farmers. For example, food prices were
frozen at the 1963 level, the year when Khrushchev’s price
increases provoked widespread popular protests, at least one
of which was ..et with bloody repression. Through the
mid-'70s consumption levels increased significantly while
labor discipline was relaxed.

The Brezhnev regime’s message to the Soviet people was
just to enjoy the marked improvement in living standards
after the terrible hardships of the early Five Year Plans, the
war and postwar reconstruction. This sclerotic version of
Stalinism tended to-depoliticize Soviet society. The film
Moscow Does Not Believe in Tears conveys the change from

the socialist idealism which still animated working-class

youth in the early Khrushchev period to the seif-absorbed
consumerism and social malaise of the later Brezhnev years.

The Brezhnev regime systemically suppressed the pro-
Western intelligentsia of the Sakharov type. A number of
prominent intellectuals and cultural figures émigrated to the
United States and West Europe. Suppressing the “dissident”
intellectuals did not entail a return to an especially harsh,
much less totalitarian, police state since they were not very
numerous and were regarded by the populauon at large as
traitors to the fatherland.

While suppressing the advocates of Western-style
“democracy,” the Brezhnevite bureaucracy showed a toler-
ance toward the renascent Russian nationalist intelligentsia
(the main point of contact being the' literary journal Nash

counterrevolution in the Soviet ~
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Sovremennik). In the late *70s two émigré Soviet journalists
observed: “The Russian party is the only unofficial and even
oppositionist ideclogical group which enjoys increasing
freedom for chauvinist propaganda and active recruitment
of adherents” (quoted in Alexander Yanov, The Russian New
Right [1978]). Thus one can discern in the Brezhnev period
a tendency by the Kremlin bureaucracy to extend its political
support by making common cause with Russian nationalism.
While, of course, paying lip service to the Stalinized
version of “Marxism-Leninism,” the actual ideology of the
Brezhnevite bureaucracy might be termed “superpowerism.”
Its ultimate goal was to achieve friendly collaboration with
Washington in determining the course of global politics.

- Contributing to the unusual stability of the 18-year
Brezhnev regime were two historically contingent develop-
ments external to the USSR: the Vietnam War and the oil-
price boom. The Vietnam War, by weakening and internally
demoralizing U.S. imperialism, al “the Soviet Union
to achieve strategic nuclear parity by ;he *early '70s. The
effects of the war, including Washington’s hope of using
Moscow to broker a sellout By.lhe Nofth Vietnamese, led
to the momentary triumph of Brezhney’s “détente” politics
in the early '70s. After the fall of 8 ligon in, 1975, Wash-
ington scrapped détente and returned to a more aggressive
line toward the USSR leading to Cold War II. The oil-price
boom of the *70s, by bringing the Soviet Union a significant
economic windfall, allowed the regime to sustain a relatively
high level of military spending, consumer goods production,

'agncultural imports and industrial investment.
But by the late 70s even the petrodollar windfall could
not stave off the hard choice between guns, butter and

machinery. The Brezhnev regime increased military spend-

ing and sought to maintain consumption levels while pro-
gressively cutting industrial investment. These cutbacks,
combined with the lax labor discipline, led.to a stagnation
in labor productivity.

The Soviet Union faced the harsh choice between guns
and butter at a time when a new generation of bureaucrats
(represented by Gorbachev and Yeltsin) and intellectuals
was entering the political stage, a generation which saw little
need for guns. The Gorbachev/Yeltsin/Gavril Popov genera-
tion first came. to political consciousness during the era of

" Khrushchev's “peaceful coexistence.”

For them, Hitler’s

Defeatist wing of
Soviet bureaucracy
opposed war in
Afghanlstan
Gorbachev: ,
betrayed Afghan
peoples and
defense of USSR
when he withdrew
troops, February
.1989.

Operation Barbarossa and the U.S. threats to A-bomb the
Soviet Union in the early Cold War period were past history.
Rather they saw the United States and West Germany as
models of economic modernity to be emulated.-
Increasing sections of the bureaucracy and intelligentsia

‘came to believe that labor productivity could be restored

only through the whip of market competition (e.g., widening
wage differentials, piece rates, unemployment and plant
closures}. The professed concern for labor productivity was
a form of false consciousness by which the intelligentsia
disguised (including from itself) its appetite to improve its
material well-being at the expense of the proletariat. Under
the relatively egalitarian” Brezhnev regime, the lower
echelons of the Soviet intelligentsia (teachers, doctors,
research assistants) often had lower standards of living than
industrial workers.

In retrospect, it seems that the Afghan war was qune

. important in the formation of a powerful defeatist current

within the Soviet bureaucracy and intelligentsia. These
elements came to believe that only unilateral Soviet with-
drawal could re-establish the conditions for arms control
agreements and favorable economic relations with the West.
More generally, they blamed Brezhnev’s aggressive posture
and military “adventurism” for proveking Cold War 1L
Hence the rise to power of Gorbachev, the fracturing of the
Kremlin bureaucracy and the collapse of Stalinist rule in
East Europe.

The Evolution of Stalinist East Europe

In"seeking to peneralize about the evolution of postwar
East Europe, I am excluding both Yugoslavia and East
Germany as exceptional cases in opposite ways. Because
Yugoslavia experienced an indigenous social revolution
(albeit withinthe broader context of the Soviet victory over
Nazi Germany), the Belgrade Stalinists had a qualitatively
greater degree of autonomy than their counterparts in the
rest. of East Europe. For some decades the Tito regime
straddled the Cold War divide by playing off Washmgton
and Moscow. After the initial break with Stalin in the late
'40s, anti-Soviet nationalism played little role in Yugo-
slavia’s internal political life. Rather nationalist passions and
conflicts were directed inward among the various peoples

of the multinational state. Thus the political and economic

‘
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evolution of Serbia, Croatia, Slovenia, Kosovo, etc., has
been quite different, indeed divergent. The restoration of
capitalism in Yugoslavia would almost certainly lead to the
breakup of the country, perhaps amid bloody strife among
the various South Slav and Albanian peoples.

If Yugoslavia was marked by the autonomy of its

bureaucracy and the multinational-character of the state,.

East Germany was marked by the bureaucracy’s lack of
autonomy and the non-national character of the state.

Because East Germany was the military front line with’

Western imperialism, the Kremlin exercised a greater degree
of control over the political lifé of the German Democratic
Republic (DDR) than in olher East European countries.
From the other side, the’ pressure of the mcreasmgly
powerful West German capitalist state further limited the
options available to the East Berlin Stalinists. Thus East
Germany never experienced the phase of “national-liberal
Communism,” the attempts to play off Moscow and
Washington characteristic of other East European countries.
The East Berlin bureaucracy under Ulbricht and Honecker
was even more committed to freezing the postwar status quo
than was the Kremlin oligarchy.

The principal postwar Stalinist regimes in East Europe,
established upon the ruins of the Third Reich, had degrees
of popular, centrally proletarian, support ranging from
significant in Poland and Hungary to massive in Czecho-
slovakia. However, these regimes lacked the national legiti-
macy of the Soviet bureaucracy, whose popular authority
had been powerfully reinforced by the victory over Nazi
Germany. Thus social order in the new People’s Democra-
cies was highly volatile, as growing popular opposition to
Stalinist rule was reinforced by nationalism directed against
Moscow and its perceived local agents.

The importance of the direction of nationalism was
underscored in its own way by the most stable of the East
European Stalinist regimes, namely, Bulgaria.- The main
historic enemy. of Bulgarian nationalism was Turkey, while
* Russia was traditionally regarded as Bulgaria’s great-power
protector. The Bulgarian Stalinists never removed the statue
honoring Tsar Alexander II in central Séfia. Even today

Der Spiegel

17 June 1953: Soviet
tanks blocked East
German workers
uprising. East Berlin
workers appealed to
workers in West:
“We're cleaning
house in Pankow,
. you sweep out the
;t_':[ap in Bonn.”

T o

the former Bulgarian Stalinists tumed professed social
democrats benefit from the pro- Russnan/antl-Turklsh tilt of
Bulgarian nationalism.

The consolidation of totalitarian police states eroded; to
say the least, the initial popular support and even enthusiasm
for the new People’s Demaocracies. The Polish film Man of
Marble depicts an idealistic young model worker—a true
hero of socialist-labor—who is victimized by the paranoid
police apparatus. Economically, the one-sided concentration
on heavy indusiry, combined with autarky, drove down
living standards, further fueling proletarian hostility to the .
Stalinist regimes. ' '

Facing an increasingly hostile somety, the East European -
bureaucracies began to split into Moscow loyalists and what
can be termed national-liberal Communists more attuned to
the popular moods. Fearing "Yugoslavia-type splits, Stalin
moved to exterminate any potential East European Titos.

. The Polish party leader Wladyslaw Gomulka was imprisoned

and placed under house arrest; Rajk in Hungary and Slé4n-
sky in Czechoslovakia were subjected: to show trials and
then executed. These purges further polarized the East Euro-
pean bureaucracies while enormously enhancing the popular
authority of the “national Communist” victims. When Lészl6
Rajk was rehabilitated in 1956, one miilion people—a third
of Budapest’s population—attended the ceremony.
During the crisis of ““de-Stalinization™ (1953-56), bureau-
cratic rule was preserved in East Europe cnly through the
actual or potential military intérvention of the Soviet armed
forces. In Poland in 1956 an.incipient proletarian political
revolution, signaled by the Poznan uprising, was headed off
at the last minute by the restoration to power of Gomulka.
In Hungary the bureaucracy was swept away by proletanan
political .revelution as workers councils assumed de facto
power in Budapest and other big cities. The liberal-national
Communist Imre Nagy sought to form a coalition govern-

" ment with forces to his right. Stalinist rule was restored only

with the military occupation of the Soviet army.

Shane Mage’s writings immediately after the Hungarian
Revolution (of which key sections were reprinted in
Spartacist No. 30, Autumn 1980) are extremely germane to
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the current developments:in East Europe. Mage insisted that
whether the collapse of Stalinist rule led to a workers
government or to capitalist restoration would be determined
by the political consciousness and leadership of the working
class, specifically the ability of the workers movement to
overcome and combat illusions in parliamentarism and
nationalist prejudices. This would be true even .where there
existed proletarian organs of dual power as ‘was the case
in Hungary in 1956.

Mage further pointed out that followmg the -collapse
of Stalinist rule, Western economic penetration would be
a most powerful weapon for the forces of capitalist
restoration:

“Another decisive aspect of the rclum,tgcapita]ism under
petty-bourgeois democratic leadership would be the ties of
Poland and Hungary with the capitalist world market, most
important, of course, with the gigantic economic strength
of U.S. imperialism. It is no secret that the main positive
political program of U.S. imperialism toward East Europe
is based on massive economic aid, in the form of ‘loans’ and
outright gifts. This ‘aid’ would have a dual effect: it would
be a political ace of trumps in the hands of the bourgeois
politicians who alone would have access to the American
largess, and it would very rapidly serve to reorient the
economies of Poland and Hungary back to their traditional
dependence on Western capitalism.” ‘
—from “The YSL Right Wing and the *Crisis of
World Stalinism’,” 1957

Today, it should be added that the illusion of Western
economic largesse has been a powerful weapon in the hands
of petty-bourgeois “democrats” in East Europe, especially
since the Stalinists had mortgaged these countries to Wall
Street, the City of London and Frankfurt.

The restoration of bureaucratic order in Poland and in
Hungary after 1956 had a quite different character. Gomulka
immediately made .sweeping concessions to all forces in
Polish society—-the workers councils, leftish intelligentsia,
small-holding peasants and the Catholic hierarchy. Once the
crisis was defused, he disbanded the workers councils and
cracked down on the radical intelligentsia. The suppression

of the intelligentsia was especially severe during and after

AP
Left: Poland 1956. 500,000 workers listen to Wiadyslaw
Gomulka, whose restoration to power headed off an
incipient political revolution. Above: Hungary 1956.
Workers uprising against hated Stalinist regime was
crushed by Soviet troops. -

the 1968 “Prague Spring” when a wing of the bureaucracy
openly appealed to Polish nationalism and anti-Semitism.

‘Uniquely in Stalinist East Europe, the Catholic church,
which had great popular authority even in the Stalin era, was
granted a wide latitude of political freedom after 1956. Thus
the church hierarchy was well placed to achieve hegemony

‘over all oppositional forces in Polish society when the

Warsaw Stalinists were forced into another period of
liberalization after the violent worker protests against food-
price increases in 1970.

In one regard, post-1956 developments in Hungary were
the inverse of those in Poland. In the latter liberalization was
followed by i increasing repressmn in the former repression
was followed by increasing liberalization. After the révo-
lution was suppressed by the Soviet army, 2,000 participants
were executed, 20,000 were arrested and thousands more
deported to the USSR, By the early '60s the Kad4r regime
decided that normal social life could be restored only by
conciliating Hungarian society. The economy was redirected
to rapidly increase consumption levels (*goulash Commu-
nism”). -Controls over intellectual and cultural life were
relaxed under the slogan, “He who is not against us is with

s.” The introduction.of “market socialism” in 1968 in-
creased the social power and personal wealth of technocrats
and managers while spawmng a new class of petty capitalist
entrepreneurs. .

Popular support for Communism in Czechoslovakia was
far greater than in Poland or Hungary. The pre-World War I
Czech Social Democracy was one of few parties of the
old Second International which in its majority went over
to the Communist International. In the early postwar
years, Gottwald, Novotny &-Co. benefited from the wide-
spread feeling that Czechoslovakia had been betrayed by
the Western capitalist “democracies” to Nazi.Germany at
Munich in 1938. The Prague Stalinists also appealed to and
exploited Czech nationalism and centralism against Slovak
separatism, which in World War 1I had taken the form of
a clerical-fascist regime under Msgr. Tiso. '

Because of the regime’s deeper political roots, the crisis
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of “de-Stalinization” in Czechoslovakia occurred more than
a decade later than in the other principal East European
countries. When it came, the result was a combination of
-the Polishiand Hungarian experiences. As in Poland, a
liberal- natlonal Communist, Alexander Dub&ek, replaced the
hardline’ Stalinist Novotny. Dubgek’s “socialism with a
human face” regime soon acquired near-universal support
-and even enthusiasm, although many Czech workers were
initially wary about the proposals for market-oriented
economic “reforms.” The situation became increasingly open
as Czechoslovakia was sliding toward a proletarlan political
revolunon To forestall a Hungarian-type development,
Brezhnev had the Warsaw Pact forces invade Czechoslo-

vakia and overthrow the Dubek regime. Czechoslovakia“

thus entered the 1970s with the most repressive and despised
Stalinist regime of any major East European country.

As was true of the Brezhnev regime in the USSR, the
principal East European Stalinist regimes in the 1970s—
Gierek in Poland, K&dér in Hungary, Husdk in Czechoslo-
vakia—sought to pacify the working class by improving or
at least maintaining living standards. But whereas the oil-
price boom was an economic windfall for the Soviet Union,
it caused a sharp deterioration in the terms of trade of the
East European countries. To avoid cutting consumption
levels, the Stalinist regimes borrowed heavily from Western
banks. Thus the stage was set for the IMF-dictated austerity
programs which form the crucial background for ascendancy
of capitalist-restorationist forces.

As previously noted, the Brezhnev regime was able to
suppress the relatively small current of pro-Western
intellectuals without disrupting normal social life. This was
not possible in East Europe where the oppositional forces,
bolstered by nationalism, were far greater. Furthermore,
because of Poland and Hungary's heavy indebtedness to
Western banks, these Stalinist regimes were subject to
imperialist economic blackmail if they violated the “human
rights” of the “dissident” intellectuals.

After the worker protests against food-price increases in
1976, the Gierek regime abandoned any effective attempt
to suppress opposition. Thus the way was open for the
Catholic hierarchy, in league with some social-democratic
intellectuals (Kurof, Michnik & Co.), to organize Polish

Koudelka/Magnum

i —

Czechoslovakia
1968:-Warsaw Pact
tanks roll over:
“Prague Spring” of
liberal Stalinist
Alexander Dubéek.
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workers at the point of production. Whence the origins of
Solidarno$é. We have written extensively about Solidarno$é
from its inception in the summer of 1980 through the
imposition of martial law in December 1981. There IS no
reason to.replicate this material here.

For present purposes, I want to emphasize ceftain aspects
of the tempora'ry suppression of Solidarno$¢ and its after-
math. The dedision, of the Polish military,to move against
Solidarno$¢ and their success in doing so was conditioned
by the general expectatlon of Soviet military intervention.

.Jaruzelski’ could -plausibly present.himself to the Polish

people as the. only realistic alternative-to a prolongcd Soviet
intervention. Gorbachev’s foreign pohcy by its very nature
fatally undermined the Jaruzelski reglme ’s sole claim to
political legitimacy. - C o

As we noted at the time, Jaruzelskl s coumercoup intro-

"duced a large element of military bonapartism into the

Polish Stalinist burcaucracy" This would have an important
bearing on how govemmental power was transferred to
Solidarnogé elght years later.

The suppression of Solidarno$€ in no way changed the
desperate economic straits facing the ‘debt-ridden Polish
economy. To repudiate the Western debt would have been
feasible only with the redirection of resourdes throughout
the Soviet bloc. This in turn required a proletarian political
revolution against the Kremlin bureaucracy. By the late
1980s the Warsaw Stalinist regime was centrally faced with
the task of suppressing working-class resistance to a new
round of austerity measures demanded by Western bankers.

- Because the Catholic church in Hungary was nowhere
near as strong as in Poland, the growth of anti-Communist
oppositional forces was more . diffuse, interpenetrating
the Stalinist bureaucracy and establishment intelligent-
sia. In the late '60s-early '70s, a quasi-social-democratic

grouping emerged among the establishment intelligentsia, -

the so-called “Budapest School” made up of the follow-
ers of George Lukdcs. Under the aegis of the 1976 Hel-

sinki Accords, there emerged groups openly advocatmg a

“bourgeois-democratic” counterrevolution.
The official trade-union bureaucracy made some effort
to defend the workers’ interests against the more dam-

"aging effects of Hungary’s version of “market socialism.”
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Hdwever, this took the form of pressure politics within the
upper echelons of the Kdd4r regime. The working class was
kept passive and passively adapted to the prevailing political

currents among the petty bourgeoisie. An opinion poll taken -

int 1976 indicated that if open, multiparty elections were held
in Hungary;'a “democratic socialist” party would get more
‘than 40 percent of the vote, a4 Christian Democratic party
would get close to 30 percent and the Communist party only
5 percent. The Hungarian populace merely tolerated the

Kadar regime as long as economic conditions remained .

satisfactory and Hungary’s inclusion in the Soviet bloc
appeared unchallengeable. Both these conditions disappeared
in the late 1980s. L
In Czechoslovakia, the purge and suppression of the
Dubcekite wing of the bureaucracy and practically the entire
intelligentsia entailed the re-establishment of a harsh police-
state regime. Under these conditions, the traditionally leftist
Czechoslovak intelligentsia.moved to the right, toward social
democracy and bourgeois liberalism. Whence the origins of
the Civic Forum via Charter 77. Since all working-class
-activity was suppressed, it is difficult to gauge the political
consciousness of the Czechoslovak working class in a pos-
itive sense. However, whatever their goals and values the
majority of workers certainly felt they had been politically
raped in 1968. The Husak regime, viewed purely as an agent
of the Kremlin, lacked even the limited political legitimacy
.of the “liberal” Stalinists Gierek in Poland and Kddir in
Hungary.

The Current Situation in East Europe

Poland, Hungary and Czechoslovakia now have capitalist-
restorationist governments. It is not clear, at least to me,
whether the present governments of Romania and Bulgaria
are actually committed to establishing a capitalist economy,
as'they so profess, or are “liberal” Stalinist regimes faking
it under unfavorable international conditions. My current
judgment is the latter. Throughout East Europe, the old
Stalinist military and police cadre have passively acquiesced
to the new right-wing governments, It does not however
follow that the army and police will defend these govern-
ments and their programs in the face of mass opposition.
The counterrevolution now taking place in East Europe can
still be defeated and reversed.

The wholesale privatization of state enterprises and the
drive to create a capitalist market economy will generate
massive unemployment and the general immiserization of
the working people. This is bound to provoke some level
of working-class resistance. The CIA, in a document sub-
mitted to the U.S. Congress last spring, worries that: “As
long as aggressive implementation of austerity measures
coincides with prolonged decline in living standards, there
will be a.risk of public protest that could set back reforms
and eccnomic recovery” (“Eastern Europe: Long Road
Ahead to Economlc Well-Being” [May 1990]). Business
Week (6 August 1990), a perceptwe American bourgems
journal, noted: “Worker unrest is the wild card in Eastern
Europe’s privatization drive and could slow or even derail
government plans.” .

Our perspective should be to broaden and intensify such
worker unrest with the aim of creating organs of proletarian
. dual power to overthrow the counterrevolutionary govern-
ments in Warsaw, Budapest and Prague. In the face of a
workers uprising, it is likely that the army and police will,

"be passive or will split/splinter.

There are significant differences in the present situation
and balance of political forces among the various East
European countries. In those countries which (ave ex-
‘perienced decades of “liberal” Stalinist rule—Poland and
Hungary—the Stalinists are totally discredited=and the
reactionary forces strongest. In those countries which had
hard-line Stalinist regimes—Romania and Bulgaria—the
“reform-minded” Stalinists, who now claim to be converts

“to social democracy, have substantial popular support and

the reactionary forces are relatively weaker. Czechoslovakia
is an intermediate case.
Poland—In 1988 the Warsaw Stalinist regime was faced

* with a wave of workers’ strikes against the latest IMF-

dictated austerity program. In August the interior minister,
General Kiszczak, made a deal with Walesa. The latter
would use his influence to quell the strike wave in return
for the legalization of Solidarno$¢. In early 1989, generals
Jaruzelski and Kiszczak, with Gorbachev’s approval, pushed
through the deal with Solidarno$¢ (the Round Table nego-
tiations) against opposition from the civilian wing of the
Warsaw Stalinist bureaucracy.

The Round Table negotiations led to [he June 1989 elec-
tions in which Solidarno$¢ won a predictable landslide
victory. The Stalinists then abdicated governmental power
to Solidarno$¢ although Jaruzelski retained the presidency
as a semi-figurehead. The former ruling Stalinist party
simply disintegrated.

One can only speculate as to why the military wing of the
Polish Stalinist bureaucracy spearheaded the capitulation to
capitalist-restorationist forces. Probably the military cadre
placed the highest priority on preserving social order, and
were less concerned with the economic and potitical content
of that order. Perhaps they beiieved that, unlike the civilian
bureaucracy, they would retain their positions in the ruling
elite. Perhaps also many Polish officers sympathlzcd with
the nationalist attitudes of Walesa & Co.

In early 1989 the official trade-union organization, the
OPZZ, broke its ties to the regime, and its leader, Alfred
Miodowicz—an old-line Stalinist—denounced both Solidar-
noéé and Jaruzelski from the left, claiming to represent the
workers’ interests. Especially since the revived Solidamo$é

Las /Sl a
Polish students brandish crucifixes during 1979 vlslt

of Pope Paul. Polish Stalinists abdicated to clerlcal-
nationalist, pro-capitalist Solidarno$é.
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dropped’its “trade union” fagade, the OPZZ is by far the
largest organization of the Polish working class. However,
Miodowicz’s OPZZ is not a contender for political power;
it is simply «a defensive trade-union-type organization.

At the,beginning of this year, the Solidarno§¢ government
imposed. an economic “shock treatment” which has slashed
real wages by 40 percent and produced over half a million
unemployed. This has encountered working-class resistance,
notably a rail strike last May, as well as protest actions by
small-holding farmers.

How best to push through the economic “shock treatment”
has led to a bitter split in Solidarno$¢ between Walesa and
the “moderate” government of Prime Minister Tadeusz
Mazowiecki, a Catholic intellectual and long-time Walesa
adviser. Walesa is seeking to channél mass discontent into
an anti-red purge and anti-Semitism. His propagandists
contend that under the present regime the main beneficiaries
of privatization are the old Communist ‘managers and

functionaries. At the same time, Walesa’'s forces have -

singled out for attack proriinent Solidarno$é intellectuals of
Jewish descent (e.g., Michnik and Geremek). Walesa’s
Solidarno§¢ opponents have defended themselves by
accusing him of being a would-be dictator of the Pilsudski
type. The main importance of the split for us is that it tends
to discredit all elements of Solidarno$¢.

There is today in Poland a near-complete political vacuum
on the left, and the working class is, except for the OPZZ,
economically atomized. Thus even a small Trotskyist
propaganda group could be catapulted into the leadership
of working-class actions.

Hungary—Under the pressures of economic austerity,
imposed by foreign Western bankers, the Hungarian Stalinist
bureaucracy began to disintegraté internally in the late
1980s. The collapse was signaled by the forced retirement
in 1988 of Janos Kadd4r, the longest-ruling leader in East
Europe. There followed an all-sided factional struggle within
the ruling Stalinist party in which the extreme right wing
represented by Rezso Nyers—the original architect of
Hungary’s “market socialism”—emerged dominant.

"In the spring of 1989 the Committee for Historical Justice,
whose stated aim was to rehabilitate Imre Nagy, served a
function similar to that of the Round Table in Poland. It was
the organizational medium by which the leadership of the
Stalinist bureaucracy came io terms with the forces of the
“bourgeois-democratic” counterrevolution.

In the summer of 1989 the still-ruling Stalinist party
attempted to transform itself into a social-democratic party,
a transformation later effectively carried out by the East
German Stalinists. In the Hungarian case, the attempt was
abortive and the Stalinist party completely dissolved,
creating a vacaum of political power in the period leading
up to the elections last April. These elections were won by
the clerical-nationalist Democratic Union, the most right-
wing of the major contending parties.

Even more so than in Poland, there is a complete vacuum
on the political left, while the working class is organiza-
- tionally atomized. Thus it is difficult to foresee the specific
political character and organizational form of working-class
resistance tG'the capitalist-restorationist regime in Budapest.

Czechoslovakia—Just as the hard-line Staljnist regime in
Prague was directly installed by the Kremlin, so it was
directly deposed by the Kremlin. While the fall of Honecker
in East Germany seriously weakened the Husék/jake$
regime, the decisive impetus for the November 1989‘“vc1vét‘ v

' ’ Bankuti/NY Times
Hungary today Homeless families sleep in Keletl
station, Budapest, where market "rel‘orms” have
created 20,000 homeless o

revolutlon came from Moscow. The Soviet government and
media publicly renounced the 1968 intervention, effectively
repudiating the Prague regime. Gorbachev & Co. doubtless
intended this as.a pressure tactic to support the “reformed-
minded” wing of the Czechoslovak bureaucracy.

The effect, however, was to legitimize and encourage
escalating mass protests and a.planned general strike. The
mass mobilization was locked up by a rapidly formed
umbrella organization, the Civic Forum, which ranged
politically from Dub¢&ekites-turned-social-democrats to cler-
ical reactionaries with the petty-bourgeois liberal Vaclav
Havel occupying the center. Within days the entire. right
wing of the Stalinist bureaucracy defected to the .Civic
Forum and the hard-line rump abdlcated governmental
power.

Unlike Poland and Hungary, the coming to power of a
capitalist-restorationist government in Czechoslovakia was
notprepared by the decades-long growth of anti-Communist
nationalism among the masses. Dubéek is still a highly
regarded figure, and former “reform-minded” Communists
are prominent in the new government. There is little indi-
cation that Czech and Slovak workers aceept the restoration
of a capitalist market economy as an inevitable outcome of
‘the “velvet revolution.” Also unlike Poland and Hungary,
there is not overwhelming external pressure for an economic
“shock treatment” in Czechoslovakia. The Havel regime has
moved extremely cautibusly on the economic front for fear
of provokmg working-class cppositiorr and splmmg the
Civic Forum. . i

_The most surprlsmg and for us significant aspect of the
current situation is the relative strength of the rump

" Communist Party, which won 13 percent of the vote in last

June’s elections, second to the Civic Forum and more than
the Christian Democrats. Since practically the entire petty
bourgeoisie voted for the Civic Forum or parties to its right,
13 percent of the electorate translates into about 20 percent
of the proletarian vote. The CP did just about as well in
Slovakia as in Bohemia/Moravia, thus indicating its sup-
port is not distorted by Czech nationalism. And since the
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right wing ‘of the fcy’rmer ruling bureaucracy defected to.the
Civic Forum, the vote for the Communist Party was.more

consciously leftist as well as more proletanan than the vote

for the East Gerinan SED-PDS.

Working-class resistance to the effects of capitalist
restoration is likely in the first place to be channeled into
the Communist Party perhaps in bloc with sacial-democratic

eleménts now in the Civic Forum. And young leftists hostile -

to Havel & Co. could well be attracted to the CP; which
now postures as the socialist opposition. Uniquely in East
* Europe, the construction of a Trotskyist party in Czecho-
slovakia requires pelitical combat against an old-line
Stalinist organization which retains substantial working-class
support.

Romania and Bulgana—The present governments of
these countries consist of elements of the old Stalinist
bureaucracies- Wwho profess- conversion to Western-style
social democracy These regimes—which won open, multi-
party elections—are under heavy attack from reactionary
forces supported to some degree by Western imperialism.
Thus the situation in Romania and Bulgaria is dominaied and
polarized by a continuing struggle for governmental power.
This struggle will lead either to civil war (prefigured by the
intervention of Romanian miners against the right-wing stu-
dents in Bucharest last June) or to the capltulauon of the
existing rcglmes to the right:

Whereas in Poland, Hungary and Czechoslovakia the

workers are likely to be drawn into struggle against the
economic actions of the current governments; in Romania

and Bulgaria socialist-minded-workers are likely to be drawn’

into struggle to defend the present “leftist” governments
against the right. Such mobilizations might produce incip-
ient organs of dual power. OQur perspective should be to

combine” united-front military defense against the right

with a political struggle to discredit and destroy the work-
ers’ illusions in'the present erstwhile-Stalinist-cum-social-
‘democratic regimes.

The Terminal Crisis of-Soviet Stalinism

The Gorbachev regime came to power in 1985 believing
that the introduction of market mechanisms (perestroika)
would revitalize the ecocnomy while political liberalization

(glasnost) would gain the support of the intelligentsia for *
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June 1990:
Romanian miners
patrol Bucharest
after suppressing
rightist attempt
to topple
post-Ceaugescu
regime,

the new regime. Instead the dismantling of centralized
planning has produced bureaucratized anarchy while the
diversion of consumer goods into private markets has fueled
the suppressed hyperinflation. At the same time, all manner
of reactionary political forces have come to the surface.
Most directly threatening to the central Soviet government
was the rise of nationalist forces, leading to massive
communalist bloodletting in the Caucasus and secessionist
movements in the Baltic republics. :

Faced with  the disintegration of Soviet society, the
Kremlin bureaucracy splintered, signaled by the splitting up
of the original Gorbachev team into mutually hostile figures.
Yegor Ligachev became the spokesman for the conservative
Stalinist apparatchiks, who desired to maintain the status quo
with minimal changes. Boris Yeltsin—Moscow party boss
in the early Gorbachev regime—became a pseudo-populist
demagogue allied with the pro-Western “democratic”
opposition. Yeltsin masked his support for “free .market”
economics by attacking the privileges of the bureaucratic
elite and calling for increased consumer goods by cutting
military spending and industrial investment. But now he has
tacked his slippery demagogy onto a program of open
capitalist restoration, the 500-day Shatalin plan.

The Democratic Platform, an openly capitalist-
restorationist faction with a thin social-democratic veneer,
emerged in the CPSU and has recently split.out as an
independent ‘party. The conservative Stalinists established
an organizational base in the Russian Communist Party,
formed ladt summer, whose very name indicates an appeal

-to Russian nationalism. More generally, the old-line Sta-

linists have blocked with a wing of Slavophile nationalists
hostile to Western “decadence” and “cosmopolitanism.”
Thus the leading Russian nationalist ideologue Valentin
Rasputin links Western capitalist investment to such other
Western-imported “evils” as rock 'n’ roll, homosexuality,
pornography and Jews.

In the Soviet Union, it is difficult to envision the
capltallst -restorationist forces ‘achieving governmental
power short of civil .war, as has occurred in East Europe.
The force of Soviet patriotism and bureaucratic” conser-
vatism, especially among the military cadre, is too strong
and the obstacles to mobilizing the masses behind the
“bourgeois-democratic” counterrevolution too great. Anti-

“Soviet nationalism provided the glue holding together the
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d:sparate social and political elemcms makmg up Soli-
darnos¢ and the Civic Forum.

The Soviet military cadre are naturally hostile to the
dismemberment of the USSR and the weakening of its state
power. The military command’s conservative attitude toward
the Soviet state was especially apparent during the Lithuania
secession crisis early this year. For the past few years, talk
of a military coup to restore social order has become
increasingly commonplace

Russian society today is polarized (prefiguring a possxblc
‘civil war) between the forces of the “bourgeois-democratic”
counterrevolution, exemplified by the Democratic Platform,
and an amalgam of conservative Stalinist and Slavophile
elements, with the working class divided between the two
camps. Thus the Kuzbass miners staged a one-day political
strike in support of Yeltsin while the official trade unions,
led by old-line Stalinist apparatchiks, have engaged in
economic strikes against the Democratic Platform-dominated
local government in Moscow.

The currently prevailing attitudes among Russmn and
Russified workers appear to consist of highly contradictory
elements—hatred of the bureaucracy, illusions in “pure”
democracy, Soviet patriotism, a desire for economic security
and social egalitarianism, identification of centralized
planning with bureaucratic commandism. All evidence
indicates that the mass of Soviet workers do not support the
establishment of a capitalist market economy as such. Gavril
Popov—prominent “free market” economist, leader of the
Democratic-Platform and mayor of Moscow—now fears that
the rise of “left-wing popu]ism” will derail the transition to
capltallsm

..NOW We must create a soc1ety with a variety of different
forrns of ownership, including privaté property; and this will

be a society of economic inequality. There will be contradic-’
tions between the policies leading to denationalization,

privatization, and inequality on the one hand and, on the
other, the populist character of the forces that were set in

motion in order to achieve those aims. The masses long for .

faimess and economic equality. And the further the process
of transformation goes, the more acute and more glaring
will be the gap between those aspirations and economlc
realities.”
—"“Dangers for Democracy,” New York Review of .
Books, 16 August 1990 ,

- Our immediate goal should be to forge a Trotskyist propa-
ganda group which can cut through the present polarization
between the forces-of the “bourgeois-demiocratic” counter-
revolution and their conservative Stalinist/Slavophile nation=
alist opponents. In the first place, we should orient toward
those worker activists and intellectuals who want to defend
socialism as they understand it, such as the militants of thé
United Front of Toilers. It is necessary to emphasize in
this political milieu those aspects of our program which cut
sharply against the Stalinist/Russian-nationalist outlook.

Precisely because we oppose the current rcacnonary
secessionist movements (e.g., in the Baltics), it'is all the
more necessary to emphasize our principled position for the
right of nations to self-determination. Combatting anti-
Semitism is strategically vital to building a genuinely
communist party in Russia today, where anti-Semitism truly
conforms to Bebel’s old definition as “the socialism of

fools.” We should publicize our libertarian position on social

questions such as abortion, homosexuality and pornography.
For centralized economic planning under soviet democracy
and social freedom should be a very attractive program m
Russia today.

10 October 1990

[SPARTACIST

BOUND VOLUMES

$25.00 apiece

English Edition
Volume 1: Issues 1-20
February 1964 -July 1971

The first bound volume of Spartacist,
English edition, encompasses the compiled
public propaganda, including supplemental
reprints, of our tendency from its expulsion
from the SWP in 1964 to the establishment
of Workers Vanguard in 1971.

This second volume of Spartacist, English edition, reflects
the transformation of Spartacist from the main organ of

the Spartacist League/U.S. into the theoretical journal of

the international Spartacist tendency (now international:
Communist League). This volume also contains the “Moreno
Truth Kit."
programmatic questions tacung Marxlsts mternatnonally
during this period.

‘Volume 2: Issues 21-30
Autumn 1972 -Autumn 1980

The documents collected here project the major

German Edition
- issues 1-10
Spring 1974—Winter 1981-82

The first bound volume of Spartacist, German edition, includes
documents key in the formation of the Trotzkistische Liga
Deutschiands (now Spartakist-Arbeiterpartei Deutschlands),
as'well as translations of articles from Workers Vanguard and
Spartacist, English edition.

ve

New discounts available for larger orders. )
Also available in microfitm. Bound volumes of French- and Spanish-language editions in preparation.
Order from/make checks payable to: Spartacist Publishing Co., Box 1377 GPO, New York, NY 10116, USA




16

SPARTACIST

-For Marxi‘st CIarity and a

This article was submitted as a contribution 1o the current
International Communist League- (Fourth Internationalist)
internal discussion on the collapse of Stalinism in Eastern
Europe and the Soviet Union. The International Executive

Committee has authorized the publication here of the most -

politically comprehensive of the submitted documents. This is
the second of two such articles. The first appears on pagé four.

by Albert St. John

It is obvious from the many written contributions to the
international discussion on the Russian question writ large
that many comrades are going back to their Marxist librar-
ies, and particutarly the writings of Leon Trotsky, who
devoted the last 17 years of his life primarily to an analysis
of the new phenomenon of Stalinism as a parasitic bureau-

 cratic caste resting on the economic foundations established
by,the first (and only) proletarian social revolution. 1 agree
with comrade Andrews that the events of East Germany,
Eastern Europe and the Soviet Union are not breaking new
ground theoretically, but-rather involve the application of
Trotsky's penetrating analysis to a new pericd. A re-reading
of this rich' body of writings reveals many works that have
suddenly acquired new sharpness and deeper insight as we
now witness the final collapse of Stalinism. This has been
‘my own experience.

In the absence of scientific study and analysns to under-
stand a changing world, a communist is left on the very thin
and dangerous ice of impressionism and subjective reactions,
which ultimately will reflect the pressure of alien class
forces. In that spirit, here is my nomination for a cover
quote for this International Discussion Bulletin:

“A superficial idealistic mode of thinking that operates with
ready-made norms,mechanically fitting living processes of
development to them, easily leads one from enthusiasm to
prostration. Only dialectical materialism, which teaches us
to view all existence in its process of development and in
the conflict of internal forces can impart the necessary
stability to thought and action.’

— Leon Trotsky, “The Workers' State, Thermidor

" and Bonapartism,” Writings [1934-35]

I thought that the single most clarifying contribution to
the recent discussions in the Bay Area was made by com-
rade Andrews regarding the often-used quote by Trotsky
found in *The Class Nature of the Soviet State’: “He who
asserts that the Soviet government has been gradually
changed from proletarian to bourgeois is only, so to speak,
running backward the film of reformism.” Written in Octo-
ber 1933, after the call for a new, Fourth International, the

statement was most specifically directed at those who were -

saying that the collapse of the Communist International
meant at the same time the collapse of the Soviet Union as

Forward Perspective

a workers state. Nonetheless, Trotsky did frame the state-
ment as a general thesis, and it has come to be understood
as such, that a bourgeois-counterrevolution could not take
place in a workers state without military battles.

Using the analogy of the French Revolution, the rise to
power of the Stalin faction was early on compared to the
“Ninth Thermidor” of 1794, when the dictatorship of Robes-

pierre was overthrown and power shifted to more moderate

forces. But as originally.used in the mid-twenties Thermidor
had been conceived of as the threat of capitalist restoration
by social forces unleashed by, but to the right of, the Stalin
faction. By 1935 it was clear that the shift to.-the right had
in fact taken place long ago and Trotsky corrected the
analogy and revised both the.conceptions of Thermidor and
Bonapartism.

In 1794 Thermidor had occurred on the basis of the new
bourgeois society. and state. It-had to be recognized that
Soviet Thermidor had already occurred, and had been a
political rather than a social counterrevolution, signaling the
shift of power from the revolutionary vanguard into the
hands of a conservative bureaucracy. The political shift had
taken place on the social basis of the planned economy,
which still existed. “The year 1924—that was the beginning
of the Soviet Thermidor,” wrote Trolsky '

Andrews argued that by assuming a.workers state would

=i ' Mary Evans Agency
France: Thermidor 1794. The revolutionary Jacobin
Robespierre after arrest by Committee of Public
Safety.
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bé as resistant to counterrevolution as a.capitalist state,
Trotsky-had overdrawn the analogy with bourgeois society,
and that in this regard an identity between the two different
class societies could not be made. The proletariat is a differ-
ent kind of ruling class than the bourgeoisie, he said. At the
-upper levels capitalist society consists of a relatively small
group of large property owners, a net of conscious individu-
.als each protecting their own property through a system of
property. Behind the special bodies of armed men, each big
capitalist therefore is a particular point or node of resistance
to the overthrow of the system as a whole. In contrast the
proletariat as a ruling class is numerically larger but more
- atomized. The preservation of proletarian power therefore
depends principally on consciousness and organization, and

the link of the vanguard with the most conscious layers of .

the mass. Thus, the ability of a workers state to defend itself
depends heavily on the political character of its central
cadre. .

This immediately brought to mind how vulnerable the
early Soviet state was in March 1921, when the Menshevik-
inspired Kronstadt mutineers called for “Soviets without
Bolsheviks,” and the delegates of the 10th Party Congress,
with considerable loss of life, went across.the ice to storm
the fort and put down the rebellion. The Civil War had
wrecked the economy and the Bolsheviks were a minority

government. In 1921, the survival of the first workers state .

depended on a relatively small number of party and Red
Army cadre under the political leadership of Lenin and
Trotsky, who because of their internationalist program were
determined to hold on to the Russian Revolution while
striving through the Comintern to extend the revolution into
Western Europe. ‘

How much more tenuous is the survival of the proletarlan
property forms when their defense depends instead on a
conservative nationalist bureaucracy that has polmcally
expropriated the proletariat in order to guard the conquests
of the social revolution for its own benefit and by its own
methods. Trotsky wrote that it is because of this dual role
of the Stalinist bureaucracy and not only due to repression
that the workers—if they do not see another possibility—
will “with clenched teeth” tolerate the bureaucracy, fearing
that if it were overthrown, the field would only be cleared
for the class enemy. Over five decades after Trotsky made
this analysis, this was exactly the position persistently
voiced by many of the DDR workers we met regarding the
Modrow government in the period before Treptow, even as
they were coming to seek out the Trotskyists for help in
stopping the sale of their factories.

But what happens when the regime of the Stalinist “gate-
keepers” of the planned economy collapses, or they are
persuaded that their self-interest lies elsewhere? Then, if the

. workers are not able to take state power, what force stands
in the way of a total collapse of the planned economy? By
1936 the Stalinist bureaucracy had become consctous of
itself as a social layer whose needs were counterposed to
workers revolution. Therefore, said Trotsky, “it has ceased
to offer any subjective guarantee whatever of the socialist
direction of its policy. It continues to preserve state property

“only to the extent that it fears the proletariat.” In the DDR,
the Stalinist regime collapsed, caught between Gorbachev
and public outrage, and its remnants, rather than see the

proletariat in power, delivered up the East German deformed .

waorkers state to German imperialism. They not only opened
the gates, but above all sought to. avoid “chaos”

(read:.

Lenin and Trotsky among delegates to the 10th
Congress of Russian CP, March 1921. Delegates
helped crush counterrevolutionary Kronstadt mutiny.

resistante from the workers) as they co-administered the

_ liquidation of the planned economy and the restoration of

capitalism.
In fact, Trotsky himself acknowledged that thcre were
“limits beyond which the analogy with the Great French

Revolution cannet pass.” In 1935 Trotsky wrote “The Work-

ers’ State, Thermidor and Bonapartism” to revise the earlier
incorrect conceptions mentioned above. In this important
work he also discusses the different roles of a bourgeois and
a workers state. Here he stresses the dissimilar traits of capi-
talist and socialist relations, Once freed from the restraints
of feudalism, bourgeois relations develop automatically. The
bourgeois state confines itself to a police role, leaving the
market to its own laws. Therefore under capitalism the
replacement of political regimes has only indirect and super-
ficial influence on the market economy. In contrast the
proletarian revolution, having expropriated private property,
transfers the productive forces directly to the state it has
itself created. Unlike the anarchistic bourgeois economy the
planned socialist economy is not built automatically but
consciously. Therefore, he writes,*‘Progress towards social-
ism is inseparable from that state power which is desirous
of socialism or which is constrained to desire it.” Thus, he
concluded, without the intervention of a conscious proletar-
ian vanguard, the collapse of the Stalinist political regime
would lead inevitably to the liquidation of the planned
economy and to restoration of private property. A similar

LY. Leonidov ~
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point is developed in The Revolution Betrayed in the section,
“Is the Bureaucracy a Ruling Class?” Consequently, I think
Trotsky’s earlier generalization about “running backward the
film of reformism” does overextend the' analogy and in fact
is inconsistent with his later analysis on the dissimilarities
in the role of the state and the crucial role of consciousness
in the defense of proletarian property relations.

~As Stalinism finally collapses under the weight of its
inner contradictions, the crisis of the leadership of the prole-
tariat.is posed with a new urgency. The decisive battles will
be fought on the political terrain of the Soviet Union, where
it all started in 1917. And here I believe is where the differ-
ent origins of the Soviet Union on the one hand, and all the
deformed workers states on the other, have become decisive.

In 1917 a self-conscious proletariat carried out a social
revolution and then defended that revolution and extended.
the dictatorship of the proletariat nationally in three years
of civil war. And it was this class consciousness, more than
Stalin’s crude anti-German nationalism, that motivated 28
million Soviet ¢itizens (the current Soviet estimate) to fight
to the death to defend their state against the Nazis in World
War II. There is living memory of those historic acts within
the Soviet workers, who are descended from that working
class led by the party of Lenin and Trotsky that fought its
way to state power. Therefore it is not at all accidental that
it is only in the Soviet Union that a strategically important
sector of the workers carried out widespread and effectively
organized strike action that almost immediately had a politi-
cal character that harked back to the early soviets. In an

immediate sense they took these actions to force improve-
ments of their outrageously miserable living and working
conditions. But there were also indications coming through
the filtered news reports, that the workers also knew that
something much more had been taken away from them,
namely the political control of their state and economy. In
the USSR, it is likely that the attempt to restore capitalism
will be accompanied by civil war. As recent polls demon-
strated, there are significant numbers of people in the Soviet
Union that want to be Trotskyists. And since there is no
shortage these days of anti-communist “anti-Stalinists”
among the intelligentsia, there must necessarily be reflected
in these polls and other manifestations a perception that
Trotskyism means defense of the planned economy and
building socialism on the basis of workers democracy.

. In “The Class, the Party and the Leadership” [20 August
1940, published in The Spanish Revolution (1931-39}, Path-
finder Press, 1973], which I strongly urge comrades to read,
Trotsky states that despite being a small party with insignifi-
cant support among the working class in early 1917, the
Bolshevik Party was able to acquire a mass base because
first Lenin, and then the rest of the party, had a very clear
revolutionary conception that corresponded with the actual
course of the revolution. Its program and slogans gave
organized expression to the rapidly changing consciousness
of the working class. With our Trotskyist analysis of Stalin-
ism and our program for political revolution, we too possess
a revolutionary concepuon of what must be done to defend
and extend the gams of October. We all realize that the
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: L Wallislipa
After breach of Berlin Wall, November 1989. in
absence of revolutionary leadership, nascent polit-

lcal revolution.in DDR was overtaken by capitalist .

counterrevolution.

terminal collapse of Stalinism poSes great dangers for the
Soviet Union. But the ensuing loss of political and moral
authority-of the Stalinists, combined with the breakdown of
the repressive police regime, also affords us remarkable
opportunities to reach the Soviet workers and soldiers with
the revolutionary program of the ICL that have not existed
since the beginning of the Soviet Thermidor in 1924. These
possxbllmes are posed so sharply because of the revolution-
ary origins of the Soviet Union.

In contrast, the liquidation of the planned economy of the
former DDR following the collapse of the Stalinist regime
underscores the qualitatively different origins of all the
deformed workers states and the effect of this on the con-
sciousness of the proletariat. In the German Democratic
Republic (DDR) and Eastern Europe the expropriation of
capitalism was carried out by the Stalinists for their own
reasons and. by their own methods. As Trotsky pointed out
in'1939 after the Red Army occupied Eastern Poland, Stalin-
ism bases itself on state property, so private capitalist prop-’
erty was abolished in order to bring the new regimes into
accord with the regime in the USSR. Thus, the series of
postwar transformations were not accomplished as conscious

acts by the proletariat as an organized class as in Russia, but.

from the top down by military-bureaucratic means, the

former capitalist states having been-smashed in the course

of the war. There is an interesting section in “The USSR in
War” (Jn Defense of Marxism) where Trotsky’s analySIs of
these earlier expropriations applies equally well to the
methods used to establish the post-World War 1l deformed
workers-states. To carry out these expropriations, he said,
the bureaucracy would of necessity have to issue an appeal
for independent activity on the part of the masses in order
to constitute a new regime. But having awakened the revolu-
tionary masses, the bureaucracy would then resort to ruthless

police measures to suppress the workers and assure the
preponderance of the -bureaucratic regime.

Thus the political regimes of all the postwar deformed
workers states were qualitatively the same as in the USSR
after decades of Stalinist degeneration. This includes Yugo-
slavia, China, North Korea and North Vietnani; and later
Cuba, where the differences if any were only quantitative.
While the statification of the means of -production is a
progressive measure, Trotsky argues that the transformation
of property relations is not the primary political criterion for
us, but rather whether these transformations resulted in the
raising of the consciousness and organization of the proletar-
iat. From this decisive standpoint, he wrote, “the politics of
Moscow...completely retains its reactionary character and

remains the chief obstacle on the road to world revolution.”™

Therefore, even though the social transformations in East
Germany and Eastern Europe had initial popular support,
because of the deformed-and incomplete character of the
revolutions the proletariat was rendered no more conscious

of its historical tasks. In the absence of such revolutionary

traditions, the resulting consciousness was more one-sided,
a contradictory form of false conscicusness derived from the
lies and deceptions of Stalinism and a popular-frontist

worldview that substituted false categories like “peace- |
loving countries” and “progressive peoples” or “wings” of

imperialism for a revolutionary worldview based on a class-

struggle perspective, In the DDR one really got a sense of.

this, that we live in this protected “socialism in half a coun-
try” and out there is an essentially unchangeable hostile
world without class contradictions. With independent politi-

cal expression precluded and the trade unions being merely -

instruments of Stalinist economic policy, the working class
in the DDR was atomized and politically disarmed. Unlike
the earlier generation in 1953, who saw revolutionary oppor-

- tunities 1n the_wake of Stalin’s death, there was both a
. defense of old Stalinist dogma (“export of revolution,” etc.)

as well as a broader cynicism that equated socialism with
Stalinism. This latter view predominated more in the heavily
populated southern regions of Halle/Leipzig, which voted
heavily for the Christian Democrats (CDU) and Social
Democrats (SPD). We generally saw a more leftist expres-

sion in the Stalinist SED/PDS strongholds of Berlin and the

Theo Heimann
4 December 1989: Demonstrators in front of SED/PDS
Congress call “For a Renewed Party!” lllusions In
SED/PDS gave way to demoralization when Stalinists
-'gave go-ahead to reunification. i :
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Sbartakist Pholos

Trotzkistische Liga Deutschlands
organized Spartakist Groups in DDR
around key demands “Down with
Stalinism!”’, “No to Capitalist
Restoration!” and “For a Red
Germany of Workers Councils in a
Sccialist United States of Europe.”
Spartakist banner: “For a Leninist-
Egalitarian Party!” (left). Greetings
in Russian, Spanish, Vietnamese and
Polish distributed to Soviet soldiers
and immigrant workers; Trotskyist
literature was eagerly received,
including outside December 1989
SED conference (above). TLD and
Spartakist Group members founded
the Spartakist Workers Party of
Germany on 21 January 1990.

 more lightly populated north, where we did most of our
political work until shortly-before the March 18 elections.

This false consciousness and clinging to the SED resulted
in demoralization and anger in the wake of the somewhat
orchestrated “revelations” of the corruption of the Honecker
regime in October 1989, then a kind of heady exuberance
and optimism that the SED could be reformed following the
mass resignations of the Government and Central Committee
in November and early December, followed by paralysis and
desperation after Gorbachev and Modrow gave the green
light to capitalist reunification in February. (Modrow, it
should be remembered, had been the “popular” SED mayor
of Leipzig during the period of the increasingly right-wing
Monday night demonstrations, before being summoned to
Berlin to administer the liquidation of the DDR.)

But that is only a description of the very wide swings in
the mood and consciousness of the mass of the East German
proletariat (which also had a disorienting effect on our
partial forces). A more precise analysis of why,the proletari- |

at in the DDR did not mobilize is captured in a quote from,
again, “The. Class, the Party, and the Leadership” where,

speaking in the context of the Spanish Revolution, Trotsky
wntes “Workers in general do not. easily break w1th the
party' that awakens them to conscious life. Moreover the
existence of mutual protection within the Popular Front
lulled them: since everybody agreed, everything must be all
right.” In the potentially revolutionary situation that existed
in the DDR from, broadly speaking, October 1989 through
the elections in March 1990, the false consciousness and
confusion of the workers was reinforced by the petty-
bourgeois layer that constituted the active political spectrum
from the SED/PDS to the Communist Platform, Die Nelken,

the Communist Party of Germany (KPD) and the“Umted
Left. The intellectual leaderships of these organizations were
drawn overwhelmingly from the same layer of the “new
intelligentsia” that is Gorbachev’s base in the USSR. And
indeed they were predominantly Gorbachevite. With a class
outlook hostile 1o the workers, all agreed there must be sgme
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form of “market socialism,” meaning the discipline of the
market will force our lazy workers to produce more for us,
or else topgh luck, no job for them. Therefore all understood
that the one thing that was to be avoided was agitating the
workers to resist the necessary and'inevitable “restructur-
ing.” The code word for this was “avoiding chaos.” All they
had to offer the workers were soothing reassurances that
everything would be all right. In general the factories were
avoided. Here and there “soviets” were organized by United
Left members that were in fact a mini-SPD-type ploy of
organizing the workers to deal with the “inevitable” capital-
ist takeover. Being predominantly. Goibachevite, these
organizations also obscured or avoided any programmatic
or social analysis of Stalinism, instead perpetuating the
liberal notion that it was simply a repressive and corrupt
system. Socialism equaled Stalinism and market socialism
equaled “democracy.” So it wasn’t the ¢ase that the workers
of the DDR had no leadership. Rather the program of their
traditional party, in the new colors of the “reformed” PDS,
as well as the parallel programs of the other “leftist” DDR

- groupings, ran at an angle of 180 degrees to the objective

interests and periodic impulses of the working class.

In Spain the Stalinists “wanted to eliminate the need for
fascism by proving to the Spanish and world bourgeoisie
that they were themselves capabie of strangling the proletar-
ian revolution under the banner of ‘democracy’,” as Trotsky
succinctly put it. In Germany, where the Western Strike
Force of the Red Army has faced NATO forces for nearly
40 years, Gorbachev wanted to persuade the German and
world bourgeoisie that the Cold War and NATQ were no
longer necessary by demonstrating that the Soviet bureauc-
racy was capable itself of reversing the military, political
and social outcome of World War II, the “Great Patriotic
War Against Fascisr_n"’ As evidence of goed faith, East
Germany was handed back to German imperialism. This was
not the first time this dea] was offered. In 1952 Stalin
offered to pull out of East\Germany, if only the united
capitalist Germany would remain “neutral” and stay out of
the newly formed NATO. The Christian Democrat Adenauer
refused. This is what the sleazy Soviet foreign minister
Shevardnadze was referring to earlier this year when he said
that a neutral Germany “was a very old and very good idea.”

So there is no mystery why civil war was averted in the
DDR. Standing orders say that all Warsaw Pact armies,
especially the NVA, are under direct Soviet command in
wartime. Further, it was reportedly on orders from the top
Soviet command in the DDR that no armed force was used
against the mass demonstration in Leipzig on October 9. So
on the one hand, it was Moscow policy that neither Red
Army nor East German forces took any action in defense
of the fallen Honecker regime. The absence of bloodshed
allowed our forces very wide latitude. Then starting in late
December the Betriebskampfgruppen were quietly demobil-
ized and disarmed by the “transitional” government led by
Modrow and Gysi. This was a party militia organized at the
factory level after the 1953 uprising to put down any future
revoit before it could coalesce. It was never used for this
purpose, and instead its members came-to see themselves
as guardians of the workers state at the factory level. With
components in every factory in the country 1 believe it was
numerically larger than the regular army. It not only had
access to small arms, but also artillery and armor, including

tanks. Particularly since the in-plant party and trade-union -

organizations disappeared after November, this national
A
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Members of Betriebskampfgruppe (factory militia) in
DDR. National network of militias. was demobilized
by Stalinists to block organized worker opposition
to capitalist reunification.

internal structure of a factory-based militia had the very real
potential to become the organized political/military locus of
the political revelution. Therefore its early demobilization
by the Stalinists had to be a conscious act intended to pre-
vent the militia from playing that role,

The disarming of the proletariat was a decisive blow from

_the standpoint of organizing the force necessary to seize

control of the state in order to defend the planned economy
and state property from liquidation. After its dissolution
there was also a noticeable loss of coherence and organiza-

. tion in the factdries, further atomizing the proletariat. What

Bonn had thought would only be acquired someday through’

" military action by NATO was thus handed over as a political

decision by the Stalinist bureaucracy. In the several weeks
immediately prior to the March elections, Kohl’s Christian~
Democrats launched their really massive electoral blitzkrieg

" that, as Andrews so aptly put it, grabbed the East German

workers by the throat. The factories were hit heavily, espe-

“cially in the south. A number of workers in the Halle/Leip-

zig area said they would either vote CDU of SpAD, i.e., for
capitalism or revolution. This extremism indicated a growing
desperation. When 85 percent of the workers voted for the
CDU or SPD-based coalitions, politically it was all over for
the DDR. The subsequent disposal of the planned economy
by the treaty that went into effect on July 1 was just a legal
formality. ' '

Inconclusion, I do not see a basis for the worries ex-
pressed by some that comrades are politically disarmed or
that the events in Germany and East Europe are theoretically

Neub ’
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problematic. Some 65 years after Stalinism first made its
-appearance as the result of the isolation of the first workers
revolution, Trotsky’s analysis now shines through with an
even greater clarity. We are Trotskyists and do not mourn
the passing of this parasitic phenomenon Its life span was
prolonged only because workers revolution had- not been
extended to the industrial West, itself in large measure a
product of the crimes of Stalinism agamst the workers
movement, both’ By omission as well as commission. The
danger lies in the fact that Stalinism’s demise has not been
brought about by the struggles of the proletariat. At the
same time the prcsem situation opens up unprecedented
opportunities for our programmatic tendency. With the
possible exception of South Africa (and that is only conjunc-
tural) there is not a Stalinist party in the world that has not
been fraciured by crisis. Our traditional fake-Trotskyist
opponents are deeply confused and compromlscd by their
tailing of the anti-Communism of Cold War.IL
. There are opportunities for our German section as well.
Because the SPD is trying to.protect the wage levels and
social benefits of its historic base in West Germany, SPD
. unions have become involved in a series of strikes in the
former DDR for substantial wage.increases. The “miracle”

of a strong German economy and currency has been based -

on a muting of class conflict purchased with-a very high

standard of living for the West German._ workers, itself an
acknowledgment of their potential social power. Now that

stability is threatened as the German ruling class pours

billions of deutschmarks into the former DDR to fulfill its -

“historic mission.” And the German economy doesn’t exist
in a vacuum either, as interimperialist rivalries are exposed
by the U.S. power grab in the Middle East. This period is
not equivalent to, say, 1928 in China, where. Trotsky could
find no satisfaction in the fact that his analysis was proven
correct. Temporary confusion and- demoralization of sections
of the proletariat is not the same thing as being smashed and
atomized by bloody defeats. .

We never prejudged the outcome of our efforts to forge
[the party and leadership necessary for a successful political

ispeuedg

3 January 1990:
Spartakist
spokesman
Renate Dahlhaus
(lower right)
addresses 250,000-
strong united-front
protest against .
fascist desecration
of Soviet war
memorial, Treptow
Park, East Berlin.

- revolution in the DDR. In practice we were opposed by

qualitatively larger objective forces, ranging from Moscow
to Bonn and Pankow, as well as the effects on the proletariat
of the deformed character of the origins of the DDR. 1

. would say that our own biggest failure was in not aggres-
sively organizing Spartakist Gruppen in the early period

before Treptow. As it was, the first and for a long time the
only group, was not organized in Berlin until around mid-
December; our first new TLD members were not taken in
until January 7 (Gunther and Dieter!). While in hindsight
(following the split of March 4) Gunther and Dieter were
larger active obstacles to recruitment than had been realized,
the failures of the earlier period were due—as was Lenin’s
problem in 1905 —primarily to political resistance Lo turning
our face to the masses and historic weaknesses within the
TLD itself, which more or less oscillated between sectarian-
ism and passivity and a tendency toward liquidating into a
strategic united front. Having failed to recruit in this early
period when it was easier, we stayed “poor” in the later
period when it was more difficult. Instead of a possible two
or three hundred new members we had ten or fifteen. But
recruitment of valuable cadres did start finally during the
belated election campaign and has continued steadily ever
since then. And “Spartakist” did become a widely recog-

. nized political entity in the DDR, which was a first for any

section of our international tendency. This is a lestament to
the power of our Trotskyist program.

We have lived through an extended slow and mcreasmgly
reactionary penod that-may have affected some comrades

. with its seeming permanence, although this view is condi-
" tioned more by-living in the United States. In a broader

international sense the postwar period that started with the
Cold War in 1947 is dramatically coming apart, and big
changes -are taking place in the world. 'We should thought-
fully and systematically pursue the new opportunities that
have opened for us, particularly in the Soviet Union. Only
by study and struggle can we go from one period to another

‘without falling off the train as history makes a turn.

6 September 1990

A
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Spartacist Group

of Poland Founded

We are proud to publish the working agreement between
the International Communist League and our comrades of
the newly founded Spartakusowska Grupa Polski, first
printed in Workers Vanguard No. 513, 2 November 1990.
The militants of the SGP come to the ICL, having arrived
at revolutionary Trotskyism after several years of efforts to
rediscover the program of authentic communism. The cadre
include some who were politicized by the events of 1980-81

. in Poland but were repulsed by the reactionary clericalism
of Solidarnoé¢. They were among the founders of the Ruch
Mtodej Lewicy (RML—Young Left Movement), initially
a somewhat heterogeneous grouping which sought to func-
tion as a left wing within. the youth organization of the
Polish United Workers Party (PZPR—the ruling Stalinist
party). Seeking the road to proletarian internationalism, our
new Polish comrades came into conflict with the Stalinist
nationalist perversion of Marxism and with the deeply
nationalist pro-Solidarnoé¢ left. They were excluded from
a May Day demonstration in 1988 for carrying banners hail-
ing Lenin, Luxemburg and Liebknecht, revolutionary leaders
of the Russian, Polish and German workers. Increasingly
attracted to Trotskyism, they were instrumental in seeing
that key works by Trotsky like The Revolution Betrayed were
translated into the Polish lahguage. .
~ Thus, by the time they first came into contact with ICL
literature this summer, the comrades who now constitute the
SGP had through their own experiences and struggles ar-
rived at a similar political thrust on several key questions.

But it was necessary to draw a sharp political line against-

programewe Rachu Miodej Lawicy 1 f‘;:".:-.z:'g.r:::
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the pro-Solidarnos¢ outfits like the Mandetites and Moreno-

" ites who masquerade as Trotskyists. As the Polish comrades
“noted in a letter to our German section: “In the Trotskyist

movement in Poland, we often meet with activists who have
a ‘Solidarnoéé’ pedigree, or in any case put all their hopes
in ‘Solidarno$¢.” Until now it is difficult for them to shed
these illusions. Either they don’t know or they deliberately
suppress the reality of our true tradition (for ‘tactical’ rea-
sons). It is increasingly more difficult for us- to have a
common language with them.”

For the ICL, this agreement represents a welcome result

of our ongoing propagandistic intervention into the events
in Poland from. without. It is also a modest vindication of
our insistence on reviving the historic revolutionary unity
of the German, Polish and Soviet proletariat. The beginnings
of political revolution in East Germany (DDR) a year ago
altowed us for the first time to reach out to Polish workers
with Trotskyist propaganda in their native' language. A

statement of “Internationalist Greetings to Our Polish Com-

rades” (December 1989) by our comrades in Germany,
produced through the assistance of a Polish-speaking sym-
pathizer in London, was widely distributed among the thou-
sands of Polish-workers in the DDR. Subsequently, a “Letter

to Polish Workers” (May 1990) by the Spartakist Workers~

Party of Germany was distributed in Poland itself, to the
combative rail workers in Szczecin as well as the Warsaw
congress of the OPZZ trade-union federation. This letter,
counterposing - Trotskyist perspective of proletarian
internationalism to escalating Greater German chauvinism
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tradition of the “Three L's”: Lenin, Liebknecht and Luxemburg. For revolutionary unity of German, Polish and
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New York, September 1981: Spartacists opposed power grab by reactionary Solidarno$é¢, company union for
the CIA and capitalist bankers. Solidarnos¢ leader Lech Walesa (right) flaunts money from Western backers.

.and the nanonallsm of Solidarnosé, came lnlo the hands of
the RML.

- Nine years ago our call to “Stop Solidarno$¢ Counterrevo-

lution” stood out sharply as a concretization of the Trotsky-

ist insistence that the USSR and the deformed workers states

be defended against capitalist restoration. Sundry oppor-
tunists sneered that such a.principled stance would find

no support within the Polish werkers movement. The rev-
olutionary regroupment in Poland is therefore particularly
satisfying. The adherence of Polish comrades to the ICL,
along with fusions of new forces in Canada and Mexico,
bears witness to the power of the Leninist program to
regroup subjective communists internationally. Forward to
the reforging of the Fourth International!

Agreement for Common Work Between
Young Left Movement of Poland and ICL

1. From October 1917 on, capitalism has sought to crush
the world historic achievements of the Russian Revolution.
The restoration of capitalism would mean massive immiseri-
zation and unemployment of the working people, bringing
back all the backwardness and chauvinism of the past, and
preparations for a new interimperialist war. We Trotskyists
stand for unconditional military defense of the Soviet Union
and the deformed workers states agamsl imperialism and
internal counterrevolution.

2. In Poland the primary agency for counterrevolution has
been Solidamos¢, aided and abetted by imperialism, the
Vatican and social democracy. By the time of its first con-
gress in 1981, Solidarno$éé had consolidated behind a pro-
gram of social counterrevolution: support to anti-communist
“free trade unions,” restoration of capitalism through bour-
geois parliamentarism, and liquidation of the planned econo-
my. Had Solidarno$é been victorious, it would as well have
threatened the existence of the other deformed workers
states, placing in the hands of the imperialists the main
supply and communication routes between the Soviet Union
-and the DDR, then the front line state confronting NATO.
At that time the international Spartacist tendency (iSt, now
the ICL) demanded “Stop Solidarno$é Counterrevolution™
and supported Jaruzelski’s preventive military coup, while
fighting for a proletarian political revolution to oust the

parasitic bureaucracy. The RML [Young Left Movemem]
agrees with this position. These events were an acid test for

. all would-be revolutionaries; it is necessary to swim against

the stream when the Marxist program stands counterposed
to the existing consciousness of the gverwhelming bulk of
the working class.

3. We reject the claims of fake-leftists that counterrevolu-
tionary Solidarnoscé-was leading a “‘proletarian political revo-
lution” in 1981. A genuine proletarian political revolution
is premised on the defense of the collectivized property
relations. As opposed to workers “self-management,” which
in reality means the introduction of capitalist property rela-
tions through the pitting of workers in different enterprises
against each other, we'stand for a planned, socialized econ-
omy (including the collectivization of agriculture) free of
Stalinist bureaucratic parasitism, arbitrarism and national
autarky. The basic direction of the economy and society
must be decided through workers democracy, that is, rule
by workers councils.

4. True to the program of the early Commumst Internation-
al, Trotskyism stands for world socialist révolution. In
contrast, Stalin’s dogma of “socialism in one country” is a
nationalist, anti-socialist lie aimed at conciliating imperial-
ism. The Gorbachev bureaucracy’s appeasement of imperial-
ism and its undermining of the collectivized econcmy,
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unleashing bloody national and ethnic conflicts, threatens
the very existence of the homeland of October. The Polish
Stalinists, who mortgaged the economy to the Western bank-
ers and drove the working class into the arms of the CIA
and Vatican, are self-evidently politically bankrupt. Those

who have paved the way for capitalist restoration cannot

lead the struggles to beat it back.

5. Posed pointblank is the need to bu1ld an authentic Trot-
skyist vanguard party in Poland, part of a reforged Fourth
International. But we reject the idea of a “family of Trotsky-
ism”; genuine Trotskyism has nothing in common with such
pro- Solndamoéé purveyors of anti-Sovietism as the followers
.of Nahuel Moreno and the United Secretariat (USec] of
‘Ernest Mandel, who in 1983 hailed the Solidarno$¢ leader-
ship as the “best socialists in the world.” The RML, a group
known for honoring the communist leaders Lenin, Luxem-
burg and Liebknecht, came to recognize that Trotskyism
represented the continuation of the revolutionary traditions
of the “3 L’s.” The RML first came into contact with.the
program of the ICL while it was engaged in discussions with
the Morenoites. Particularly decisive in winning it to the
program of the ICL were (a) agreement over the character
of Solidarno$¢ and (b) the RML's support to the “Trotskyist
" Platform™ published by the Trotskyist Faction of the Mexi-
*can POS, which subsequently fused with the Grupo Esparta-
quista de México.

6. A Trotskyist party must be a tribune of the people, cham-
pioning all victims of oppression. The drive to restore
capitalism revives and intensifies all the “old crap” of the
-prewar social order, from reactionary clericalism to Pil-
sudskiite nationalism and anti-Semitism. As Rosa Luxem-
burg wrote in 1905: “The clergy, no less than the capitalist
class, lives on the backs of the people, profits from the
degradation, the ignorance and the oppression of the peo-
ple.” The Catholic hierarchy, conciliated by the Stalinists,
has long exercised decisive influence over Solidarnoé¢. Cler-

o aaklst
Polish railway workers In' Szczecin strike in May
against capltallst “shock treatment” of Solidarnosé
regime. -

ical reaction particularly targets women. Smash the attacks
on abortion rights! For free abortion on demand! For free
24-hour childcare facilities! For the .strict separation of

church and state! Down with the conservative Stalinist

dogma that glorifies the institution of the family, the main
social institution oppressing women. Only the achievement

of a genuine socialist society, based on material abundance

and egalitarianism, can truly liberate women.

7. We honor the 600,000 soldiers of the Red Army who
died liberating Poland from the Nazis. But today the forces
of capitalist restoration have fueled the growth of virulent
anti-Semitism, from skinhead Nazis in Geﬁ‘nany to the KPN
[Confederation for an Independent Poland] vermin here to
the Great Russian chauvinists of Pamyat. For workers united

.
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fronts to smash the fascists! Workers in Poland: smash chau-

vinist attacks on Jewish people, Ukrainians, Gypsies,
homosexuals! Honor the heroic fighters of the Warsaw
Ghetto uprising of 1943! Defend leftists and former mem-
bers of the PZPR [Polish United Workers Party] against
anti-communist” witchhunts! For class struggle against
attempts to dismantle social gains of the collectivized
economy: for factory occupations and strikes agamst pri-
vatizations and plant shutdowns!

8. In East Germany what began as a political revolution -

turned into a capitalist counterrevolution. This defeat for the
workers movement has whetted the appetites of the Fourth
Reich of German imperialism for a renewed “Drang nach
Osten” [drive to the East]. Qur comrades of the Spartakist
Workers Party of Germany [SpAD] uniquely fought against
capitalist reunification and fight today against anti-Polish
and anti-immigrant chauvinism, as an essential part of the
“struggle for socialist revolution. Polish communists must
fight relentlessly against Pilsudskiite nationalism, which
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Poland’s revoiutionary Communist tradition: Rosa Luxemburg and the “Three

Adolt Warski, Henryk Walecki and Wera Kostrzewa of the early Polish

subjects the workers to the dictates of the IMF while spew-
ing out anti-Russian and anti-German chauvinism. Only .
proletarian internationalism offers a way forward—For the i
revolutionary unity of Russian, Polish and German workers!
For a socialist united states of Europe!

9. Reformists and centrists, forsaking the principle of de-
fense of the deformed workers states against counterrevolu-
tion, assist in infecting the working masses with the poison
of national chauvinism. Thus, such organizations as USec,
the Morenoites and Workers Power backed both the Polish
‘nationalists of Solidarnoéé, while in Germany tailing after
such groups as the PDS, SPD and/or the United Left, which
supported revanchist capitalist reunification. Adapting to
conflicting appetites of different national bourgeoisies, the
fake-Trotskyists are an obstacle to the constructlon of an
international vanguard party.

10. Polish Trotskyists must seek to reclaim the best tradi-
tions of the Polish workers movement, forged in the struggle
against national chauvinism. This is exemplified by Rosa
Luxemburg, a Polish Jewish communist and leader of the
revolutionary German proletariat. Reviling Luxemburg for
her internationalism, Stalin never trusted and finally liqui-
dated the Polish CP, which was the first to come to the
defense of comrade Trotsky by asserting in 1923 that “the
name of Comrade Trotsky is insolubly connected with the
victory of the Soviet Revolution, with the Red Anny, with
communism.’

11. While today Walesa and Jaruzelski obscenely whip up
Polish nationalism by celebrating the defeat of the Red
Army outside Warsaw in 1920, we reaffirm the policy of
the early Polish CP, which not only rose to the defense of
the Russian Revolution but recognized that the Polish prole-
tariat was a bridge to extend westward the revolution to the
borders of Germany, with its powerful proletariat. The
subsequent defeat of the German revolution of 1923 was a
major impetus for the consolidation of the Stalinist bureauc-
racy with its false ideology of “socialism in one country.”

12. The RML agrees with the iSt position on Afghanistan,
hailing the Red Army intervention, which- posed the
extension of the gains of the October Revolution to the
- Afghan peoples and particularly to the oppressed women of
Afghanistan. Gorbachev’s withdrawal was a sellout, greatly
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encouraging the imperialists in their drive to overthrow the
Soviet workers' state. We reject the anti-Soviet demand
raised by fake:leftists to withdraw the Warsaw Pact troops
from East Europe—Soviet troops have constituted the first
line of defense of the workers states-against NATO imperial-
ism. Out of the ranks of Soviet soldiers and officers w1ll
come many fighters for Trotskyism.

13. The comrades of the RML constitite themselves as the
Spartakusowska Grupa Polski (SGP). The SGP and the ICL
look forward to an early fusion, where the SGP will become
part of a democratic- centralist Intérnational. In the'interim,
in matters of mutual concern regarding Poland, both parties
to this agreement will consult.

14. The SGP needs to develop a systematlc pubhc face re--

. cruiting cadre and, intervening in various struggles and

.movements with ICL propaganda. A Leninist-Trotskyist
party in Poland will be built from above through splits and
fusions of ostensibly revolutionary organizations. Cadre can
be won from among left Stalinists, as well as ostensible
Trotskyists.

15. The ICL will assist the comrades in Poland in devel-
oping a systematic educational program to better acquaint
them with the specific positions of ICL sections on various
problems and events in the world. Fuller political integration
will be enhanced by travel and mutual exchanges of visits
with other ICL sections. In particular, it is envisaged that

Sparlaklsl
Warsaw monument to 1943 Ghetto uprising, erected
by Jewish survivors In 1946,

comrade‘s from Poland panicipatc in the SpAD’s e]?ac_tion
campaign, as well as helping to translate election materials
and fundamental ICL documents into the Polish language.

The establishment of an ICL group in Poland represents a
.real step in our.capacity to bring the program of Trotskyism

to the East European-and Soviet proletariats.
| 20 October 1990
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The following document by the Trotskyist Faction was

submitted on 20 May 1990 10 the Mexican POS, affiliated with,

the dissident Morenoite Internationalist Faction. At a meeting
on I July, the Trotskyist Faction fused with the Grupo Espar-

raquista de México (Spartacist Group of Mexico), part of the -

International Communist League (Fourth Internationalist).

I.
For unconditional military defense of the USSR and
the social gains of the workers states,

Based on the conception of Trotsky embodied in his work,
“War and the Fourth International,” we state;: DOWN WITH
NATO! No pacifist illusions in disarmament. Only interna-
tional proletarian revolution can bring peace to humanity.
Only the working class can disarm, by insurrectional means,
its respective warmongering bourgeoisies.

For the proletarian internationalism of Lenin. We oppose

any kind of support to counterrevolutionary or restoration-
ist movements in the workers states, movements which
hide behind “nationalist” demagogy, illusions in bourgeois
democracy and freedom of religion. For relentless struggle
against the reactionary ideclogy of Great Russian chauvin-
ism and anti-Semitism.

For proletarian political revolution in the USSR and in
all the deformed workers states. Power to revolutionary
workers councils: Down with the parasitic bureaucratic
caste! Only the working class and-the revolutionary party
can consistently defend the gains of the October Revolution.

For the right of secession from the USSR for all the
republics which desire it in order to form. mdependent
WORKERS STATES.

Reclaim Lenin and Trotsky’s conception of proletarian
internationalism, which is based on the unity of the ex-
ploited and oppressed against the exploiters and oppres-
sors, rejecting-the anti-Marxist conception that there are
“reactionary and progressive peoples,” which comes out

in our line on the fratricidal war between Armenia and
Azerbaijan. Such a conception can only serve as a cover

Platform of the Trbtskyist Faction

for these wars.

To reaffirm the Marxist conception that the Stalinist
bureaucracy, as such, has a dual function, or plays a dual
role, in the workers states, as was expressed in the classic
works of Trotsky, particularly in “The Class Nature of the
Soviet State,” The Revolution Betrayed, In Defense of Marx-
ism, the Transitional Program, etc. Against the Shachtman-
ite (and Healyite) conception that the bureaucracy is “coun-

: terrevolutionary through and through,” which is utilized as

a justification for abandoning in practice the Trotskyist
program of unconditional military defense of the workers
states in the face of constant aggression and imperialist
counterrevelution. Against conditional or “conjunctural de-
fensism” of the workers states, which infuses the program
and politics of the Internationalist Faction (IF) of the IWL,

I1. . e

For a united socialist Germany in a federation of
socialist workers states of Europe.

Down with the Fourth Reich! No to capitalist reunifica-
tion! The German working class must take the lead in the

.process of political revolution with the program of world

socialist revolution. For united-front actions to smash the
fascist danger! No to the sellout of the social gains of the
DDR! Full rights for all immigrant workers! Defend the
rights of women, homosexuals, Jews, leftists, against ultra-
rightist terror and imperialist counterrevolution.

We reject the slogan, “Warsaw Pact Troops Out,” as a
capitulation to the NATO of Bush, Thatcher and Mitterrand.
Revolutionary fraternization with the soldiers and officers
of the Red Army based on defense of the gains of the work-
ers states and for the formation of revolutionary soldiers and
sailors councils. .

We salute the Red Army in Afghanistan and the heroic
combatants of Jalalabad against the mercenary armies of
fundamentalist reaction supported by the CIA, We de-
nounce the shameful capitulation of the Moscow Stalinist
bureaucracy which made a pact-with imperialism for the

7 4]
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Soviet troops under
review before
Berlin’s Treptow
war memorial.
Trotskyist Faction
denounced
Morenoite slogan
“Warsaw Troops
Out,” and called
for revolutionary
fraternization with
the Red Army to
defend deformed
workers state.
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withdrawal of Soviet troops from Afghan soil. We reject the
shameful capitulation of the so-called Trotskyist movement
which joined the imperialist campaign of “Russians out of
Afghanistan!” ’

We salute the sending of Cuban troops to Angola durmg
the war against the agents of the South African regime. We
denounce:the capitilation of Castro and the Kremlin which
negotiated with imperialism the departure of the Cuban
internationalist fighters.

We reject the slogan of a “Constituent Assembly” for
Germany, recently raised by the [Morenoite] PTS (see the

special pamphlet, “Where Is the MAS Going?” [Buenos .
Aires]), for being a slogan for capita]ist restoration.

: II1.
For the construction of Trotskyist parties in the USSR
: and in all the workers states,

sections of the Fourth International which lead the struggle
against the Stalinist bureaucracy, confront imperialist coun-
terrevolution, and unite under the program of the Fourth
International the political and social revolutions throughout
the world. A process of unity which will not take place
through the “unconscious dynamic” of struggles, as the PTS
and the IWL maintain, but only as the Transitional Program
lays out: by resolving the crisis of proletarian leadership in
a fight to the death against the old leaderships and centrism.

IV.
Stop Solidarnos¢ Counterrevolution in Poland.

Eliminate from our program any kind of “critical”
support to this agency of capitalist restoration and anti-
Communism. Along with this, no political confidence in
the bankrupt Stalinist. bureaucracy! For proletarian po-
litical revolution to bring down the Walesa-Jaruzelski
government! For the program of proletarian internation-
alism -against the clerical nationalism of Walesa, the
Pope and the Black Madonna! For revolutionary unity
of the Polish, German and Soviet proletariat against

the schemes of the International Monetary Fund.

V.

 Proletarian political revolution to oust the Stalinist bu-
reaucracy is more urgent than ever to defend the gains of
the October Revolution. Against Gorbachev’s perestroika
and so-called “market socialism,” Trotskyists fight for a
truly centralized, planned economy, based on workers de-
mocracy. Faced with the bankruptcy of COMECON under
the bureaucracy’s leadership, we fight for genuinely coop-
erative economic relations among the workers states based
on solidarity and proletarian internationalism.

VI.

-We oppose the document titled “Thesis of the PTS on the
Political Revolution” presented by the PTS; we reject it as
any kind of basic document or programmatic guide for the
Internationalist Faction, as it is fundamentally revisionist.
The document in question reasserts and lays claim to the

prmcnpal concepts of the IWL and Morenoism, such as a .

“world counterrevolutionary front,” “February revolutions™
in the -‘workers states and dissclving the revolutionary party
in an objectivist-and'eclectic conception of the class strug-
gle, leading us to capitulate to different petty-bourgeois,
reacnonary and counterrevolunonary leaderships that arise
in the process.

In the case of the PTS this objectivist conception has led
it to raise the slogan of a constituent assembly in Germany,
which means objectively acting like a simple variant of
Morenoism and the TWL.

Comrades: The political crisis which has been opened in
the Mexican group and the ranks of the Internationalist Fac-
tion can only be overcome if we assimilate and reclaim.the
traditions and programmatic guidelines of the Fourth Infer-
national. We call on all the comrades of the IF to discuss
and support the general line of this Platform.

Humberto H., Arturo Urbina
Mexico City, 19 May 1990
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~ Tamara Deutscher

The followmg obztuary is reprinted from Workers Vanguard
No. 510, 21 September 1990, newspaper of the Sparfac:st
League/lUS:

Marxist historian and commentatof Tamara Deutscher died
in London on August 7 at the age of 77. She was a regular
contributor to the London-based journal New Left Review and
other publications, dealing particularly with developments
in East Europe and the Soviet Union. Until his death in
1967, she had devoted much of her considerable energy and
talent to collaborating with her husband, Isaac Deutscher,
author of the invaluable three-volume biography of Leon
Trotsky. In the preface to his biography of Stalin, Deutscher
called her “my first, the severest and the most indulgent
critic.” She continued to supervise the publication. of
Deutscher’s works for the remainder of her life and was
particularly pleased that his books had finally begun to
appear in their native Poland as well as other deformed
workers states.

Like her husband, Tamara Deutscher’s commitment to the
cause of socialism and her Marxist outlook were molded
in childhood, by the revolutionary ferment which swept
through Poland, particularly its Jewish population, in the era
of the Russian Revolution. She was born Tamara Lebenhaft

in 1913, into a left-wing Jewish family in the proletarian -

center of Lodz. In describing her background, she would

note that the city was then known as Red Lodz, because of

the socialist consciousness and combativity of the work-
force, predominantly in the large textile mills which sprang
up around the turn.of the century.

Isaac Deutscher was for a period a leading proponent of

the ‘Polish Opposmon which was expelled from the Com-

munist Party in the early 1930s. He'broke with Trotskyism
over his ‘opposition to the founding of the Fourth Inter-
national in 1938. Tamara Deutscher was never, to our
knowledge, directly associated with the Fourth International
nor with any-organized current of ostensible Trotskyism. Her
outlook was, however, deeply influenced by the teachings
of Trotsky and other classical Marxists. |

Our comrades-had the opportunity to have discussions
with Tamara Deutscher on two occasions. The first, in 1986,
came when we were preparing a review of the book Memoirs
of a Jewish Revolutionary, an autobiography by Hersh Men-
del, a Polish Communist militant in the interwar years who
had been a close comrade of Isaac Deutscher. The second
time we met was in June of this year, when comrades who
had recently returned from a trip to'Poland visited her and
exchanged observations about developments in Poland and
East Europe.

- Though shie had in the past expressed militant dlsmtcrest
in following the various ostensibly Trotskyist tendencies,
she had begun reading publications of the International
Communist League (Fourth Internationalist). She expressed
particular interest in the “Letter to Polish Workers” which
our comrades of the Spartakist Workers Party of Ger-
many had been distributing both in Poland and Germany,
opposing Solidarno&¢ and its drive toward capitalist resto-

- ration and advancing a Trotskyist alternative to bankrupt
Stalinism.

RS S

Marlin Deutscher
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1913-1990

Tamara Deutscher had nothing but contempt for the
political cynicism and rampant anti-Sovietism which per-
meates the contemporary ostensibly Trotskyist left. In 1979
she publicly withdrew her sponsorship of the journal Labour
Focus on Eastern Europe, backed by Ernest Mandel’s United
Secretariat, when it approvingly reprinted a call by a group
of Soviet émigrés for a total économic, technical and -
cuitural boycott of the USSR. She wrote: .

“The Appeal calls for nothing less than a wholesale boycott .
of the USSR and a complete break of all relations between
West and East—in other words, for isolating the Soviet
Union and putting it into quarantine. Such methods would
in no way help the process of democratisation in the East.
On the contrary, they wou]d only strengthen all reacnonary
forces in both camps.’

She detested nationalism, and particularly the Pelish
nationalism which has always been synonymous with anti-
Sovietism and anti-Semitism. “l guess I'm an old Luxem-
burgist at heart,” she told us with a smile. When Solidarno$§¢
arose in the fall of 1980, her response was distinctly at odds
with the uncritical enthusing of the fake-Trotskyists and
various - other tailists of social democracy. She warned
against the deadly influence of nationalism and clericalism,
around which Solidarno$€ was to consolidate into an agency
for counterrevolution by the fall of 19811 .:=

In an article in New Left Review (January-February:1981),
she pointed to “the rather unusual spectacle™ of striking
Polish workers “kneeling in front of the altar during the

continued on page 48
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 Pierre Broué’s Trotsky: _

- Tailored for Perestroika

A Review by Daniel Dauget

To Tamara Deutscher, who worked so hard
and with such success to make Isaac’s thought
available in major European languages. .

In the autumn of 1988, Pierre Broué, professor at the
Institute of Political Studies of Grenoble University, pub-

lished in Paris a biography of Leon Trotsky that has not yet ‘

appeared in languages other than French. Fer the preceding
25 years, the only major existing biography of Leon Trotsky
—co-leader with Lenin of the Russian Revolution, founder
and commander of the Red Army, and the most intransigent
fighter against the Stalinist degeneration of the Soviet work-
ers state-—was the world-renowned trilogy written by Isaac
Deutscher. Deutscher was ably assisted in his research for
this biography by his wife Tamara. He was the first historian
to work in Trotsky’s personal archives, including the then-
" closed section at Harvard. The trilogy, The Prophet Armed
(1954), The Prophet Unarmed (1959) and The Prophet Out-
cast {1963), is honest and powerful, the crowning achieve-
ment of Deutscher’s life. '

Deutscher (who died in 1967) had joined the Polish Com-
munist Party in the late 1920s at the age of fiineteen. It was
said in the Communist International of Lenin’s time that
“the German party is the biggest and the Polish is the best.”
Beginning in the mid-1920s Stalin declared a holy war on
“Luxemburgism,” which he considered the Polish version
of Trotskyism, the party leadership was repeatedly purged.
Deutscher himself was expelled in 1932 with a grouping that
criticized the “third period” and the bureaucratic party
regime and which was influenced by the ideas of the Trot-
skyist opposition in the USSR. Stalin finally dissolved the
Polish party outright in 1938 for being “infected” with
Trotskyism, which in Stalin’s terms was synonymous with
being “an agency of the Polish political police.”

Even after breaking with organized Trotskyism when he
opposed the founding of the Fourth International in 1938,
Deutscher remained a bitter opponent of Stalinism from a
socialist vantage point while, however, at times suggesting
that Stalin’s rise was inevitable. In addition to his Trotsky
trilogy, Deutscher’s writings on the Soviet Union after the
1956 “Khrushchev thaw,” his anti-Zionist, secular Marxist
writings on the Jewish question, and his pedagogical polem-
ics with young New Leftists at the height of the Vietnam
antiwar movement are among his important contributions
which we in the International Communist League still value:
. Unfortunately Deutscher’s works are by and large unknown
in France.

Deutscher presented Trotsky as the embodiment of clas-

Pierre Broué, Trotsky, FParis, Fayarii, 1988, 1,105 pages.

t

sic Marxism—proletarian revolutionary internationalism
—which he knew to be counterposed to the mainstreams of
the contemporary workers movement, Stalinism and Social
Democracy. In contrast, Broué seeks to present a Trotsky
palatable to intellectuals who reject Leninism and the
entire communist world-revolutionary outlook—he tailors
Trotsky to fit the worldview of the current Gorbachevite
intelligentsia in the Soviet Union.

Broué’s academic work was for decades in the service of
the ostensibly Trotskyist Lambertist tendency in France, of
which he was a member for over 40 years. But some months
after his book appeared Broué was expelled from Lambert’s
Parti Communiste Internationaliste (PCI—formerly OCI) for
giving a speech on Trotsky to a meeting sponsored by an
outfit-known to have been linked with Nouvelle Action
Royaliste (Le Monde, 25-26 June 1989), which stands for
the restoration of a “popular” monarchy but which advocated
a vote for the social-democratic-head of the French popular
front, Frangois Mitterrand, in the 1981 presidential elec-
tions. The Lambertists’ crass support to the same Mitterrand
popular front goes back to the early '70s; the PCI’s inter-
nationally notorious reputation for gangsterism and its
increasingly systematic Stalinophobia predate by decades
the split with Broué. “Historic truth” is not served by
Broué’s failure to mention his organizational affiliation as
anything more than a historical question (he writes that he
joined the French section of the Fourth International in
1944), in fact the political program of the Lambert group
weighs heavily on this biography of Trotsky.

Pierre Broué speaking in New York, October 1989,
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In the preface Broué states that although Deutscher’s
trilogy contributed to breaking the conspiracy of silence,
“today it represents, in my opinion, a real obstacle to know-
ing Trotsky, all the more so as it is presented as the work
of a ‘Trotskyist’ or a ‘sympathizer’ [translation throughout
by Spartacist].” While comparisons with Deutscher’s work"
are to be expected, Broué clearly has an ax to grind. Broué
even approvingly quotes anti-communist George Licht-

_heim’s slanderous assertion that Deutscher’s trilogy was a
“discreetly veiled apology for Stalin.” (He also quotes
without comment Leonard Schapiro, who made- a career
as the Anglo-American bourgeoisie’s most favored anti-
Bolshevik historian—see “Leonard Schapiro: Lawyer for
Counterrevolution,” Spartacist No. 43-44, Summer 1989.)

Dismissing Deutscher, Broué writes in his preface; “But
Deutscher is not a historian.... In addition; he is not settling
personal accounts with Trotsky, but in fact- political

" accounts....” It is certainly true that Deutscher’s objectivist
view of the rise and consolidation of Stalinism colors his
work, and his opposition to the formation of the Fourth
International is evident in his treatment of that question in
The Prophet Outcast. But Deutscher was honest about it,
openly presenting the positions he -believed in when he
-differed with Trotsky. In Broué’s thoroughly self-serving
settling of political accounts, he tends to set Deutscher up

as a straw man, “defending” Trotsky against Deutscher to

the point of obscurmg or deforming many of Trotsky’s and
Deutscher’s views.

From our own standpoint, one general point may be made

on the work of the two authors. In the preface to The Proph-
- et Unarmed, Deutscher said: “Carlyle once wrote that as
Cromwell’s biographer he had to:drag out the Lord Pro-
tector from under a mountain of dead dogs, a huge load of
calumny and oblivion, My job, as Trotsky’s biographer, has
been somewhat similar....” In the post-WW Il context
Deutscher was almost unique in his intellectual courage.
Most of the Western intelligentsia was supping at the Cold
War table, while a minority served as apologists for Stalin-
ism. Deutscher was neither. Despite our important differ-
ences with Deutscher, we are inclined to be in solidarity
with his attempt to go against the stream, and are not at all
so inclined with regard to Broué’s attempt to sw1m with the
stream of perestroika,
. For the reader relatively new to Trotsky, Broué does
provide a detailed and coherent account of his life, covered
in five sections of roughly equal length: The Ascent (to
1917), Power (1917-1923), In Opposition in the USSR
{1924-1928), In Opposition in Exile (1929-1933), and The
Fourth International (1933-1940). Broué synthesizes previ-
ous research into a thousand pages of small print, and even
those: familiar with Trotsky will find innumerable minor
details that illuminate Trotsky’s political existence. Using
the book as a reference work is aided by a 20-page chronol-
ogy of Trotsky’s life and 50 pages of thumbnail biographies
and index of persons mentioned, which includes virtually
everyone who ever had any contact with Trotsky or the
Fourth International, although a subject index is unfortu-
nately lacking (a habitual and infuriating failure of most
French academic publications, but one to which Broué has
not entirely succumbed in editing the French edition of
Trotsky’s- writings).

Broué makes much of the fact that he was able to work
in the famous “closed section” of the Harvard Trotsky
archives, which were opened, as Trotsky wished, in 1980.

He says that he was “the first researcher...without a passe-
droit [a favor granted against the rules]” to enter them with
his team. But what Broué does not say—or rather covers up -
with -his passe-droit—is that Isaac Deutscher, although he
worked alone, also had access to the closed archives while
working on the final volume of his trilogy in 1959, by
permission of Natalia Sedova, Trotsky’s widow. Broué’s
shabby little manipulation is characteristic of the petty-
mindedness prevalent among academics. ,

In some domains Broué’s Trorsky goes into more detail
than Deutscher did, and he corrects certain minor factual
details in Deutscher’s trilogy. But in the end his bicgraphy
represents only a quantitative extension of our knowledge.
There is no equivalent, for example, to the indispensable
work E.H. Carr performed in going through the Leningrad
Pravda to arrive at a definitive assessment of Zinoviev’s
1925 opposition. -

Broué takes advantage of the recent interest in Trotskyism
and the history of the Soviet Union to address criticisms of
Trotsky made by liberal historians such as RV. Daniels dand
Baruch Knei-Paz, as well as more general anti-communist
slanders about Trotsky’s role as creator and.commander in
chief of the Red Army during the Civil War. Equally impor-
tant, he repeatedly addresses traditional Soviet “historiogra-
phy” and misrepresentation of Trotsky. “This book is, of
course, addressed to the French public, but I won’t hide the
fact that it is also addressed to Soviet histortans: may it
assist them by serving as a reference, foil or element of
comparison, but may it assist them in thé work of reappro-
priation whose success is essential for all of us! May it exist
for historic truth!”

Broué’s Trotsky and Glasnost

Glasnost has propelled Broué onto the international arena
in the role of semi-official “interpreter” of Trotsky and one
of the intermediaries between the Soviet intelligentsia and
self—styled “Trotskyists” abroad. Broué’s widely publicized
travél to the Soviet. Umon at the end of 1988 under the

Oxford Umversuy Press
Isaac Deutscher. His three-volume biography of Trot-
sky is Indlspensable to an understanding of Trotsky s
life and work..
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Penguin Books

: Trotsky in Siberia.
Inset: Trotsky's Report of
the Siberian Delegation
{1903 Russian edition).

auspices of the France-USSR Friendship Society would have
been unheard of only a few years before. However, trying
to find out what Broué really thinks of Trotsky and Trot-
sky’s politics among the welter of innuendos, omissions and
tendentious interpretations in his book is a bit like trying to
discover the “real” line in a motion voted by the French
Communist Party: “on the one hand” you have lots of refer-
ences to the class struggle, but “on the other hand” the
bottom line is support to the popular front. Through little
touches, through omissions and distortions, Broué’s other-
wise scholarly biography tries to paint a portrait of the
intransigent revolutionary Leon Trotsky that will be more
“acceptable” to petty-bourgeois and social-democratic opin-
ion, and it does so on such burning questions as that of the
party, Kronstadt, Georgia, etc. It is also a vehicle for argu-
ing that today’s “Trotskyists” should be accepted by the pro-
Bukharin perestroika intelligentsia in a latter-day version of
a “left”-right bloc against “Stalinism.”

A Trotsky palatable to the Soviet bureaucracy, social dem- .

ocrats and pro-capitalist Eastern European “anti-Stalinists”?
Broué is confident that his book will do the trick. He begins
his biographical account: “I believe [the readers] will dis-
cover a man who is very different from the idea they had
had of him, and even more 'different from the image they
had been given of him. I am convinced that, with me, they
will like this Trotsky.” Broué presents a “Trotsky” whose
struggle for the Fourth International is strlpped of its urgen-
cy, whose opposition to. the popular front is denatured,
whose theory of permanent revolution is practically dis-
appeared, whose uncompromising attack on the nationalist
dogma of “‘socialism in one country” is buried, and who is,
moreover, “likable”! Broué wants us to “like” Trotsky, but
that was not the point of Trotsky’s life. By most accounts
Trotsky was not a particularly warm or personable individ-
ual; he was, however, one of the most profound revolution-
ary politicians of this epoch and uniquely embodied and
fought for the continuity of the. program of the Bolshevik
Revolution.

We certainly hope that Broué’s Trotsky wnll soon be
translated into other languages But Broué intends his book
as a political intervention into the struggles now taking
shape in the USSR and Eastern Europe, which will deter-
mine not only the near-term future of this region but possi-
bly the fate of mankind. In this regard it must be said that
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Broué’s Trotsky calls to mind the opening lines of Lenin’s
State and Revolution:
“What is now happening to Marx's theory has, in the course
of history, happened repeatedly to the theories of revolution-
ary thinkers and leaders of oppressed classes fighting for
_emancipation. During the lifetime of great revolutionaries,
the oppressing classes constantly hounded them, received
their theories with the most savage malice, the most furious
hatred and the most unscrupulous campaigns of lies and
slander. After their death, attempts are made to convert them
into harmless icons, to canonize them, so to say, and to
hallow their names to a certain extent for the ‘consolation’
of the oppressed tlasses and with the object of duping the
latter, while at the same time robbing the revolutionary
theory of its subsmnce blunting its revolutlonary edge and
vulgarizing it.’

Trotsky as “Freelancer”

Broué’s treatment of Trotsky s political activity between
the decisive 1903 Bolshevik-Menshevik split and the Octo-
ber Revolution is at the core of his interpretation, because
it is here that he deals with the debates within the Russian
Social Democracy over the nature, form and structure a
revolutionary party must have if it is to take state power,
as well as with the role of political and programmatic debate
in forging such a party. After the 1903 split between the
Bolsheviks and Mensheviks, Trotsky became “a sort of free-
lancer in the party.” 7

Broué praises Trotsky for this, seemg in it the cause for
Trotsky’s leading role in the 1905 Revolution as chairman
of the St. Petersburg Soviet and his brilliant propagandistic
use of his trial following the 1905 defeat:

“In fact, effectively freed from any factional obligations, at
a good distance from the ups and downs of the conflicts
between the two main factions, satisfied in this respect with

his ‘unitary’ position whose victory seemed to him assured

. in the future, Trotsky had his hands completely free to
devote his attention and activity to the events that were
unfolding in Russia....”

—Broué, p. 97

To read this, one would conclude that Lenin’s factional
struggle against Menshevism was irrelevant—if not outright
counterposed—to intervening in and leading the revolution-
ary struggle. Indeed, Broué views Trotsky’s role as the
leading “conciliator” between the Bolsheviks and Menshe-
viks as exemplary. ' '

-Earliér, as Broué notes, “Trotsky, partisan of centralization

A
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Lenin playing chess with Maxim Gorky, Capri 1908. In
European exlle, Lenin forged the Bolshevik Party
capable of leading Russian Revolution.

and of the authority of thé Central Committee ever since

he had been deported to Siberia, was seen in the émigré
circles as Lenin’s ‘hatchet man’.” At the 1903 Congress
Trotsky began a programmatic struggle against Lenin on
the question of the party. For example, Trotsky opposed
the sovereignty of the party congress: “The Congress is a
‘register, a controller, bur not a creator” (Report of the Siberi-
an Delegation, 1903). Although the programmatic implica-
tions were far from clear at the time, the 1903 split was a
fundamental split on the party question. Trotsky’s federalist
position on this question was also reflected in Report of the
Siberian Delegation with his rejection of the Bolshevik
definition of a party member that required “personal par-
ticipation in one of the Party bodies.” In practical terms

Trotsky was in favor of the Menshevik definition of a party .

member as one who gave “personal assistance” to the party
—he wished to allow all the broad “workers organizations,”
which existed alongside the party committees in many major
Russian cities, to act in- the name of the party regardiess

" of their adherence to the statutes or decisions of party
CONgresses.

At the same time that Broué enthuses over Trotsky's in-
dependence, he mentions in passing that Trotsky was wrong
on the party question during this entire period. But what he
says pales in comparison with Trotsky’s own judgment:

“The deep differences that divided me from Bolshevism for.
a whole number of years and in many. cases placed me in
sharp and hostile opposition to Bolshevism, were expressed
most graphically in relation to the Menshevik faction. [
began with the radically wrong perspective that the course
of the revolution and the pressure of the proletarian masses
would ultimately force both factions to follow the same
road. Therefore [ considered a split to be an unnecessary
disruption of the revolutionary forces. But because the active
role in the split lay with the Bolsheviks—since it was only
by ruthless demarcation, not enly ideclogical but organiza-
tional as well, that it was possible, in Lenin’s opinion, to
assure the revolutionary character of the proletarian party
(and the entire subsequent history has fully confirmed the
correctness of those policies)—my ‘conciliationism’ led me
at many sharp turns in the road into hostile clashes with
Bolshevism.” ]
—Trotsky, “Our Differences” (November 1924)
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The traditional “center” and right wing of the Social
Democracy were only too happy to use Trotsky’s name and
journalistic brilliance as a left cover for their own positions
and as a weapon against Lenin. Thus Broué reports that
“Trotsky was on good terms with Kautsky and the ‘center’

" of the German Social Democracy until at least 1912....

It was Kautsky during this period who, to Lenin's great

anger, opened the pages of Die Neue Zeit and Vorwdrts to -
Trotsky.” Broué also details Trotsky’s warm relations with |

the Austro-Marxists of Vienna, noting that he rapidly be-
came “the uncontested head of the Social Democratic col-
ony in Vienna” from 1909 to 1612. He passes rapidly over
the fact that during the same period Rosa Luxemburg viewed
Trotsky with “systematic suspicion” and as a “dubious
individual,” no doubt due to his ties to her right-wing oppo-
nents in the German Social Democracy.

Broué’s attitude toward Trotsky during these years is
exemplified by his treatment of the infamous August bloc.
The Vienna Pravda edited by Trotsky attempted to “con-
ciliate” the Bolshevik and Menshevik factions—Broué

‘approvingly quotes the professional anti-communist Leonard

Schapiro’s praise of the Vienna Pravda for not being as
polemical as the Bolshevik press. A 1910 agreement be-
tween the factions provided for Bolshevik financial support
to the Vienna Pravda, with Kamenev (who was close to

‘Lenin and was Trotsky’s brother-in-law) responsible for

administering the Bolshevik funds. The agreement stipulated
that the Mensheviks would get rid of their right wing, and
the Bolsheviks of their left wing. While the Bolsheviks

. respected the agreement, the Mensheviks did not, and in the

subsequent polemics, Trotsky sided with the Mensheviks and
got. rid of Kamenev. Trotsky’s articles, aimed at militants

- inside Russia who were unfamiliar with the details of the -

dispute, denounced the Bolsheviks as a “conspiracy of the
émigré clique.” Kautsky solicited and published several
articles by Trotsky attacking the Bolsheviks, which pro-
voked angry rejoinders not just from Lenin, but also from
Plekhanov and Rosa Luxemburg. When the Bolshevik

Prague Congress in 1912 proclaimed that it represented the .

party as a whole, Trotsky organized a “unity” counter-
conference in Vienna in August.

“In Trotsky’s mind [the conference) was to have been the
general unification, the reunification of the party. In fact,
the Bolsheviks’ rejection of it reduced the participants to.a
bloc against them, which they baptized the ‘August bloc.’
The Polish Social Democrats and Plekhanov also chose not
to appear.... In fact, Trotsky’s return to the factional arena
proved particularly unfortunate. Independent of his inten-
tions, and even of his precautions, the positions he took after
the Prague conference and his role in forming the August
bloc made him appear, despite himself, as the soul of a
general coalition against the Bolsheviks and an indirect
supporter of the ‘liquidators’.”
*  —Broué, pp. 139-140

Every qualifier in Broué’s description of Trotsky's role
in the August bloc is wrong or misleading. As is clear from
Trotsky’s denunciation of the Bolsheviks as an “émigré
clique,” he was well aware that what Broué so delicately
terms ‘“‘general unification” was ‘a polemical cudgel with
which to attack Lenin. Trotsky did not just “appear” to be

the soul of the anti-Bolshevik coalition, he was in fact that

soul in that he was the most left-wing, most respected force
outside the Bolsheviks. Trotsky’s actions were not miscon-
strued “despite himself,” but were an accurate reflection of
the role he played vis-3-vis the Bolsheviks’im the ‘entire
period from 1903 to at least 1915.

\

?
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Karl Kautsky
opened pages
of Die Neue Zeit
to Trotsky
during latter's
anti-Bolshevik
period. '

The outbreak of WW 1 and the betrayal by ‘the parties of
the Second International, most of whose leaders supported
their “own” governments in the-bloody interimperialist war,

shifted the grounds of dispute within the world socialist’

movement, forcing realignments and regroupments. Lenin
and Trotsky both fought against the imperialist war, and
both attended the gathering of antiwar socialists held in
Zimmerwald, Switzerland in September 1915. Broué argues

- that.after Zimmerwald, despite “real disagreements” bétween

Lenin and Trotsky, there was “a reasonable prospect for a
gradual rapprochement between the two men who-in reality
were divided only [sic!] by the 1903 split, which had leng
since been outdated.” What Broué slides over is the fact that
Lenin never repudiated the 1903 split—instead he general-
ized from it to a fully-formed theoretical position on the
necessity for revolutionary cadres to organize a vanguard
party, separate from reformist and centrist tendencies.
Trotsky was ultimately won to Lenin’s side on this question
in 1917. ° '

There is something anachronistic and evocative of the
worst aspects of French political traditions in Broué’s re-
peated presentation of Trotsky as a simple “star,” “free-
lancer,” tod busy being “a leader of men” and giving bril-
liant speeches before and after the Revolution to have been
a “party man” or to have had the time to “familiarize him-
self with [the] faction fights in the corridors.” Trotsky was
a factionalist before 1917—on the wrong side. But his
program of conciliationism could never have built the sort
of hard faction that could win leadership in the party, nor
the kind of party that could take state power.

In his admiration for Trotsky the left-Menshevik, Broué
also never considers the potential authority that Trotsky
would have gained and retained among stalwart Bolsheviks
had he come over to Lenin’s side as a hard party man in
1903—an authority that would have served him well in the
subsequent period when he fought to carry forward the
authentic Bolshevik program against Stalin’s usurpers.

The fact is that Broué—whose years as a Lambertist

witnessed.the consummation of numerous rotten blocs on

the national and international arenas—agrees with Trotsky’s
conciliationism before 1917, and much prefers Trotsky the
anti-Lennist to Trotsky the Bolshevik. Dealing with the pre-
1917 Trotsky Broué subtly puts Lenin under the gun, surely

an interpretation that will not pass unappreciated by the
unfortunately pervasively anti-Leninist’¢dntemporary Soviet
intelligentsia. ‘

Kronstadt and Georgia

Brou¢ adds little to what is already known of Trotsky’s
activity during the period from 1917 through 1923, But he
does stress the elements of dispute between Trotsky and

_some of the “Old Bolsheviks” on issues ranging from mili-

tary tactics during the Civil War to Trotsky's insistence on
the need for central planning to rebuild the war-ravaged
economy. These disputes are useful background for under-
standing the factional batties and line-ups of the late 1920s.

More -tendentious is his chapter on Kronstadt and the
Sovietization of Georgia in 1921. Artificially lumping to-
gether these two events in a separate chapter entitled “The
Crisis of the Revolution,” Broué subtly attempts to imply
that what really got Trotsky worried about the degeneration
of the Revolution were these two Menshevik touchstones.
Making liberal use of the definitive book by Paul Avrich on
the mutiny of the Kronstadt sailors, he still downplays the

. existence of a plot between the insurgents and the external

counterrevolution, which is documented in Avrich’s book
despite the author’s anti-Bolshevik stand.
Broué also denatures the attitude of Lenin and Trotsky on

the question of the Sovietization of previously Menshevik- .

led Georgia in 1921, which came about as a result-of the
internal uprising ted by the Georgian Communists actively
supported by an intervention of the Red Army. The inde-
pendent states in the Caucasus during the Civil War sought
and found the direct military protection of the imperialists

—first the Germans and then the British—posing a direct’

threat to the Revolution.

Lenin was very preoccupied with the correct timing of the
Soviet intervention. He insisted on bending over backward
to make all possible concessions to the Georgian nationalist
intellectuals and small traders to secure their support for
a socialist Soviet Republic in Georgia; he was also rightly
concerned that leading Bolsheviks on the spot (e.g., Ordjoni-
kidze and Stalin) did not sufficiently share these concerns.
But Broué implies that Lenin was “reticent” on the principle
of military support to the Georgian insurrection by the Red
Army. Moreover, Broué claims that the invasion of Georgia
was the first time Soviet Russia intervened outside its “rec-
ognized borders.” (Recognized by whom? The Civil War was
at this time just drawing to a close and the whole of the
Caucasus had previously been part of the tsarist empire.)
Soviet military interventions had already taken Azerbaijan
(April 1920) and Armenia (December 1920). !

Taking the Caucasus back was not controversial in the
Bolshevik Party. Not only was the military threat real, but
the region had provided prerevolutionary Russia with two-
thirds of its oil, three-fourths of its manganese, one-fourth
of its copper and much of its lead. On 8 April 1920 the
Central Committee of the Russian party set up a special
Caucasus Bureau to direct the military and political offen-
sive in the area. Ordjonikidze was in charge of it. After
taking Baku, Ordjonikidze had proposed an invasion of
Georgia in May 1920, but the CC opposed this because
Poland_had just invaded the Ukraine. Indeed, at that time
Soviet troops had already taken much of Armenia-—but they
had to withdraw to fight in the Ukraine and the Armenian
Dashnak nationalist forces gained the upper hand again.

. Far from being part and parcel of the crisis, exemplified
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by Kronstadt, that led to both the New Economic Policy

(NEP) and the banning of factions, the Georgia military

intervention was a mop-up operation representing the end
of the Civil War. The “bitter taste™ that Broué claims this
operation left in Trotsky’s mouth exists only in Broué’s.
Broué claims that Trotsky defended the intervention in
Georgia only out of party “solidarity.” He censors Trotsky
and does not even quote from-the pamphlet in which Trotsky
makes a principled refutation of the venomous arguments
" of the social democrats of that time:
“In any case, we cannot be accused of turning the zng zags
of historical development into traps, for, whilé actually
recognizing the right of national self-determination, we take
care to explain to the masses its limited historic significance,
and we never put it above the-interests of the proletarian
revolution.”

—Trotsky, Between Red and White (1922)
Furthermore, Trotsky wrote in 1940, when he was no longer
bound by the party “solidarity” of 20 years earlier, that
Georgia had “constituied an open gateway for imperialist

~assault in the Caucasus.... Forcible sovietization was justi-
fied: the safeguarding of the socialist revolution comes
before formal demiocratic principles” (“Balance Sheet of the
Finnish Events”). In Broué’s treatment of Georgia we learn
more about his own social-democratic criteria for opposing
_ the Soviet intervention in Afghanistan in 1979 than we do

-about the Bolshevik Party’s policy on the national question .

or Trotsky’s analysis of the degeneration of the revolution.

In addition, the decision to occupy Georgia was not sim-

ply a matter of weighing the defense of Soviet Russia
against the right of national self-determination. It also
involved weighing the defense of the revolutionary vanguard
in Georgia against the right of national self-determination.
Broué briefly notes in passing the anti-Communist repres-

sion by the Menshevik government. In fact, the Bolshevik -

government had attempted to find a modus vivendi with the

-

Planeta Publlshers
Red Army marches into Tbilisi, 1921. Red Army intervention splked imperialist threat to Revolution and defended
Georgian Bolsheviks against repression under Menshevik government.

_ Tiflis, Mensheviks. In May 1920 the Soviet government
signed a treaty recognizing the independence of Georgia. In -

turn, the Mensheviks’ regime pledged “io recognize the right
of free existence and activity of the Communist Party...and
in particular its right to free meetings and publications”

- (quoted in Firuz Kazemzadeh, The Struggle for Transcaucasia

(1917-1921)). When this treaty was signed, over 900 Geor-
gian Bolsheviks were languishing in the Mensheviks’ prisons.

The Tiflis Mensheviks flagrantly violated their pledge to
grant basic democratic rights to the Communists. In fact, the
effect of the repression was worse since many Bolsheviks
attempted to utilize the promised legalization. Kazemzadeh,
who is by no means sympathetic to the Bolsheviks, writes:

“In spite of Russian supervision and support, the legalized
Communist Party of Georgia did not thrive. It can even be
said that legalization huit its activities, for many persons
were lulled into a sense of security, admitted their party
membership and were duly noted on black lists by, the Geor-
gian police. At the first indication of subversive activity the
Georgian Government resumed the persecution of Commu-
nists, jailing some and exiling others. It has been claimed
that over two thousand Bolsheviks were exiled between May
and November, 1920.”
—Kazemzadeh, The Struggle for Transcaucasia
(1917-1921)

Had the. Soviet government not intervened militarily, it
would have meant acquiescing to the political destruction
of the Georgian Communists. The strongest advocates of
utilizing the Red Army to overthrow the Tiflis Menshevik
regime were the Georgian Bolsheviks, who felt betrayed by
the May 1920 treaty and especially its aftermath. Stalin,
Ordjonikidze and Kirov were under pressure from their

Georgian comrades. The later conflict of the Tiflis Bolshevik -

leadership with Stalin/Ordjonikidze should not obscure their
ardent support for Sovietization in 1921.

Military “export of the revolution” has béen excoriated
by current Soviet writers ever since Gorbachev proposed to
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pull cut of Afghanistan in a vain attempt to appease the
imperialists. In fact ' export of. the revolution” is simply a
special case of pursuing revolution by all means. Trotsky
explains:
“A workers' state, in recognizing the right of self-
determination, thereby recognizes that revolutionary coercion
is not an all-powerful historical factor. Soviet Russia does
not by any means intend to make its military power take the
place of the revolutionary efforts of the proletariats of other
countries. The conquest. of proletarian power must be an
outcome of proletarian political experience. This does not
mean that the revolutionary efforts of the workers of Geor-
gia or any other country, must not receive any military
support from outside. It is only essential that this support
should come at a moment when the need for it has been’
created by the political development of the workers, and
recognized by the class-conscious revolutionary vanguard,
who have won the sympathy of the majority of the workers.
There are questions of revolutionary strategy, and not a
formal democratic ritual.”
—Trotsky, Between Red and White (1922)
During the Civil War, the revolution was directly linked to
the fortunes of war. In his defense of the Soviet intervention
in Georgia, Trotsky pointed out that “the ‘democracies’ of
Finland, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, and even of Poland, owe
their existence to the fact that, at the critical moment pftheir
creation, foreign military forces were supporting the bour-
geoisie and oppressing the proletariat.” We would add that
if the October Revolution did not spread to these countries,
it was also due to the weakness oﬁ the Red Ai'my, which
could not be on all fronts at the same time and several times
was obliged to withdraw from a.secured position in order
to concentrate its forces elsewhere.

All this is of little import to Broué, who in his eagerness
to present a “likable” Trotsky also claims, for example, that
Trotsky’s opposition to Lenin over the Red Army’s march
on Warsaw in 1921 was because “[Trotsky] didn’t believe
in ‘jack-booted missionaries’ nor in exporting the revolution
on the point of bayonets.” There were differences in the
Bolshevik Party on the Polish campaign, but they were
differences of evaluation concerning the maturity and the
consciousness of the Polish proletariat, which Lenin had

Basil Blackwell Inc.

War Commissar Trotsky and First Deputy Sklyansky
during Civil War (left). Stalin, shown with Voroshilov
(above), led “Tsaritsyn” group opposing Trotsky lead-
ership during Civil War.

been convinced would rise up and greet the Red Army. No
one thought of objecting in principle to the military
campaign. Moreover, all eyes were fixed on Germany and
the impact that the Soviet campaign in Poland could have
on the crucral German proletariat.

The Degeneration of the October Revolution

For the International Communist League there are three
decisive indications that, by the time of the 13th Party
Conference and Lenin’s death several days after its conclu-
sion in January 1924, the qualitative first step of Thermido-
rian degeneration had-occurred: the individuals that adminis-
tered .the workers state had changed; the means by which
state power was wielded had changed; and the program that
was being put into practice had changed, leading to Stalin’s
anti-Marxist “theory” of “socialism in one country.” Trotsky
himself later dated the decisive degeneration of the Soviet

workers state to the 1923-24 period in his 1935 essay, “The -

Workers’ State, Thermidor and Bonapartism”: “The Thermi-
doreans can celebrate, approximately, the tenth anniversary
of their victory.”

The key to the defeat of the Left Opposition is to be
found in the defeat of the German Revolution in October
1923, which reinforced the isolation of the backward and
impoverished Soviet state and put wind in the sails of the
conservative apparatus. But this neither explains nor justifies
Trotsky’s failure to follow Lenin’s urgings and carry out
their agreement to open a major campaign against Stalin at
the 12th Party Congress in March 1923, particularly since

.Lenin was still alive and had directly asked. him to do so.

Even a partial or temporary victory over the conservative
apparatus might have provided the respite needed for the
accretion of revolutionary forces internationally. We ad-
dressed this question in “Return to the Road of Lenin and
Trotsky!” (Spartacist [English edition] No. 41-42, Winter
1987-88):

“But Trotsky pulled back from the sharp struggle which

Lenin urged. He was unable to discern in advance where

Stalin was going (Stalin probably didn’t know either). And
he was in some isclation: while now being the number two
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_Trotsky addresses
Second Congress

of Communist
International, 1920.
Broué passes over
Trotsky's central role
in early International.

Ieéder_ in the Soviet ;state, he had only joined the Bolsheviks
after the February Revolution (despite then having personal-

.ly led the October). He feared being thought personally self--

_seeking. Trotsky was constrained to be too modest for too
long wlhen the necessities of. maintaining a revolutionary
policy required that he urgently push the Leninist policy
which he espoused, and therefore push himself.”

In his recent article, “Lenin and Trotsky™ 1922-1923”
(published in English in Marxist Monthly, 1 May 1990),
Leningrad professor V.I. Startsev also argues that Trotsky
was insufficiently firm in backing Lenin against Stalin.
During the Civil War there was already a polarization in the
Red Army command; one grouping around the Commissar
of War Trotsky and his first deputy Skiyansky, and a group
around Stalin, Voroshilov and Budenny. The latter group
conducted an almost continuous attempt, usually unsuccess-

ful, to apply a different strategy during the war, their sabo-

tage of the Polish campaign of 1920 being the best-known
example. Stalin’s grouping became known as the “Tsaritsyn
group”; Broué notes that it crystallized as early as 1918
*around opposition to Trotsky.” Broué documents how, in
the aftermath of Trotsky’s defeat on the trade-union question
at the 10th Party Congress in 1921, many of Trotsky’s
political collaborators on the Central Committee were re-
placed by those who were already supporters of Stalin or

- Zinoviev (the Central Committee elections were held, on

Lenin’s recommendation, on the basis of proportional repre-
sentation for each faction in the discussion).

There was a long history of Lenin playing the arbiter

between the Stalin and Trotsky groupings. It was only at the
beginning of 1923, when he was fatally ill, that Lenin, in
an .addendum to a letter to the upcoming Congress (now

known as Lenin’s Testament), took the deciston to call for '

the elimination of Stalin and to make a bloc with Trotsky.
The longstanding existence of defined groupings with sepa-
rate command centers and conflicting strategies makes
Lenin’s final bloc with Trotsky all the more significant. It

. also underlines a major failing of Trotsky’s. He had to know

that Stalin was his enemy. Later Trotsky’s close comrade
and friend Adolf Joffe, on the eve of his suicide in 1927,
chastised Trotsky for not being as intransigent as Lenin in

~ fighting for what he knew was right. The rest of Trotsky’s

political career showed that he had fully drawn the lessons
of that failure; he underwent a personality change rarely
seen in fully formed human beings.

But in 1923, when Lenin finally decided that Trotsky was
better than Stalin and made a bloc with him, Trotsky
flinched and made a compromise with Kamenev that he
wouldn’t fight Stalin. We could argue that Trotsky’s friend,
the commander of the Moscow military garrison, should

-have come with his soldiers and assisted the delegates at the
- Congress in arriving at the correct decision advocated by

Lenin—for instance to send Stalin to Outer Mongolia, to a
menial job. Trotsky himself had occasion to point out the
real dangers inherent in such a situation. But in discussing
his refusal to bring his extensive support in the Red Army
1o bear-in the internal party struggle (“How Did Stalin
Defeat the Opposition?”, Nevember 1935), Trotsky, while
insisting that it could have been done without a single drop
of blood being shed, did not take on the compelling argu-
ment in favor: it would have bought time. In the Soviet
Union buying time would have permitted the implementation
of a policy of rebuilding the confidence and strength of the
proletariat; Germany in 1923 was in the throes of revolution
and the Chinese Revolution was to come to a head only two
years later. Five years might have brought revolution in
several major imperialist centers. The revolutionary prole-
tariat will never be able to win definitively until it domi-
nates a rationally planned world market, and that means
world revolution.

Yet, strikingly, Broué has no significant discussion of
Trotsky’s considerable role in the early Communist Inter-
national (apart from Germany where he fought to oppose
the conservative impulses of the German leadership on the
eve of the 1923 revolutionary upsurge}. This omission is all

- the more glaring for an author who claims to address the

“French public’ since Trotsky was the main Commlem
polemicist vis-a-vis the French party.

As Alec Nove has noted in his hostile, pro-Bukharin
review of Broué’s book (Times Literary Supplement, 10
March 1989), there is no signiﬁcént discussion of “socialism
in one country” either. This is an incomprehensible omission
in any biography of Trotsky, all the more so'whenthe
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Principal leaders of
Left Opposition, 1927.
Seated, loft to right:
Leonld Serebriakov, -
Karl Radek, Trotsky,
Mikhail Boguslavsky
and Evgenil
Preobrazhensky.
Standing:
Christian Rakovsky,
Yakov Drobnis,
. Alexander
" Beloborodov and
Lev Sosnovsky.

biographer is an avowed Trotskyist. It does, however, be-
come explicable if one takes into account Broué’s appeal
to Soviet historiographers: in trying to find common ground
with the current Gorbachevite view of Trotsky, Broué must
necessarily play down this central focus of Trotsky’s attack
on Stalinism. While contemporary Soviet writers are quite
willing to give Trotsky some smali credit as a leader of the
Revolution and opponent of Stalin, they are unanimous in
their contempt for the revolutionary internationalism of
Lenin and Trotsky, for whom overcoming the isolation of
the USSR through proletarian revolutions in the major
capitalist countries, first and foremost Germany, was the
ABC of a revolutionary perspective. Only under Stalin did
.the parties of the Communist International become trans-
formed, first essentially into simple border guards for
“socialism in one country” in the Soviet Union, and then
into outright social-patriots in their own countries.

Once Again on the “Left-Right Bloc
Against the Center”

Addressing the central question that no biographer can
avoid-—Trotsky’s hesitations and failure to fight Stalin early
on—Broué begins by quoting from Trotsky’s autobiography:

“I have no doubt that if I had come forward on the eve of

the twelfth congress in the spirit of a ‘bloc of Lenin and

Trotsky’ against the Stalin bureaucracy, I should have been

victorious even if Lemn had taken no direct part in the

struggle.”

—My Life (1929)

But Broué actually devotes another, separate chapter to an
evaluation of Trotsky’s tactics at this time (mistitled “In One
Country?”), as he devotes most of a later chapter, “Critique
of the Vanquished,” to an evaluation of the Left Opposi-
tioni’s tactics at the end of the 1920s. Curiocusly, both of
these chapters are structured around a vituperative critique
of...Isaac Deutscher.

Broué rightly rejects Deutscher’s interpretation of Trot-
sky’s defeat as a “truly classical tragedy” in which the
downfall of the hero/victim was perhaps inevitable. But he
then attacks Deutscher and other authors, *“seekers of [Trot-

sky’s] errors,” for “carefully avoiding calling into question
the personal responsibilities of Lenin” (!) for Stalin’s hold
on the party:

h “We stress here Lenin’s Iong blindness, the protection he
accorded for so long to the ‘marvelous ‘Georgian’ [Lenin
said this after Stalin wrote the book on the national question
in ]913, not in the '20s} and to those whom he was ulti-
mately unable to politically crush in his last struggle, only
because this attitude [of Lenin’s] between November 1920

" and October 1922 undoubtedly weighed heavily in Trotsky's
hesitations and errors.™
—Broué, p. 389
Broué basically alibis Trotsky’s vacillations.

In “Critique of the Vanquished” Broué quotes Deutscher’s
accuraté statement that, after the winter of 1926-27, “the
whole conduct of the Opposition was to be governed by this
principle: ‘With Stalin against Bukharin?—Yes. With Bu-
kharin against Stalin?-—Never!"” Broué denies that this was
Trotsky s posmon and in the process he presents the three
major factions in the Bolshevik Party in apolitical socio-
logical terms. As for the capitalist-restorationist danger
represented by the Right Opposition (the political basis
for Deutscher’s thumbnail sketch of the Left Opposition’s
strategy), Broué argues that Trotsky (and Deutscher) over-
estimated this danger: '

“It becomes rapidly apparent to today's observer, researcher
or historian, that the. Right, by taking certain spectacular
positions—Bukharin’s famous ‘enrich yourselves’ or a few
intellectual bravuras on the part of certain of his disciples
such as Slepkov—monopolized the attention of the watchful
Left, whereas the reality of power, and thus that of conces-
sions (to the kulak for example), was indisputably to be
found at the head of the bureaucratic apparatus which struc-
tured and supported the Center.”
—Broué, p. 588

Broué’s plea for a left-right bloc against Stalin, where

“democracy” is primary and all other questions subordinate,

illuminates the political biases which color Brou€’s portrayal

of Trotsky’s struggle against Stalin. Here Broué relies on
an 80- page article by J. Caillosse which has now been

published in Broué’s journal Cahiers Léon Trotsky (No. 37,

March 1989). Caillosse analyzes in minute detail the
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Stalin and Kirov. Stalin had Kirov assassinated in -
1934, beginning process of purge in Stalin faction.

development of Trotsky’s analysis of the Russian Thermidor.
Caillosse and Broué conclude that analogies with the French
Revolution so fascinated the Russian Bolsheviks that thé
Left Opposition was blindéd to the reality of Stalin and his
faction, and gave “atoo cxcluswcly political mterpretatlon

to the Stalinist Center. What Caillosse and Broué ignore is
what Trotsky understood only too well: it was Bukharin’s
policies of conciliation toward the kulaks and “industrializa-
tion'at a snail’s pace” that posed the more immediate and

. dangerous threat to the nascent workers state. Stalin may

have been a more sinister figure, but if Bukharin’s policies
had wor out it is an open question whether there would even
be -a Soviet Union today. Today’s perestroika bureaucrats
understandably started out by expressing their affinity for
Bukharin’s program.-

When the possibility of a “left-right” bloc against Stalin
was raised in the 1920s and early 1930s the Left Opposition
adamantly opposed it, unless narrowly confined to the ques-
tion of réstoring inner-party democracy. Trotsky spoke of
“negotiation with Bukharin in the same way that duelists
parley through their seconds over the rules and regula-
tions by which they will abide” (cited by Deutscher in The
Prophet Unarmed). Trotsky’s opposition to a political bloc
with the Right Opposition was quite simply key to the con-
tinuity of the revolutionary program of Lenin and the Bol-

‘shevik Party: “democracy” was not a program in itself but

rather the circumstance in which the revolutionaries of the
Left Opposition, combatting the Stalinist betrayals and usur-
pation of the-political power of the working class, could
fight to reconquer the Communist Party for Lenin’s program.

For Caillosse, by the time Trotsky had corrected his
analogy with the French Thermidor to locate the Russian
Thermidor not in the future as a threat of capitalist counter-
revolution, but as a political counterrevolution which had
already taken place in 1923-24, it was..."too late.” However,
if Trotsky later revised his analogy between the degeneration
of the Russian Revolution and the French Thermidor—in
order to make it more precise—he never called into question
the-policy that he had previously followed. For Trotsky, the

bureaucracy was a caste with a dual nature, parasitically

. resting on proletarian property forms but defending its own’
* anti-working-class interests and attempting to appease the

imperialists. For Broué and all the Stalinophobic fake-
Trotskyists, the Stalinist bureaucracy is supposedly “counter-
revolutionary from A to Z” and thus without contradictions,
so any and all anti-Stalinist blocs are permissible and desir-
able. Broué is obliged to recognize that this was not Trot-

‘sky’s policy, though he clearly believes it should have been.

The Left Opposition

Where Broué adds to Deutscher’s account is in the chap-
ters which deal with the Left Opposition in the Soviet Union
from Trotsky’s exile to Alma Ata in January 1928 to the
Kirov assassination in December 1934, These chapters detail
not only the membership and geographical distribution of
the Left Oppdsition but indicate many of the discussions
and debates in the extensive corrcspondencc which was
carried on after Trotsky’s exile, noting in partlcular the
publication by the Old Bolshevik Boris Eltsin in'Moscow
of a substantial 1ntemal bulletin of the Left Opposmon in
1928-29. ]

This section of the book bears witness to the power of the
Left Opposition’s program and runs counter to the presenta-
tion of Trotsky as a visionary with an erroneous strategy that
one finds elsewhere in this biography. As Broué shows, the

Left Opposition was a living political organization that °

cannot be reduced to Trotsky alone. While people such as
Rakovsky, Preobrazhensky or Pyatakov are among the best
known, there was an entire layer of younger militants,

_recruited around the Revolution and the Civil War, who also

played important roles, as well as significant numbers of Old
Bolsheviks. One of the latter was Veronica Kasparova, who
joined the Bolsheviks in 1904. She had been a political
commissar in the Red Army during the Civil War, and led
the Communist International’s work among the women of
the East. As a senior member of the Left Opposition during
the late 1920s, she was a co-signer with Rakovsky and other
leading figures of major statements by the Left Opposition
in 1929 and 1930 after she had been deponed to Kurgan in
1928.

Broué reports repression against Left Opposmon c_emers
not just in Moscow and Leningrad, but also Kiev, Baku,
Tiflis, Odessa, Dnepropetrovsk and a number of other cities.
While the Moscow demonstration of the Left Qpposition on
the tenth anniversary of the October Revolution is' well
known as its last public appearance, Broué points out that
the Left Opposition continued to issue leaflets, including in
factories, opposing particular instances of repression and
firings of Left Opposition sympathizers. In Moscow, 10,000
copies of a leaflet celebrating the eleventh.anniversary of
the October Revolution were distributed in November 1928.

While capitulations increased with the deportanons and -

Jailings, significant numbers of new members also joined
the Left Opposmon

In 1928, when Stalin turned against the Bukharin-led
Right Opposition, forcibly collectivizing the peasantry and
initiating a forced-march campaign of industrialization, there
was disorientation in the Left Opposition ranks, although in
different ways both Deutscher and Broué overstate the polar-
ization at this time. There were important figures, including
I.N. Smirnov and Precbrazhensky, who capitulated to Stalin,
using the rationale that Stalin had, after all, “adopted” the

/
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Scene of the infamous .
Moscow Trials in the
1930s. Stalin exterminated
almost the entire cadre

of Old Bolsheviks.

. thrust of the Left Opposition’s economic program. The

effect of these capitulations was compounded after Trotsky’s
deportation to Turkey in January 1929, when repression
increased substantially. While Trotsky estimated there were
8,000 militants arrested during 1928, deportations rose from
700 at the time of Rakovsky’s “Declaration” on behalf of the
Left Opposition in August 1929 to'some 7,000 by November
1930. The result was the destruction of the Left Opposition
tn the main proletarian centers of the Soviet Union,
though it remained organized in the Siberian exile camps
where most of its leading members had been imprisoned.

In his chapter on Trotsky’s year of exile in Alma Ata,

Deutscher quotes approvingly from a letter from Radek to
Sosnovsky, “I cannot believe that Lenin’s entire work and
the entire work of the revolution should have left behind
only 5,000 Communists in all of Russia.” Deutscher accepts
that this should have been a cause for demoralization in the
ranks of the Opposition. But if there were that many Left
Opposmomsts in 1928, the figure is not far from the number
of real communists that Lenin thought existed in 1922:

“At the summit of the power structure we have, we do not
know exactly how many, but at least a few thousand, and

at most a few tens of thousands, of our own people. But at -

the base of the hierarchy, hundreds of thousands of former
functionaries that we have inherited.from the Tsar and
bourgeois society are working, partly corisciously, partly
unconsciously, against us.”
. —Lenin, “Speech .to the Fourth. Congress of the
Commumst International” (1922

Five thousand organized and experienced communists can
be an immense force for social change. Stalin understood
this very well when in 1924 he used the induction of hun-
dreds of thousands of new members in the “Lenin Levy” to
dilute the'cadre, and therefore the consciousness, of the
Bolshevik Party. The real problem in 1928 was that the

5,000 communists were all in prison or exile.

By 1931-32 Stalin’s crude, brutal and ill-conceived eco-
nomic policies, which resulted in the deaths of millions
through a combination of repression, famine and mind-
boggling economic dislocation, impelled some of the “Trot-
skyist capitulators” to draw a balance sheet. Smirnov clan-
destinely gathered a group of “ex-capitulators” around him
and on a trip to Berlin in May 1931 met with Trotsky’s son,
Leon Sedov, estabhshmg a communication link to Trotsky
in exile.

The orgamization of a Left Opposmon center in Moscow
in 1932 took place in the context of a general resurgence of
opposition to Stalin. V.V. Lominadze and Jan Sten, former

~“young turks” in the Stalin faction, had also organized a
clandestine anti-Stalin grouping. Sten was a brilliant intellec-

tual from whom Stalin had requested “private instruction in
dialectics.”
told friends that Stalin would do things that would make the
Dreyfus and Beilis anti-Semitic show trials pale in compari-
son. In 1932 the Zinovievists were also organizing them-
selves, and Zinoviev reportedly told a representative of thc
Left Opposition that the greatest political error he ever made
was the break with Trotsky in 1927. In Scptember 1932,

" Sedov feceived information that Smirnov'’s group had agreed

to “bloc” with Zinoviev and Sten/Lominadze. Broué thus
confirms that this bloc did in fact exist, although Trotsky
and Sedov had to deny it at the time of the Moscow Trials
in an effort to protect comrades still.in the Soviet Union.

In a letter to Sedov, Trotsky explicitly approved the bioc
agreement, which for the moment simply provided for the
exchange of information, but he underlined that what was
involved was a bloc and not a fusion. He-argued against the

desire of his “allies” to include in the bloc a new anti-Stalin-

grouping of former Bukharin Right Oppositionists led by

After the experience, Sten is reported to have -
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M. Ryutin and A.N, Slepkov. This group had issued,
August 1932, the notorious “Ryutin Manifesto.”

The Manifesto announced the formation of the “Union of .
Marxist-Leninists” under the slogans “Down ‘with the Dicta-
torship of Stalin and his Clique. Down with the Usurper of
the Party’s Rights. Long Live the CPSU(B)! Long Live

P

Leninism!” Although it is doubtful that Trotsky ever saw

the actual Manifesto, he did write to Sedov arguing that the

Left Opposition should oppose its central thrust, the slogan

“Down with Stalin.” Trotsky thought that this slogan could
- open the door to capitalist-restorationist forces, and stressed

that use of the slogan could give the impression that the

Opposition in power would engage in Stalin-like rcpress:on
‘against its opponents in the party.

Broué’s entire presentatlon on the development of the
various opposmonal groupings in 1931-32 downplays their
differences in an attempt to paint a Trotsky-Bukharin bloc
as a realistic and principled possibility. Claiming that the

"“old Right” was moving toward the “old” demands for party
democracy of the “old” Left Opposition, he falsely describes
the Left Opposition’s call for a slowing down on the eco-
nomic front as “a sort of return to the NEP.” Broué says that
Trotsky envisaged the possibility of a joint political state-
ment of the Soviet 1932 Cpposition bloc, but he does not
cite a draft 1932 letter written by Trotsky, presumably to
Smirnov. In this{lgtter Trotsky argues for the drafting of a
separate political statemient to be issuéd by the Left Opposi-
tion. In addition, Trotsky writes:

“Concerning the Right Oppositionists: 1. The Rights now
. doubtless appear as an enormous, shapeless blob. All the
discontented people, in the party and outside its boundaries,
must be gravitating toward the Right, including potential
supporters of the Left Opposition;, who find it difficult by
hearsay to understand the dialectical character of our tactics.
The question of the differentiation of the Rights will become
'one of the most serious questions of our party politics....
3. Disagreements with the Rights will ipevitably be re-
vealed at the second stage of the turn. Just for that reason,
even in the first stage—with complete honesty toward the
Rights—it is intolerable to mix up.the ranks and bluni the
distinctions.”
—Trotsky, “A Left Opposition Statement Should
Be Prepared” (Autumn 1932)

Unfortunalely, Trotsky was unable even to initiate a process

of political differentiation within the various anti-Stalin

groupings which emerged in the summer of 1932. The GPU
_discovéred the existence of the “Ryutin Manifesto™ in Sep-

tember and began a wave of arrests and expulsions from the:
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in the USSR.

party. This wave of repression reached into the ranks of the
Opposition bloc as well (Zinoviev and Kamenev were ex-
pelled from the party for reading the Manifesto ‘and not
reporting its existence to the party; Sten was exiled to Sibe-
ria; leading Left Oppositionists were arrested).

In March of 1933, in the wake of Hitler's coming to
power in Germany, . Trotsky wrote a secret letter to the
Politburo of the CPSU offering a united front to revive the
party: “The fate of the workers’ state and of the internation-
al revolution for many years to come is involved.” This is
the appeal which Broué disingenuously says is “a serious
problem”™ for the historian and he finds that it is “very
difficult” to “interpret correctly and in a precise way this
moment of Trotsky’s policy toward the Soviet Union.” What
Broué can’t accept is the idea that Trotsky still contemplated
a bloc with the Stalin faction. Broué can’t stand to
“interpret” the fact that Trotsky continued to stand for the
unconditional military defense of the Soviet Union, including
military blocs with Stalin and the bureaucracy against the
imperialists and internal restorationist forces. . Broué’s
“difficulty” with this issue is consistent with his support,
while a Lambertist, for the capitalist-restorationist Polish
Solidarno$é, a position he reiterates in this biography.

Broué cites the possibility of a link between Trotsky’s
March 1933 letter and a reported meeting of Trotsky with
a representative of Kirov, leader of the Stalin faction in
Leningrad, though as Broué points out, the only known
report of this meeting places it in the summer of 1934, long
after-Trotsky’s letter was written and only months before
Stalin had Kirov assassinated. (Kirov reportedly wanted to
know under what conditions Trotsky would agree to be
allowed to return to the Soviet Union and remstated in the
Communist Party.)

Whether or not this meeting ever occurred, the possibility
that it might was clearly Stalin’s nightmare. Almost 300
delegates voted against Stalin in the Central Committee
elections at the'17th Party Congress in January 1934; soon
after Stalin embarked on a bloody purge of his own faction,
beginning with the assassination of Kirov. In his speech to
the 20th Congress Khrushchev reported that of 1,966 dele-
gates with advisory or voting rights at the 17th Congress,
1,108 were subsequently arrested. Eighty percent of the
delegates to the 17th Congress had joined the party prior to
1920; by the 18th Congress in March 1939 only 19 percent
of the delegates could report that they had 'joinéd prior to

» 1920. It appears that Stalin murdered the majority of the
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delegates to his own 1934 “Congress of Vrctors Current
Soviet historical sources such as the two-volume Names That
Have Returned (Moscow, 1989) do not sort out the elements
of what was essentially a process of purging the Stalin
faction from purges of the oppositions.

Many of the details of Trotsky’s contacts with those in

the Soviet Union remain murky. What Broué does demon- -

strate is-the continued existence of a more or less organized
opposition which looked to the political alternative repre-
sented by Trotsky § posmons through the period. up to the
Kirov assassination in December 1934—even if a large
percentage of it was in the camps or had been deported. It
took Stalin a good tén years to fully liquidate the Opposition
and consolidate the rule of his clique after the decisive
degeneration of 1923-24. But the Left Opposition remained
alive as the authentic communist current internationally,
going on to found the Fourth International in 1938. This
stands in contrast to those other Russian oppositional cur-
rents who believed that the fight against Stalinism could be
reduced to the slogan “Down with Stalin.” :

Forging the Fourth International

In the last third of the book, dealing with the struggle for
the Fourth International, Broué goes into detailed description
of Trotsky.’s personal life and of the personnel and organiza-
tional development of the various groupings Trotsky inter-
sected. But Broué has by and large ignored the wealth of
information in the Harvard Exile Papers on the workings of
the International Secretariat and its relations with Trotsky
and the individual sections, downplaying the major political
and programmatic issues that were at the center of Trotsky s
political. battles in the last ten years of his life. Ironically,
Deutscher and Broué coincide in their treatment of this ques-
tion, as Tamara Deutscher reported:

“Isaac decided 10 concentrate exclusively on Trotsky's
private correspondence and set aside the documents dealing
with the Fourth International. ‘As one read them, one can

- hear the repetitive and monotonous rolling of the Sisyphean

rock;” he remarked. This material, more or less familiar to
him, would be invaluable to the future historian of lhe
Fourth International —* rﬂthere everis one'.”
—“Work in Progress,” Isaac Deutscher, the Man
and His Work (1971)
Deutscher himself writes of a mass of documents: “Of over
300 files, containing about 20,000 documents of the Closed
Section of The Archives, approximately nine-tenths consists
of Trotsky’s correspondence with his followers. A very large
proportion of the Open Section of The Archives also consists
of his writings on the policy, tactics, and organization of
various Trotskyist groups.” A hlstory of the Fourth Interna-
tional based on this material remains to be written.
Faithful to the lessons of Lenin’s construction of the
Bolshevik Party, Trotsky’s fight for the Fourth International
necessitated lengthy and repeated polemics with his own
supporters, for the Left Opposition was far from being a
homogeneous grouping. Trotsky’s writings from this period
are an indispensable textbook for revolutionaries, dealing
with difficulties that will continually reassert themselves,

such as how to disentangle internal disputes. While Broué .

repeatedly stresses that Trotsky had a “historical perspec-
tive” concerning the struggle against Stalin, and had “his
eyes focused on a worldwide horizon and decades,” . this
“historical perspective” becomes an excuse to disappear the
sense of urgency Trotsky felt in the struggle to forge an
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Posing his own rhetorical question as to whether Trotsky
should have, “as Marx and Engels more or less did for a
period of time,” withdrawn from directly political activity
and concentrated on literary work, Broué abstains: “I think
that it is not the role of a biographer to answer such a ques-
tion, but mérely to note that his subject categorically reject-
ed any such possibility.” In the first place, Marx and Engels

_-did not “voluntarily” withdraw from active political struggle

in their time, as academic “Marxists” would have it, but
were responding to a hiatus in the class struggle. Secondly,
for Trotsky to have confined himself to literary activity in
the 1930s—with the scourge of fasc¢ism threatening all of
Europe with revolution in Spain and a revolutionary situa-
tion in France—would have been criminal irresponsibility.

Trotsky saw the construction of the Fourth Internation-
al—*rightly or wrongly,” comments Broué—as “the key
to a revolutionary perspective” during this pertod. For
Deutscher to disparage the struggle for the Fourth Inter-
national is understandable and, indeed, a measure of his
polmcal consistency: he opposed its foundation in 1938.
Broué is ostentatiously agnostic on the question. Trotsky
certainly had no doubt about the political significance of
this final achievement of his life: .

“For the sake of clarity I would put it this way. Had I not
been present in 1917 in Petersburg, the October Revolution
would still have taken place—on the condition that Lenin
was present and in command.... Thus I cannot speak of the
‘indispensability’ of my work, even about the period from
1917 to 1921. But now my work is ‘indispensable’ in the
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Workers manning barricades in Barcelona, May 1937 (above). Lacking a
- resolute revolutionary party, workers were defeated. Bodies of POUM and

anarchist militants (right).

full sense of the word. There is no arrogance in this claim
at all. The collapse of the two Internationals has posed a
problem which none of the leaders of these Internationals
1s at all equipped to solve. The vicissitudes of my persenal
fate have confronted me with this problem and armed me
with important experience in dealing with it. There is now
no one except me to carry out the mission of arming a new
generation with the revolutionary method over the heads of
the leaders of the Second and Third International.”
—Troisky's D:ary in Exile (1935)

The Popular Front

For Trotsky, the popular front was “the main guestion of
proletarian class strategy for this epoch™ but Broué does not
quote this categorical statement, made in a 1936 letter to the
Central Committee of the Dutch section of the Fourth Intert
national. Appropriately the main treatment of the popular
front in the book comes in reference to Spain. Yet in the
mid-1930s, the popular front was a vital and central inter-
national question, including in France. It drew a sharp divide
between Trotskyists and various centrists who professed to

be Trotskyists but manifested either vacillation or capitu-

lation toward the pepular front. It has done so as well in
contemporary France, particularly since the formation of the
Union of the Left in 1972. With the exception of our party
all ostensible Trotskyist tendencies have given backhanded
support to class collaboration by calling for a vote 1o work-
ers pames in the popular front.
It is only from the standpoint of his intransigent opposi-
tion to the popular front that Trotsky's polemics and tactical
- proposals in this period, such as the French Turn, can be
understood. Trotsky continually tried to find a lever to act
on reality, to intersect subjectively revolutionary militants
of the Stalinist and social-democratic parties who were re-
volted by Hitler’s rise to power and the abject abdication of
the Stalinist leadership, in order to forge a new communist
leadership capable of seizing power from the bourgeoisie.

Hoger Viollet
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It was in Spain that the popular front revealed its full
treachery with the blood of the workers. After years of un-
heeded urging by Trotsky on the.need for political clarity,
much of the Spanish Left Opposition, led by Andrés Nin and
Juan Andrade, fused with a grouping around J. Maurin on
a centrist program to form the Workers Party of Marxist
Unification (POUM)}. The POUM immediately affiliated to
the centrist London Bureau and shortly thereafter entered
a popular-front government in Catalonia. While quoting
Trotsky's well-known statement that the “three conditions”
necessary to successfully resolve a revolutionary crisis are
“a party, again a party, and once again a party,” Broué for
the most part cites Trotsky’s most “pedagogical” comments
on the POUM. There is little space given to harsh polemics
like the following: “As for Nin, during the whole revolution
he proved to be a completely passive dilettante who does
not in the slightest degree think of actually participating in
the mass struggle, of winning of the masses, of leading them
to the revolution, etc.”

Broué, arguing that Trotsky had little possibility of revers-
ing the course of events in Spain, minimizes the capitulation
of the POUM and emphasizes instead Trotsky’s attacks on
the criminal role of the Stalinists in beheading the Spanish
proletarlat Thus he sees in Trotsky’s later writings on Spam ‘

“a sort of almost mechanical commentary on the way in
which the Stalinist leadership led to defeat in the civil war
and demonstrated how to lose a war.” In the heated debate
over the POUM, which was a debate on how to construct
a revolutionary leadership in Spain, he sees:

*...an occasion for Trotsky to wage new polemics in the
very ranks of the Fourth International, against Sneevliet and
Vereeken, who defended the policy of the POUM against
its critics, against the American ultra-leftists who, following
the example of certain European ulira-lefts, called for a
*defeatist” attitude woward Republican Spain.... At the same
time Trotsky had to argue discreetly against Max Shachiman
who, under the pretext of fighting fascism, would have been
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prepared to vote political confidence in a Negrin government
- by granting it military credits.”
—Broué, pp. 889-890
As far as Broué is concerned, all the oppositions to Trotsky
were equivalent: from the ultralefts to a variety of centrists.
One would not know from this passage that Trotsky concen-
trated his fire on those centrists who in one form or another
_ wanted to capitulate to the popular front by being accommo-
dating to the POUM,

The Left and Broué

The successive publication of the volumes of Deutscher’s
trilogy, as well as his Stalin, provoked at the time hundreds
of pages of reviews and debates. It is significant that
Broué’s work has not elicited much commentary, either
laudatory or critical. In fact, nearly all the fake-Trotskyists
are fundamentally in agreement with the underlying social-
democratic anti-Soviet premises of the biography, even
if nuanced differences exist. There have been two major
reviews to date, one by Ernest Mandel (Critique Communiste

No. 79-80, November-December 1988) and the other by the -

centrist English Workers Power group (Permanent Revolution
" No. 8, Spring 1989). '

Mandel’s generally fulsome review of Broué’s book (“a
great, a very great book™) could only be taken as an invita-
tion to Broué to join forces with the United Secretariat
(USec) which Mandel leads. While Mandel is constrained
to point out how vindictive Broué is toward Deutscher,
his only significant criticism is that Broué does not go
far enough toward supporting Trotsky’s left-Menshevism
in the 1905-1917 period! Mandel complains that Broué
should have continued his pro-Menshevik critique into the
1920s and he outrageously claims that, after the Revolution,
Lenin had “corrected the excessive formulations in What Is
To Be Done? concerning the Jacobinism of professional
. revolutionists.”

For Mandel and the USec, the lesson to be drawn from
the period of “war communism” and the NEP which fol-
lowed is the need for a “general theory of working-class
self-management” and “political pluralism,” i.e., a multiparty
system in which Mandel explicitly means to include bour-
geois and petty-bourgeois (kulak) organizations! By contrast
we of the ICL, following Lenin, advocate full freedom to
organize for parties which defend the proletarian property
forms——soviet democracy. Mandel openly tries to paint
Trotsky as a crypto-Gorbachevite.

The Workers Power approach is more interesting. Like
most centrists, they have a sharp eye for the faults of anyone
to their right. They rightly criticize the absence of virtually

any mention of centrism as well as Broué’s support for

Trotsky’s left-Menshevik period. At the same time, their
own centrism prevents them from drawing any political
conclusions from the correct points they make. For example,
in an otherwise comprehensive review, they fail to raise the

question of Broué’s treatment of the populiar front in France-

and Spain.
In their discussion of the 1932 bloc of Russian opposmon-
ists, Workers Power asserts that Trotsky “neither rules out

cooperation with elements of the right in the struggle for the’

regeneration of the party nor with the Stalin faction itself
against counter-revolution.” If this vague statement means
anything, more than.the permissibility of episodic and nar-
rowly defined cooperation with the Right Opposition, then
it is flatly counterposed to Trotsky’s stated views. The

.is not redundant with “workers democracy,”

regeneration of the party was a matter of re-establishing the
Bolshevik program at the head of the party. On this ques-
tion, Trotsky wrote:

“We are prepared to conclude an agreement with any section
of the party in any place, on any particular matter, for even

a partial restoration of the party statutes. In relation to the

rights and centrists as political factions, this means that we

are ready 1o conclude an agreement with them about the

conditions for an irreconcilable struggle. That’s all.”
—Trotsky, “On the Topics of the Day” (1928)

In practice, Workers Power accepts ongoing *cooperation”

with outright bourgeois restorationists against the Stalinist
bureaucracy and it does rule out a united front with the
Stalinists against counterrevolution, as over the suppression
of Polish Solidarno$¢ (which Workers Power acknowledged
to be capitalist-restorationist) in 1981.

Trotsky's Legacy

Broué’s concluding chapter reveals most starkly his atti-
tude toward Trotsky’s position of steadfast defense of the

" Soviet Union coupled with the call for political revolution.

For Broué, the Soviet Union since World War II has been
characterized by “bureaucratic military operations of con-
quest and occupation,” and he mentions as examples the
suppression of Solidarno$¢’ incipient counterrevolutionary
coup in 1981 and the Red Army’s intervention in Afghani-
stan. While Broué acknowledges that today’s East European
oppositionists (many of whom are now, two years after
the publication of Trotsky, at the head of pro-capitalist-
restorationist governments) are far from being Trotskyists,
he claims that they are linked up with the Left Opposition
of Joffe, Rakovsky, Sedov and Trotsky in a “bond of
continuity” in which *“‘the Trotskyists’ are but a slender

‘thread, perhaps not indispensable when all is said and done,

but of which Trotsky and his ideas constitute an essential
element.” The kind of ‘‘oppositionists” cheered on by the
fake-Trotskyists like Broué and Mandel in the last decade
—from Shcharansky to Sakharov, from Walesa to most
recently the Estonian Nazi “Forest Brothers,” saluted by the
USec in International Viewpoint (18 September 1989)—have
not the slenderest link to the Left Opposition; they are con
the other side of the barricades. Qur tendency fights for real
soviet democracy and this call can and will be taken up by

those groups in East Eurcpe and the Soviet Union {some of

which issue from the previous Communist Party structures)
that base themselves on the millions of workers who today
are against Stalinism and want to defend the social gains in
their cOuntries against capitalist restoration, or who find

themselves compelled to fight against the consequences of

restoration.
Broué ascribes to Trotsky the following version of “politi-
cal revolution™:

“The demands appearing in these movements of workers and
youth reconstitute those that defined the program of “politi-
cal revolution’ as Trotsky sketched it: democracy, freedom
. for parties, destruction of the bureaucratic apparatus, ‘free’
trade unions, electoral freedom and the right of criticism,
ending infringements on human rights, punishing those
responsible for crimes, winning the democratic rights of
speech, assembly, demonstration, as well as the appearance
of a free—and hence stimulating—press.”
—Broué, p. 943

At the core of this version of “political revolution” (which
Mandel attacks as not going far enough!) is the conception:
*“pluralistic workers democracy.” To the extent “pluralistic”
it can only
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mean the inclusion of non- workmg -class forces, i.e., bour-
geois- democracy. It is no acCident that it is most often

“abbreviated” as ‘“‘pluralistic democracy” or just plain
“democracy.” It means freedom for bourgeois, counter-
revolutionary forces to organize and operate. Real workers
democracy would in fact enable different parties to organize
on a'class basis that defends the social transformation of
society which the Russian Revolution made possible-—freedom
for “soviet parties,” as Trotsky put it. Just contrast Broué’s
version with Trotsky’s: '

“In any case, the bureaucracy can be removed only by a
revolutionary force. And, as always, there will be fewer
victims the more bold and decisive is the attack. To prepare
this and stand at the head of the masses in a favorable
historic situation—that is the task of the Soviet section*of

the Fourth International..
“The revolution which’ (he bureaucracy is preparing against
itself will not be social, like the October revolution of 1917.
It is not a question this time of ‘changing the economic
foundations of society, of replacing certain forms of property

with other forms....

“It is not a question of supstituting one ruling clique for
another, but of changing the very methods of administering
the economy and guiding the culture of the country. Bureau-
cratic autecracy must give place to Soviet democracy. A
restoration of the right of criticism, and a genuine freedom
of elections, are necessary conditions for the further devel-
opment of the country. This assumes a revival of freedom
of Soviet parties, beginning with the party of Bolsheviks,
and a resurrection of the trade unions. The bringing of
democracy into industry means a radical revision of plans
in the interests of the toilers. Free discussion of economic
problems will decrease the overhead expense of bureaucratic
mistakes and zigzags. Expensive playthings—palaces of the
Soviets, new theaters, show-off subways—will be crowded
+  out in favor of workers’ dwellings. ‘Bourgeois norms of
- distribution” will be confiried within the limits of strict
necessity, and, in step with the growth of social wealth, will
give way to socialist equality. Ranks will be immediately
abolished. The tinsel of decorations will go into the mélting
pot. The youth will receive the opportunity to breathe freely,
. criticize, make mistakes, and grow up. Science and art will
: be freed of their chains. And, finally, foreign policy will
* return to the traditions of revolutionary internationalism.”
—-Trotsky, The Revolution Be.rrayed (1936)
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Trotsky's fight
for revolutionary
leadership.

In Broué's version, the “Trotskyist program™ and legacy
is reduced to moral rectitude and abstract truth, not
political activity. In a 1966 essay, “Trotskyism in Qur
Time,” Deutscher likens Trotsky to the mythological figure
of Prometheus, who brought fire to mankind and was tor-

“tured by the gods for this. Deutscher’s Trotsky carries the

flame of revolutionary Marxism through the dark era of
Stalinism and fascism. The negative side of this prophetic
vision of Trotsky is Deutscher's pessimism concerning
the prospects of the organized Trotskyist movement. in the
1930s and‘subsequently. But. on the other hand Deutscher
tends to accentuate the differences between classical Marx-
ism—with Trotsky as its great contemporary representative
—and Stalinism, social democracy and later 1960s New
Lefusm

Ultlmatcly, despite invaluable elements, Broué’s book
will, in the main, pass into history as an erudite ocuvre de
circonstance [an incidental work written for a special event
or occasion].'Broué has not, and will not, be able to soft-sell |

- Trotsky to the Gorbachevite intelligentsia. Whatever miscon-

ceptions an Afanasyev or a Tsipko has about Trotsky,-they
believe that Trotsky, even more than Stalin, exemplifies
“dogmatism.” From their own point of view, they are right.
Stalin made them confess that the sun rises from the west;
Trotsky never ceased insisting that it rose in the east. Bu-
kharin vacillated. Stalin insisted it was possible to build
“socialism in one country” while conciliating the imperial-
ists, whereas Trotsky remained passionately committed
to the Soviet proletarian dictatorship and world socialist
revolution. _ .
Trotsky’s legacy today is precisely in those embarrass- -
ing” areas Broué passes over as rapidly as possible: his fight
to forge a genuine, Leninist, democratic-centralist Fourth
International; his fight for the international party of socialist
revolution, against class collaboration and the popular front,
for the military defense of the Soviet Union, for political
revolution in the East -and social revolution in the West.
This is the legacy that the International Communist League
(Fourth Internationalist) is proud to uphold.m =~ ™~
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Japan Letter...
(continued from page 2)

conditions, however, were different. In Japan “gun contro]"
was exercised at the point of production, whereas in England
Parliament passed a law in 1523 restricting ownership to the
upper class. In France the Crown declared the production
of gunpowder to be a state monopoly, but regulation was
difficult as production was spread out among hundreds of
smal! mills. Of course, as soon as war was decla:ed in 1543
all restrictions were forgotten

There are many reasons given as to why this rare histori-
cal occurrence came about. Xenophobic isolation certainly
was a factor in the Japanese feudal hierarchy’s attitude
toward guns;: as there was no internal or external threat to
Tokugawa rule from around 1600 to 1853, there was no
material incentive pushing guns forward as there had been
in the 16th century. Had there been a renewed outbreak of
civil war or a new attempt to invade Korea or China, un-
. doubtedly gun production would have dramatically resumed.

The effects of the “sword and gun hunt” can still be. felt
today in the sense that the ordinary citizen cannot conceive
of operating, much less owning, a gun while in Japan. (A

new, and very popular, addition to group tour packages for
Japanese visiting California is a trip to a gun range.) In 1981
the official number of registered guns in private hands
totaled 881,204. This figure is misleading in that it includes
antiques, hunting rifles, shotguns and pneumatic construction
guns. When the man on the street thinks of guns, he usually
thinks of the yakuza (Japanese mafia), the “Self Defense
Forces” or Narita Airport.

2. Spartacist asserted that “the shogunate itself had dis-
armed the old samurai caste; it was itself overthrown by a
rifle-equipped conscript army.” But the samurai were not
disarmed, the peasants were. The shogunate was overthrown
by the Choshu and Satsuma peasant conscript armies, trained
in Western drill, using rifles from the American Civil War,
while the shogun-loyal forces: had to fight with what had

S\

been saved from the ea.rly 1600s. The point that John Kee--

gan (The Mask of Command, 1987) and Robert L. O’Connell
(Military History Quarterly, Winter 1989) make regarding
the nobleman’s fear—the crossbow or gun in the hands of
“commoners”—was played out in Japan in the 1860s. Mili-
tarily trained peasants with guns defeated samurai (the
equivalent of feudal European knights-and soldiers).

3. The article also asserted that “new and overpowering
Western imperialist pressures led to the Méiji Restoration
in 1868, opening the road to capitalist development.” I think
this statement is too narrow and ignores the internal contra-
dictions which existed, and deepened, in the 18405 and
1850s within feudal Japan.

While the peasants were disarmed in 1587, from 1603 to
1867, 1,153 peasant uprisings were recorded, with increasing
frequency as the period progressed. Life during the feudal
period was ‘just as horrendous for the Asian peasant as it
was for his European brother. Natural calamities and the
resulting famines were the underlying cause of many of the
rebellions. Many Japanese writers of the time compared the
peasant to a sesame seed, the harder you press, the more you
squeeze out, With the seed it was oil, with the peasant it was
blecod because that was the only thing they had left to give.

. Abortion and infanticide (mabiki—literally the thinning of

vegetable rows by uprooting) were so common that periodi-
cally laws had to be passed against these population control
methods. E.H. Norman, in an article entitled “Japan’s Emer-
gence as a Modern State,” writes that the “revolts became
so endemic and may be said to have weakened the strength
of the feudal regime so dangerously that they made possible
to a large extent the victory of the political movement direct-
ed against the Bakufu” (Origins of the Modern Japanese
State, 1975). Jon Halliday in his book A Political History of
Japanese Capitalism (1975) asserts that it was the cumulative
effect of the peasant revolts which led to the downfall of the
Tokugawa Bakufu in 1868.

During this time, money as a medium of exchange based
on mercantilism began to replace revenue in rice based on

- ni‘
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the land, and this led to an enormous gfowth_ in the econom-
ic power of the merchants despite their official designation
at the bottom of the “four-class system” (warrior, peasant,

artisan and merchant). As the power of the merchant class

increased, it ate into the rigid hierarchical foundations of
feudalism. However, the merchants were not strong enough
to lead a revolution in their own name; they could only
finance the anti-Tokugawa forces.

This weakness of the bourgeoisie allowed the reassertion
of the emperor as a political force. In 1858, the emperor,
in defiance of the shogun, refused to sign the Harris Treaty

. with the U.S. In the early 1860s the League of Court and.

Military was formed (an alliance of disaffected members of
the imperial court—the kuge—and dissident daimyo—feudal
lords}). This coalition is said to be the first conscious politi-
cal movement against the shogunate. The opposition was
mainly angry at the concessions made by the shogun to
Western powers, and their slogan was “Revere the emperor,
expel the barbarians.”

All of this is not to dismiss Wcstcm imperialism’s appe-
tites or influence. A number of historians note with surprise
the ability (in terms of timeliness and number of reports)

of the shogun, court and. samurai to follow the events in

China, particularly the Boxer Rebellion and the Taiping
Revolt. The ruling class of Japan understood the desire of
the West to expand their markets. Also, the southwest clans,
particularly the Satsuma and Choshu, were heavily influ-
enced by the West. Their territory, the southwest section of
Honshu and Kagoshima on Kyushu had the most exposure
from the West. The samurai in these sections studied under
the Dutch and British, mostly science and military strategy.
It was these clans who were later mstrumemal in overthrow-
ing the Tokugawa regime.

The internal contradictions, which I have mentioned
briefly, played at least an equal role to the external pressures

of Western imperialism on Japan’s transformation from -

an isolated feudal society to a young but weak capitalist

_economy.

Comradely,
Jeanne Mitchell

Spartacist thanks comrade Mitchell for her cogent letter.®m

Tamara Deutscher...

(continued from page 30)

celebration of the Missa'Solemnis, with a profusion of Polish,
flags fluttering overhead. Similarly the crucifix and the

“portrait of the Pope adorn the walls of the headquarters

of the_new autonomous unions in Gdansk—a "sight as
paradoxical and as potentially disquieting as that of Iranian
demonstrators giving the clenched fist salute under a huge
picture of the Ayatollah Khomeini. What is even more
disturbing is the portrait of Marshal Pilsudski remembered
for his invasion of the Soviet Union in May 1920, and not
exactly as a friend of trade unions, socialism or democracy.”

We had numerous political differences with Tamara
Deutscher, not least of course on the centrality of reforging
an authentically Trotskyist Fourth International as the world
party of socialist revolution. But she had been trained as a
Marxist of the old school, who remained consistent in her
potitical views throughout the years and appreciated that
consistency in others. She will be missed.®

Louis Sinclair...

(connnuea’ from page 3)

yet he was completely unpretentious. What a breath of fresh
air compared to others who claim the title! While Louis
militantly avoided getting involved in programmatic debates
among those who claim the mantle of Trotskyism today, he
also militantly refused to blunt the edges when dealing with
Trotsky's historic polemics. Louis’s latest project, an im-
mense and extensively cross-referenced index of Trotskyist
internal bulletins to 1940, is invaluable. We in the ICL
certainly hope that this will be published, or at least made
available to scholars of the Trotskyist movement.

Louis retained a very keen interest in seeing Trotsky’s
works becoming available in the Soviet Union and Eastern
Europe. I remember his delight when, on my return from

[East Germany in January, I told him we made a Russian

edition of Revolution Betrayed available to Soviet soldiers
there. He was even more pleased to discover that this
edition was not one he knew about, so it was duly added
to the Trotsky collection here at the University. We were
also pleased to provide him with ‘some Trotsky ‘articles
published recently in Hungary, which again were of interest
to him.

Comrade Sinclair was indeed a reserve of Marxism, as
reflected in his dedication to his work and in his worldview.
He was a link to the past, a source of inspiration, and he left
us a precious legacy for the future. I feel it is an honour to
have known him, although for me personally and for our

-Glasgow branch this was over a very brief period of time.

We will certainly miss him.
. Eibhlin McDonald
On behalf of Louis Sinclair’s friends in the Glasgow

branch, and those many others in the Spartacnst tendency
internationally. m
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OroHek

BacTyloLme LiaxTepbl CuGUpM B NPOLUNOM roAy BbIGPani 3a6acToBOYHbIE KOMUTETI, KOTOpble npoBo3rnacunu
LBOEBNacTHe B yronosHbix peruoHax. MpoTecThbl paboumMx NPoACNXKaOTCR NOA, No3yHramu: «Tpebyem couMansHON
cnpaseanMBocTU!», «Tpebyem NOBLICUTL XHU3HEHHbIA YPOBEHb LLaXTepoB!s. .

3a coynanucTHYECKyl0 NNaHOBYI0 3KOHOMMKY,
~ * OCHOBaHHYI0 Ha pabouell gemokparTuu!

CoBeTCKMEe TPyAALMECS:
HOonoi nnan «500 gHen»
Enbyuna-lopbayena!

We print below a Russian translation of “"Soviet Workers:
Smash YeltsinlGorbachev 500-Day Plan,” Workers Vanguard
No. 510, 21 September 1990, newspaper of the Spartacist
League of the U.5.

/
MEPEBOJ H3 YOPKEPC BAHT AP Mg 510,
2! CEHTSABPA 1990 I -

v

 OHOBPEMEHHO C CaMbIM GOJTBLLIUM YPOXKAEM TLIEHHUIb]
B COBETCKOM HCTOPHM M3 MOCKOBCKMX Mara3svHOB
ncues xy1e6. Kypuaeliuku 6yHTYIOT N3-3a OTCYTCTBUS
curaper. TpagHUHOHHOe TNpa3gHOBaHMe boJsbue-
BHCTCKOW PEBOJIIOL{MH 7-r0 HOAGDPS XOTHAT OTMEHMTB.
Oxopax Byw Boo6paxaer, uto Coeetckuit Cowoa

CTaHET MJagIUWM NMapTHEPOM B UMTIEPHAITUCTUYECCKOM
«HOBOM MMPDOBOM COOﬁLU‘ECTBC». O)IHHKO, 3TO O3Ha4daceT

cMepTb Cometckoro Cowosa kak pabodero rocyaap-

CTBa, NMYCTh H YNPABAAEMOro KOPPYMITMPOBaHHON M
HallMOHa/IuCTHYecKoM GlopokpaTtreit. B camom pfene,
AOMHHHUPYIOLIUE TTO/IMTHYeCKHE cunbl B CoBeTcKoM
Coro3e OTKPBITO CTPEMATCA K PECTABPAal{HM KamMTa-
H3Ma — UTO O3HauyaeT NepPCTIEKTHBY TIpaXJaHCKOM
BOMHB B caMoM HepasekoM ByayuieM. CoyuanbHbie

‘3aBoeBaHMA OkTAGpbCKON peBONOLUMHN — Beanyaieii

nobeabl B UICTOPMM MHpOBOre pabouero kKjacca — B
CMepTeJIbHOH ornacHocTH!

B koHUe aBrycta 6bisio o6bsIBIEHO, UTO TPE3UAEHT
Poccuitckolt pecnybnukn B, EnbuuMH M npesugeHT
CCCP M. C. TopfaueB npHIUAM K COrJIALIEHUIO MO
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Hosoctn
Bopuc EnbuvH n Muxaun Mopbaues nnaHupyloT pecTa-
BPAalLMI0 KANUTan1uama, 8- T0 BpeMA KaxK nepecTpomka
nopoXaaert IKOHOMWYECKUIA Xaoc, pacTylliee HepaBeH-
cT180. BHMU3y, BoaMyLLeHHaA Tonna ocaxnaeT NycTon
curapeTHbi® napexk 8 Mockse,

Der Spiegel
Fa ‘V",

NnporpaMMe BBEACHHS 3aKOHUYEHHOMH PbIHOYHON 3KOHO-
Muku B CCCP 3a 500 gueit. XKunse nepeitaer B anuHoe
BRafieHre, 3eMaa GyeT NpoaHa KPECTbIHCKMM MeJl-
KHM coBcTBEHHMKAM, U KaKk MHHHUMYM 70 TpoieHTOB
rocyAapCTBEHHBIX MpeANpUATHH — OeHalHOHaIH30-
BaHo. PeasibHas BJIaCTb TNPMHATHA IKOHOMHYECKHX
pelieHMi 6yJeT MepefaHa LEHTPabHBIM MpaBUTENb-
'cTBOM pecnyBAMKAHCKHMM OpraHaM. 3TO MPaKTHUYECKH
o3HauaeT KoHely Coserckoro Corxo3a. EabyuH — GblIB-
wuit criogBHXK HEK NopbaueBa, npeBpallieHH bl B ICEB0-
MONMYJHCTCKOrO [eMarora, —— X04eT HCKJAHYHTb CJIO-
BO «COLYHAJTUCTHUEcKMX» M3 HazBaHHa CCCP u nepen-
‘MEHOBaThb CcTpaHy B «Colo3 CyBcpeHHblx CopeTCKHMX
Pecniy6sink».

'nasHbIfi aBTOp ]'lpOI‘paMMbl «500 puelt» — ropﬁa-
YEeBCKMI COBETHUK o 3KoHoMuke Ctanucnae lara-
JIMH, KOTOpbIi Ha BOTIPOC O TOM, MPHBEJET AW €ro
MJIAH K MOBLILIEHHIO YPOBHA XU3HH H 3P PeKTHBHOCTH
3KOHOMHKH, oTBeTuN. «C Hamu Bor!». Cam TIopbaues
xoJsiebancs, npegsarags oObeQUHWTD LUATAJMHCKHMA
mJaH ¢ Gojee «yMmMepeHHON» MporpaMMol COBETCKOIrO
ripeMbepa H. PeikKoBa. PEIKKOB 6121 TIABHBIM BAOXHO-
BMTEJIEM OTBEPrHYTOro MJaHa YTPOSHHMA LEHBI . Ha

v

xae6 IpoLITIBIM JIETOM M YABOEHUS ITOTPeGUTEIBCKHX
uer k Hauany 1991 r. Opanaxo, 3Tor'o He GBLIO focTa-
TOYHO AJis KpallHHUX «cBOOOJHO-PbIHOYHHKOB», Tpebo-
BaBLUMX MOAHTHYECKON cMepTH PrIXKOBa.

C uenvio okazaHus fJaneHus Ha [op6ayesa mpo-
eNbUMHCKHN napnaMeHT Poccuitckoit pecnybauku
yTBepAaus mnporpammy «500 gHelt ao xanmMTaaAu3Mar.
Celiuac coBeTcKMI npe3aueHT GoJlee UM MEHee NMOA-
AepXuBaeT ee, Tpebysd, MEXAY NPOYUM, CO3BAHHA Ha-
poaHoro pedepeHAyMa O AeHALMOHAIU3ALHH 3eMJIH.
B 60pnbe 3a BrixHBaHHE PEIKKOB BLICTYITHUJI IO TEJIEBU-
AeHUI0, 00BHHAS WATAJIMHCKUI MNaH Kak BegyLiit K
«xaocy» M MaccoBoit 6e3paboruue. Takas ofcraHoB-
Ka GeicTpo mossipusyer. 17-ro ceHTaAGpa 50 Toicau
TIPOKANMTaJIUCTOR AEMOHCTPHPOBAIM B MoOCcKBe, Tpe-
6yst oTcTaBKM He TO/MBKO PrikkoBa, HO M ['opbauesa.
B cBoio ouepenb, paboume COMPOTHBAAIOTCA BO3fEH-
cTBHIO epectpoitku, OcduiHanbHble MPodcor3bl opra-
HHM30Bany 3abacTOBKHM TMNPOTHB «CBOGONHO-PHIHOZHO-
Tro» FOPOACKOTO MpaBUTENLCTBa MOCKBDI.

CmepTenbHbIi KpU3ne
COBeTCKOro ctanuHMama

BcectopoHHW# kpu3uc, oxpaTHBLIMit CopeTcxuit
Coto3 ITpoHUCX0AUT OT BHOPOKPATHUECKOTO BHIPOXASHHMS
crpansl ripH Crannne B 20-x rr. [Tog HauuoHaMcTHYE-
CKHMM JIO3YHTOM «COLIMaJiu3Ma B OT/HACJIbHOH CTpaHe»
6ropokpaTHa OTKa3a/laCchb OT JIEHHWHCKOH IpOrpaMMbl
muposo# ‘pesoaoum. B 30-x rr. JI. [I. Tpoukwu# npen-
cKa3aj, uyTo ecny coBerTckuit pabouwit xjacc He mpo-
TOHHMT CTaJIMHHUCTCKYH DIOpOKpaTHIO, MOCJIeAHASA, BME-
CTO CTPOMTENIECTBA coLManu3Ma, OyaerT co3fgaBaTe
YCJI0BHA /15 KanHMTaJJUCTHHYECKON pecTaBpaLiHH.

«JInbepanaburiit» cranuurcr [opbaues u ero anono-
TeThi yTBEPX/AJH, UTO nepecTpoiika o3Hauaer ofHO-
BJICHHME H MOZEPHM3ALMIO coLMau3ma, C caMoro Hava-
Jia Mbl TIpeAyNpeXAaii, YTO ITH OPUEHTHPOBAHHbIE Ha
PBIHOK «peopMbI» ObIJIM 3aJyMaHsl 4JIs YBeJTHUEHUs
npUBMIErHH MeskoGypXya3Hbix 6I0POKPAaTOB M MHTE-
JIEKTYasioB 3a cyer pafouero KJacca W 3aJI0KEHHA
OCHOBBI [AJ1 pecTaBpaliMu KanwuTranausma. Teneps Bo-
IpoC CTOMT YXe He O 3aJI0KEHHH OCHOBBI, a o IMpAMOM
BO3POXAEHHH BJIACTH KaIllHTasa.

10 cenTs6ps B paguonHTepBhio ¢ JIxefiMmcoM Knnsom,
KoMMeHTaTOpoM HoBocTel «ITacudmka paguor, Ixozed
Cumop, npegacrasutesnp «CnapracHct Jiur» (Jlurn
Crniaprakosues CLUA — amepukaHckol cekyuu UuTep-
HalHOHaJbHON KoMmMyHUcTHueckol JIMru), ykaszad,
4TQ «[IPOTPAMMa TaK Ha3blBAEMbIX pPaJHKajIbHBIX ,,CBO-
6oaHo-peiHOUHMKOB” THna EnbliiHa (KTO, KCTAaTH, IO-
xeanun Pefirana 3a sxoObl 0370pOBJieHHEe aMepHKaH-
CKOM 3KOHOMMKH) NPHBEAET K MacCOBOMY OOHHILAHMIO
COBETCKMX TPYASALIMXCA B YroAy TeX, KTO PacCUMTHI-
BAET CTATh HOBBIM KJTACCOM KAMUTANMCTOB M MX TMpPH-.
xnebartesielt — COBETCKUX ATIMH.» .

SIcHO, UTO OCHOBHAA MAcca COBETCKMX prgﬂmnxcx
Bpax/Je6Ha KaTTHTaTHCTHYECKOI PbIHOUHOMN 3IKOHOMHMKE
no cywecray. Uaeosor «cBofogHOro peika» IaBpuun
INonos, cerogHAWHWA M3p MOCKBBI, 3a51BJISET, YTO «MaC-
Cbl CTPEMATCS K CHpaBeAJIMBOCTH H 3KOHOMHYECKOMY
paseHcTBY». OH 06eCrioKOeH YCHJIEHHEM «JIEBOTO
HAapOAHHYECTBA», BHI3BAHBIM «TOJHTHKOM, BeayLieh K

: AeHalMOHAMU3al[MY U HepaseHCTRY». Camuifl ipespen-

Y
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Helfl Kjgacc B CCCP — MenKo-KarMTaIUCTHYECKHE
NMpeMIPUHNUMATENH, TaK Ha3blBAEMBIC «KOOTIEPATODbI»,
Hdaxe Yoan crpur gxopHasnl TIpU3HAET: «pelyTaLius
KOOTEpaTOpOB Pe3KO ymasia, M CerofHs OHM pPAacKpH-
THKOBaHB! KaK CRIEKYNAHTHI, KOTOPbi¢ HaXHBAKTCA 32
CUET HaLlHH»,

BeccrniopHo, ofHake, yto EnbLiMH oueHb MonynspeH
CpeH COBeTCKHMX Tpyasuiuxcsa. Onpocsl ob1ecTBEHHO-
ro MHEHHs TOKa3HBalOT, YTO OH YBaXaeH Topa3fo
Gonvite lopbaueBa. Kak nmoHATh aTo mpoTusopeume?
Hesio B ToM, uro ENbuuH Mackupyer cBow NoAAepXKKY
IKOHOMHKM «CBODOAHOr0 pBIHKa» HEeMOrorduecKHMH
aTakaM# Ha npHBHJeruu 6iopoxpatuy M TpeGyeT yBe-
JIMYEHHsT TIPOM3BOACTBA [MOTPEOGMTESILCKHX TOBApOB
3a CYCT CHUXCHHA BOCHHBIX PACXOLOB H BJIOXCHUNA B
TAXENYIO IIPOMbILLIeHHOCcTb. OfHaKko, Tenepb, Korga
EnbuMH npucoeMHsIeTCd K NMPOrpaMMme OTKPOBEHHOM
pecTaBpal{MM KaluTajlu3Ma, Macka najaer.

AZBOKATHI nporpaMmel «500 qHeH» yTBEPXAALOT, uTo

npogaxa XwWuJbs, 3€MNH H 33BOJACB YHHUTOXHT H3JIHU-

wiek py6irelt, HABCAHUBLUMX COBETCKYH0 3KOHOMHKY 3a
MHorHe rognl. TakHM, o6pa3oM, pocT LieH Ha noTpebu-
TeNbCKME ToBaphl OyfeT MeHee 3HAYMTENBHBIM, YeM
B IIPOTHBHOM cjayd4ae. Ito — jioxs! Korga npepnpus-
THA OKaXyTCd B PYKaX YaCTHUKOB, LEHEI NMOgHHUMYTCS
HACTOJIBKO BHICOKO, KaK TOJILKO pPBIHOK TIO3BOJIHT.
Coperckue pabouMe MOTEpAOT BCAKYH BO3MOXHOCTD
KOHTPOJIMPOBATh CTOMMOCTD KH3HHM. [lasiee, MUJIITMOHB
pabounx GyayTt BbIOpolleHB HA yaHLY, Korpa y6mol-
TOYHbIE H HETIPOAAXHHE NPEANPHATHA 3aKPOIT CBOM
ABEPH, 2 OCTAJIBHEIE Pe3KO. CHW3IAT MOTPeGHOCTL B
‘pabouefi cHsie. DTO TOYHC TO, 9TO YX€ NMPOKHCXOAHT
B ITonpuie.

HdeHanoHann3aUs Xuabg 6bina 3agymaHa ,rum npu-
HECEHHUS HENOCPEACTBEHHON TIPHOLIIM TEM. YjeHaM
3/IMThl, KOTOpbiE MMEIT XOpolllMe kBapTHphH. OaHako,
310 - Oyjer HactosiuMm OeAcTBHeM AJIS COBETCKMX
TPYAALUMXCS, 0COGEHHO,. €CIM YUUTHIBATh OCTPYIO He-
xpatky Xunabps B CCCP. Comerckie oduLephl M HX
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Der Spiegel
Hecmorpn Ha peKopOHblA Ypoxan, xneb ucuea c
NpUasKkoBs rocynapcTBeHHbIX MarasuHoB, NOCKONbKY
KpecTbAHE NPUOEPXUBAKT 3epHO, 4To6b noaHATL
3aKynoyHbte LeHbl.

CEMBHM, KOTOpbIE JOJXHBI ObITh BCKOPE BBHIBEACHB M3
BocrouHo#t 'epMaHUM, HEAABHO TpPOBeEJN AEMOHCTpa-
L{MIO TIPOTHB MJIaHA TIOCENIEHHS UX B NANATOUHOM 20POg-
xe Ha CepepHoM Kabkase! Tlocne aeHal{MOHaNH3aLVHK
KBAPTHPHas NJIATA HA HEMHOrMe HE3aHATHIE KBAPTH-
pB! B3JeTHUT Ao HeGec. MostofibiM ceMbam M3 paboueit
CpeAbl HUKOrZa HeBO3MOXHO OyZeT Mo3BoJAHTh cebe

HWMETb COOCTBEHHblE KBAPTHPH WJIM [JOMA, M T€ CTAHYT
MMYLECTBOM UCKIIOUMTETLHO HOBOMO KJ1acca KaruTa-
JIKCTOB W YTIPAaBNEHYECKOHN 3/IUTHI. .

[Tporpamma «500 gHett» obelijaeT cBOMM rpa)x;;aHaM
- CBOEro pOAa «HAPOAHBIM KanmuTanu3Mm», yTBepKJAas,

YTO «HMMYLUECTBO B PYKaX KaXjoro 4esjosexa — ra-
paHTUA ycTohuuBoro obuiecTpa» (DaHenwen TauMmc,
JlonaoH, 6 ceHTabpsa 1990 r.). Ho HMYLUECTBO OTHIOGS
He OygeT B pyKax KaXJoro uesoBeka. HeBo3MOXHO
HMETh KanuTajaucToB 6e3 kanutana. [axe y Menkux
npeanpuHuMateaeit B CoseTckom Cor03e, MMEHOLLIMX
(bpyKTOBbIE N1TAPbKKH M PEMOHTHBIE JIABKH, HET AEHEr
Ha' TO, 4TOOBl CKynaThk cCTajleJIMTelHble 3aBOAB M
yrofpHbie WaxThl. Y Koro ecTs? Hosule BaafebUbl —
pycckue uau HeT — OyayT u3 pafor GropokpaTHde-
CKOW 3JIMTbl, HMEKWILEH AOCTYN K TrocyAapCTBEHHBIM
3aeMaM H 3anafHbiM GaHKaM.

" MHOTHMe M3 CaMbiX BBIFOAHBIX ITpeANpUATHIL OyayT
MpoAaHpl — LEJHKOM MJIH YaCTUYHO — 3amafHbIM
MYJIbTUHALIMOHAJIbHBIM KOpriopauuaM. [opGaueBckHii
COBETHMK Mo 3koHoMHKe Hukonait [letpakos, ofHH U3
rnaBHBIX aBTOPOB nnaHa «500 pfHeli», Xenaer
«CO3JaTh YCNO0BMSA, MPH KOTOPHIX HALIM 3amnafHble
MapTHEPHl CMOrYT O6XOAUTL cucTeMy CHabXeHHA M
pacTipeie/ICHHA, CKyriag cbippe U o0OpyAOBaHME Ha.
BHYTPEHHEM pPBIHKE, U NEPEBOAUThL MX A0JI0 JOXOLOB
Ha 3anany (ITpobaemsl axonomuxu, mapT 1990 1.). Ecniu
FopGauer U Enbuuu mobwvlorcs cpoero, To H0raTcTso,
NPU3BEAEHHOE COBETCKMMH pPaloYrMM 3a AECATHIIE-
THst, Oymer pacnposaHo BOpoTusiaM ¢ Y OJJI-CTPHT,
¢bpaHkdyprckrM GaHKHMpaM M ATIOHCKHM TTPOMBILLLIIEHHH-
KaM 32 GecLeHOK.
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PacTyiuii 3KOHOMHWYECKUH Xaoc M KpylUEHHE aBTO-

PHTETA LIEHTPAJILHOTO MpPaBMTENLCTBA M JIMYHO [op-
" fauepa TIOPOAMIHM ROJUTUYECKUH GaKyyM. DTOT Ba-
KYYM 3aMOJHHIIMA NpaBblé BCEX MacTeli: OT POCCHIACKMX
peATaHHCTOB U MOHApXMCTOB A0 PalUUCTOB M Jpyrux
PeaKL{MOHHBIX HALHOHAMUCTOB. YCH/IMBACTCH aHTHCE-
MHMTHU3M, M COBETCKME €BPEH XMBYT B CTpaxe MOrpo-
MOB. XOHAT CJAYyXH 0 BOEHHOM MEPEBOPOTE C LIEAbIO
BOCCTAHOBJIEHHs ropsgKa. Bcem rnoHsTHO, UTO cylye-
cTBOBaTh Kak paHblue CoBerckuil Colo3 HE MOXET.
CerofHs TPOLUKH3M — IPOJAO/IXKaTe b OOMbLIEBUCT-
CKOIf pEBOJIIOLMH — €JMHCTBEHHOE TOJHUTHYECKOE
TeYeHHE, HMEKLLee NporpamMmy coxpaHeHus CoBeTcKo-
ro Coro3a KaK MHOTOHaLMOHaJIBHOE rOCYAapcTBO KOJI-

NIEKTHBHOM 3KOHOMHUKH:, COBETCKHME TDPYAAILHECS JOJI-

XKHBl CMECTH rop6aqeablx, €JIBLIMHBIX M TIOMOBBIX W
OCHOBaTb TIPaBHTEJILCTBO JEMOKPAaTHYEeCKM BbIOpaH-
Hbix pabouMx coBeroB MOAOOHBIX TEM, 4YTO B3AJH
BJAcT: B oxTAOpe 1917 1.

MHorue coBeTckHe TpPYAALLMecAd CerofHs OTOX[ge-
CTBASIOT UEHTPaJIM30BAHHOE NJIAHHPOBAaHHE M yripa-
BJIEHME KAK TaKOBble CO CTaJIHHHU3MOM H OHOpOKpaTH-
YeCKMM YMPpPaBJIeHYECTBOM. 3TO oiuGouHo. [lerTpanu-
30BAHHOE YTIpaBAeHHe IKOHOMHUKON MpPaBUTENbLCTBOM
CoBeTOB — eguHcT@eHHbii nyTs K TOMY, 4robbl pabo-

YMH KJIACC CMOT geMoKpaTuuHo YTIPaBJIATh paclpefge--

nerneM o0igecTBEHHBIX cpefcTB M obecrieunsaThb
CTIpaBeAfIMEOE M YPaBHUTE/NbHOe obpallileHWe Npou3-
BOJICTBEHHBIX GOHJ0B. B To Xe Bpems, LiEHTpanbHOE
n1aHUpoBaHHe MOXeT ObITh 3heKTHUBHBIM B CTUMY-
JMPOBAHUH CaMOOTBEPXKEHHOTO M TBOPYECKOrO TpY-
Za, TOJBKC Korja paboude ynpaeasiorT ofllecTBOM
Ang Toro, 94robnl TIOCTPOMTH couuaJmCanecxoc 6y-
" Ayuiee g ceba M CBOMX ,ue'reﬁ

Y10 CKpLITO 32 xneﬁHblm nednunuTom

Korpa pexum Dopfauera M PrixkoBa TpesIOXMI
YTPOUTH LiEHY Ha xj1e6 MpoLIbIM NeToM, Aeserat Bep-
xoBHoro Comera ot TagXuKHCTaHa CEPAHTO CKA3a:
«Xne6 — aro counanusm!» BHe3anHoe UCYE3IHOBEHHE
xseba M3 MOCKOBCKHX TIOCYHJapCTBEHHbIX Mara3HHOB

Hoeoe Pyccxoe Cnoso’

OroHex -
OnacHocTb KOHTPPEBOMIOLMUN: O,eMOHCTPaUMA B JNleHWH-
rpane 3-ro cCeHTAGPA. MNnraxar: «XBaTUT IKCNEPUMEHTHUPO-
BaTb — NoOpa nepexofnTh K kanutanuamyl» «CpoboaHo-
pblHOYHbIE» M3pbl — AHatonui Cob4ak (MleHuHrpag) v
raepuun Monoe (Mocksa).

~ f

— BeJjiMyalilllee AOKA34aTE/IbCTBO KPYWICHHUS dKOHOMM-
kM. A 3Tto mpu ToM, uTo nmpeacKasbiBaAH DeEKOpPAHBIN
ypoxail. Yto xe cayumnocs?

B oraunuue or CIIIA, B ConerckoMm Colo3e HET MHOIO-
YHCJIEHHON apMMH CEe30HHBIX CEJIbCKOXO3ANCTBEHHBIX
pabounx. IToaromy, 4ToOm cobparh ypoXail, HYXHO
MOOMIM30BaTE TOpPOXaH, BEPEMEHHO OTOpPBaB HX OT
pabotsl u cnyx6u. OfHako, ¢ pa3sBeHYaHHEM LIEHTpa-
JIN30BaHHOrO YINPpaBJieHMs IKOHOMHMKON TpH Tmepe-
CTPOMKE, DYKOBOAMTENH TMPEANPUATHH He MNpeao-
CTaBAAIOT cBOMX paboumx gns >Toi uean. [Ipencena-
TeJib LIETHHHOTO KoJsixo3a B Kasaxcrane 2XKasur Ky-
JalKyJoB Bocxnuxnyn

«Bo_spemeHa 3acTod Mbl cobupanu xneb Ge3 npobiem.
I'opoxaHe HaM MOMOTraIM, MPaBUTENLCTBO M palfOHHbE
' napTpabOTHHKH HaM [OMOrajH, a ceftyac — HeT. A
He 3Ha0, 11o4eMy. DT0 M ecTh TIepecTpotka.»
Qunagenschus unxyaipep,
7 ceHrsbps 1990 r.

Ho 3To TonbKO YacTh NpUYMH xneGHoro aepuLiuTa U He
caMad BaxHas. B koHLe KkoHL0B, c60p 3epHa B 3TOM rofy
OLIEHHBAETCS: HA TOM Xe€ YPOBHE, YTO M B IpoLLtoM. OffHaxo,
HAa rocyapcTBeHHbIE 3aI'OTOBHTE/bHbBIE NYHKTH XJeba
cpaerca menblue. Cam [opbaues noxanosaics: « MHo-
THE KOJIXO3bl M COBXO3Bl HEOMpPABAAKHO COKpPAaILAKT
npojaxy xneGa rocyfRapcTBy; Hapyllas 3TMM JOro-
BOPHYK RUCLUINAMHY». BMecTo 3Toro 3epHo MAer Ha
KOPM CKOTY, TMpojaxa KoTopore Gojiee BBITOfHA.
Kunorpamm roBgfiuHbl Ha MOCKOBCKOM KOJIXO3HOM
puike crout 20 py6aeit, Ha 50 MPOLEHTOB BLILUE, YEM
TOJITOpa TOfia TOMY Ha3aj, 1o NpHGAH3HTENbHO paB-
HO MAHEBHON 3aprjaTe Cpe4HEro IMPOMBILLIEHHOrO
‘pabouero!

CoBeTckMe 3eMJefiesibLbl TIPUAEPXHBAaKOT 3epHO C
LeNIbI0 MOJHATHSA 3aKYNouHbix LeH. ITpornoit secHol
aMEepPUKAaHCKMit HHPOPMALHMOHHBIH GI0JI/IeTe Hb, CrIeL{Ha-
AM3MpYOLHACA Ha 3KOHOMHKe Bocrounoi#t Eppornmi,
Hanucas::

«YpepxupaHue GONbLUHMX KOJIHYECTB 3epHa COBET-
CKHMH 3eMJ1eJe/IbLIaMH TIPUBOAHT K TOMY, UTO PEXUM
BHHYXAEH C YUep6oM 11 CBOSH BHeLUHe TOpros/au
- HMIIOPTHPOBATHL 3anafHuil xne6 Bmecto TOro, uToln
_MCITO/IB30BATE TO, UTO YX€ AOCTYNHO BHYTPH CTPaHH.
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Y1o6K! 3aCTaBHTh erCTbHH npo,qana'rb 3€pHO, HYXHO

pe3Ko NOAHATH 3aKyNouHHe HeHH. OfHaxo, TockoB:

KY PEXHUM HE XO4YE€T NOBHILIATH MAra3HHHKEC LEHH Ha

xne, MPoAOBOIBLCTBEHHBIE CYOCHANM AOTXHH CYLle-

CTBEHHO TMpPEeBHICHTh YPOBEHbB, 3aMJIAHHPOBAHHBIA Ha

1990 r.»

. ITnanDxon punopr, 21 anpens 1990 r.
Oanako, nporpamma «500 gHedt» FopGauesa-EnbynHa
- TpefyeT CHMXEHHS MPOJOBOJIBCTBEHHBIX cyGcuauit
M Pe3KOTro pocTa LieH Ha xJie6 U ApyrHe NMpoAyKTH.
Ceropnauwiaufl  xyaeGHbift  gedHLUT 3aCTaBIAET
BCAIOMHHTb 3¢pHOBYIO 3a0acTOBKY KpecTbsH B 1928 r.,
ofo3HauuBLIYK KOHeYHBl kpuauc H3INa. Upeonoru
niepecTpofikM, no KpaiiHe/l Mepe Te, KTO He NpPH3biBa-
€T K OTKPOBEHHON pecTaBpaliHH KarHTalu3Ma, Tpej-
crapasor HIII kak sxonomuueckuil .o6pasen;. A BeAb
emwe B 1923 r. Tpouku#t ykaszbeiBaj Ha NPOTHBOPEUYUBYIO
H HecrabuabHylo npupegy HOIla. Ecin coserckas
TIPOMBILIJIEHHOCT, He OyfieT pa3BHBaThCA AOCTATOYHO
Grictpo pagis Toro, 49tobn obecriedyMTb KpecTbAH B
u36LITKE ACLUEBBIMM TOBapaMH, TpeAckasnBaa Tpoiy-
KHit, nocneAHHe HAYHYT YMEHbBILATbL TIOCTABKH 3€pHa
Ha TOCYHAPCTBEHHBIE 3arOTOBHTE/IbHBIE MYHKTH ¢
-TeM, uTOGH B3BMHTHUTB LieHBl Ha 3¢pHO. JTO Kak. pa3
TO, YT0 cayuunoch B 1928 r. Ha rpanu sxkoHomuue-
ckoro Kpaxa CTaJHH OTpearupoBasl IpOBEJEHHEM
KOJUTEKTHBH3aLMH XKECTOKHM M 6mp0Kpaanecng
o6pa3om.
B 20-x rr. r1aBHOM BHYTpeHHEH COLHaJIbHON CUITON

pecTaBpal{MM KanmuTanausma ObUTH Kynaakd. CerogHs
3TO POJIb OTBOIMTCA YacTH OIOPOKPATHM H HHTEJJIH-

_ Habop ' copeBHyIOLLUXCA  pecry6uiuk,

reHL{HH, MHOTHE M3 KOTOPBIX — MpPUBHJIETMPOBaHHBIE
JleTH CTAJIMHCKMX anmapatuvkoB. Takum o6pa3om,
xsiebHas 3abacToBKa — TOJIBKO. OQMH M3 AaCIIEKTOB
obiero caboTaxa KOJMEKTHUBHOM 3KOHOMHKHU CBOEKO-
PHICTHBIMH YNPAaBJIEHL{aMH M YUHOBHHKAMH.

Tonbko nponertapckan nonnTuyeckan
PEBOSIIOLLMA MOXET chnacTun’
CoBerckuii Coto3’

CoserckoMy Co0103y CerofHs YyrpoxaeT KpoBaBas
6paToyfuiicTeeHHas BONHA MOCPe/(M IKOHOMHUECKON
pa3pyxu. [lpakTuuecku Bce pecnyGAHKM 0OBABHIIN
HE3aBUCMMOCTb HJH 3KOHOMHYECKHI! CyBEpeHHTeT.
IMpaBuTenbCTBO YKpaMHbl, BTOPONl MO BeSHYMHE pec-
MyGJIMKH, XOUET BRIMYCTUTh COGCTBEHHYIO BAJIOTY M
chopMHPOBATE OTAEABHYIC apMHK. YHHOBHHKH Red-
Tepa3pabarniBarol{Hx patioHoB CHGHpPH TpebyIOT NbBH-
Hylo poar npudsiieit or akcnopra HedTH. JIOHZOH-

ckast Hugenengenr (31 asrycra 1990 r.) Hanucana o6 -

«omacHocTH, uTo Coserckuit .Colo3 paseTUTCs Ha
pa3gesicHHBIX
TaMOXEHHLIMH GapbepaMi, UTPYLIEUHBIMU BATTHOTAMY,
ITHHYECKON BpaxAeGHOCTBIO, BeJyLIUX TOProBHIE
BOWHBI ApYr NPOTHB Spyra».

‘Tonbko coBeTcKUM pabouynit Kiacc MMeeT coLManb-
HYK BJAACTb M 3aMHTEPECOBAHHOCTD B COXpAaHEHHMH
u nepectpolire Coserckore Coro3a Ha COL{HAJIUCTHYE-
ckoM Oa3uce cripaBefJIHBOCTH M PaBeHCTBAa BCEX
HalMOHaJbHOCTEN. [N AOCTHXEHUA 3TOH Lieny Heob-
XOAHMO Oprasu3oBaTh paGouuil Knace B MOAJHHHO

' — BlonneTeHb.CnapTaxoaueé
BronnereHb Cnaprakosues N2 1
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BCECOIO3HYIC HHTEpHAL{MOHAJIHCTHUYECKYIO KOMMYHH-
CTHYECKY0 mnapTuk 1o o6pasyy 60J1bl1eBHCTCKON
napthy Jlenuna u Tpouxoro.

CerogHs, OAHAKO, COBETCKHH paGounil Kjiacc nmosm-
THYECKH 3KCILJIYaTHpPYETCs OOpIOLMMHMCHA IpyNnaMu
6ropokpaTHH M MeTKoOYypXyasHON MHTeNHTeH UK. H3-
3a HEHaBUCTHU K NMPEXHUM CTATMHUCTCKHM almnapaTum-
KaM — YPHETAIOL{HM, Napa3HTHUECKHM, KOPPYMITHPO-
BaHHBIM — MHOTHe pabo4me aKTUBUCTH NNOAAEPXKHBAIOT
aJ{BOKATOB «JEMOKPAaTHMH» 3aMmajHOTO THIa M «pery--
NHpyeMo#t phlHOYHOM 3XKOHOMUKM». [pyrue, o6BHHAO-
Hide nepecTpoiiKy BO BCeX HBIHEUIHMX HECUacTbsx,
rpYNIMMPYIOTCA ¢ KOHCEPBAaTHBHBIMH allllapaTYUKAMH,
06BEMHUBLIMMKCA C PeAKL{HOHHBMH PYCCKMMHM HAL{HO-

“Hamucramu. Ha cpesge Poccuiickolt KoMMyHHMCTH-

yeckoit nmaptuM HedTIHHUK U3 ToMeHH BOCKJIMKHYJL:
«HecMoTps Ha TO, Kkako#l JIO3yHr. HCHOJB3YeTCH,
MOJINTHKA, BEAYLUasA K CHHXEHMIC YPOBHA XHU3HU M
KpPOBOITPOJIMTHIO, MPOTHUBOPEYUT MHTEPECaM HApoAa». -
On npu3san 4BepHYTb cTpaHy X 1985 r.» — roay
npuxoaa Kk snactu Fopbauepa.

- OfHaKo, HeBO3MOXHO BepHYTb CoBeTckMi Cow3 B
1985 r., xa 3TO M He XeJaTeJbHO. B cBOM mocnepHue
roanl GpexHeBcKkMil peXMM TMOMBITAICH CO3JaTh WJI-
AH03uf0 TIOBEILLIEHHA yPOBHSA XH3HH, yBEJIMYHBAs 3apa-
6oTHY TuiaTy OplcTpee NpuUpocTa NPOAYKLMH, OLHO-
BPEMEHHO 3aMOpaXMBas LEHbB B ToCYAapCTBEHHBIX
marazuHax. Yactb uabeirounsix pybnedt yrexna s nof-
MOJIBHY0, «TEHEBYHO» 3KOHOMHKY. Bosiblias xe wacTb
ocesia B cOeperaTeJIbHbIX KaccaXx MJIM 0Ka3asach
3awuMTol B Martpacel. [Io ouenke 1985 r., cpegHss
COBETCKass CeMbs He CMOT/Ja HCcTpaTHTE Jgo 80-tu
TIPOLIEHTOB CBOEre TofoBoro joxopa. Takum obpas-
OM, CETOAHALIHASA CKPhITasd CBEPXMHMAALNA KODEHHT-
ci B CKJIEpOTHMYECKOM CTaJIMHM3Me OpeXHeBcKoro
pexuma.

baueBckaa nepecTpolika sABHUJIACH

OcHoOBHasg MPUYMHA TMOJUTHYECKOr0 W IKOHOMHUE-
ckoro paspyurenus Cosetckoro Colo3a — MOILLHOE M
fe3xaslocTHOE JAaBREHWE MHPOBOTO UMIEPHaM3MA,
YT1o6Bl COOTBETCTROBATH YCHJIEHHI) aMepHKaHCKoH
BoeHHOH Momu npu Kaprepe, a 3atem npu Pefirane,
6e3 CHMXEHHUA YPOBHS XHW3HM, aAMUHHUCTpaLHs Bpex-
HEBa YMEHbLLANA BJIOXEHHUS B HOBbIE 3aBOAb! U o6opy-
JoBaHHe, B pesynbraTe MpOH3BOAHTE/JLHOCTL TPYAA
Ha YCTapeBLUHMX H TEXHOJIOTMYECKH OTCTaJiblXx 3aBO-
Jax MOCTOSHHO CHHUXajack. B Sosbluoi creneny rop-
peakLMOHHBIM
OTBETOM Ha 005exTu@HLIE KPH3IUC COBETCKON 2KOHO-

MHKH TIOCJe ACCATHIJIETMH pa3OpPUTEIBHOIC YIipaBJie-

HHS BO WMs MOCTPOEHHUS «COL|MaNM3Ma B OTAe/bHOMN
crpaHe». Ho nmojlymMepsl TONBKO yXYALLIMIIH NMOAOXKEHHE.

Celftuac nmapazMTHuecKkas, Orwopokpatus Kpemnsa caa-
€TCSL 3amafHOMY HMIIEpHaJIU3MYy Ha BCeX YPOBHSX,
Top6aues u ENBLHMH XOTAT MPOAATh HHAYCTPHAIbHOE
u npupogHoe OoratctBo Cosetckoro Corosa Youu-
cTput 1 OpaHkpypTy, OAHOBPEMEHHO NOMOTaA aMepH-
KaHCKOMY HWMTEepHaIM3MYy pa3pe3aTb BOHHY NpOTHB
apabckux Hapofos Ha bismmxHem Bocroke. CoBeTckuit
pabounit KJ1acc JONKEH YKPENIsATb U BO3POXKAATh KO-
JIeKTUBHY10 3kOoHOMMKY CoBerckoro Coro3a B Tieperek-
THBE COL{MaJUCTUYECKUX PEBOJIOLMI MO BceMy MUDY.

Camo kanmuTaJMCTHYECKOE: PAa3BUTHE TIOPOAUJIO
MEXAYHApOAHOE pa3fe/icHHE TPYAa. Takum o6pasom,
6oprba 3a mpegocTaBseHE COBETCKMM MaccaM BCEX

"KH3HEHHbIX 6nar — Kak MaTCpHﬂJ’IbelX, TaK H KYib-

TYPHBIX — MpEAMNoJaraeT yyacT¥e B MHPOBOH 2KOHO-
Muke. M 310 03Hauvaer, 4To HEOOXOLMMO 3aMEHHTD
HMMEepHaJIHCTHYECKHIT MUPOBOI pBIHOK — AedopMHU-

" POBaHHbBIH MOHOTIOTHSMM 1 HALIMOHAJIBHBIM MPOTEKLMO-

HU3MOM — HHTEPHALMOHAJILHON colManucTHYecKoh
IKOHOMHKOH . MyTeM TITPOJIETAPCKHX DEBOTIOLUMH BO
BCEM MMTIIEpHAIHCTHYECKOM MHupe. B

Yutante JleHnHa!

€T0 PeBOJIIOLMOHHLIA WHTepHALMOHaNU3M. OfHAKO, 3TH OCHOBHbIE
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" Fora Trotskyist Party in USSH...

(conrmued from page 64}

published by the International Communist League in the first

Spartacist Bulletin is designed to aid the Soviet working
people in recovering their true history, a necessary step on
the road.to reforging a new genuine communist party.

tw

. The Soviet Intelligentsia

It took several generations of unbroken political struggle
within the intelligentsia of the tsarist empire to produce the
basis for Lenin’s Bolshevik Party. The revolutionary compo-
nent of the Marxist intelligentsia, drawing on the experience
of the Western European workers movement, brought the
mass workmg class of Russia to consciousness of its his-
“toric role, winning over the polmcally advanced layer of
worker militants and organizing them into a vanguard party.

This party uniquely withstood the chauvinist frenzy of

World War I, and its leadership of the October Revolu-
tion—the first successful proletarian seizure of power—
showed the working masses of the entire world the road

forward to put an end to immiserization and carnage.

Stalin annihilated the core of Lenin's party, and he went
on to destroy almost the entire Soviet intelligentsia of the
1920s and 1930s. Today their places are taken by the sons
and daughters of those who came to the fore by supporting
Stalin—those whose privileges were in turn safeguarded by
Stalin and his apparat. This social layer is Gorbachev’s base
and the leading edge of support for the policy of market-
oriented perestroika. The mass of this intelligentsia contemp-
tuously dismiss the internationalist and democratic ideals
which animated their forebears, and similarly disdain the
idea that the proletariat can lead society. Many of this layer
have now passed over to championing a capitalist market
as key to their own economic advancement, consciously
defining their interests as counterposed to those of the
Soviet working masses. '

Today, 73 years after the first successful proletarian
seizure of power, the workmg masses in the Soviet Union
are no longer driven by the vision of communism. This is

“the true and terrible legacy of the Stalinist regime, which

clogged the pores of Soviet society with corruption, waste
and inefficiency, enforced a s;iﬂing social, cultural an.d

Bolshevik Internationalist Tradition

Bolshevik perspective of the October
Revolution as beginning of Europe-wide
revolution is counterposed to the .
national isolationist outlook of Stalinism.
Right: Banner of “Red Putilov” presented
to Paviovsky Regiment on eve of October
Revolution reads: “Long Live All-Russian
Revolution as Prologue to Social
Revolution in Europe.”

Willy Rémer
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Europe erupted in a revolutionary wave
of solidarity with October. Left: Karl

" Liebknecht rallies workers to the cause of
world revolution, January 1919, Lack of
a tempered Bolshevik party in Germany
prevented working class from coming
to power.
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potitical conformity through organized, sometimes very
bloody repression, and turned the liberating ideals of com-
munism intoc empty slogans and outright lies to cover their
‘own privileges and crimes.

For a New Internationalist Communist Party!

Half a century ago, Trotsky.urgently warned of the dan-
gers of capitalist restoration in the USSR. He incisively
described the myriad ways in which “all the old crap” of
capitalist society reinfuses the workers state under bureau-
cratic misleadership. He concretely described how bureau-
cratic commandism deforms the-economy and makes the
question of guality in consumer goods an insoluble one; he
analyzed the ways in which the Stalinists’ policies-—and
even more rapidly those of the Bukharinites, the direct
ldeologlcal progenitors of today’s perestroika “reformers”
—would generate increased class-inequalities and build up
the forces for capitalist restoration. He warned that the
ultimate survival of the workers state was in jeopardy with-
out a-new political revolution to oust the bureaucratic caste
and re-establish the political rule of the working class under
revolutionary leadership:

Emphasizing throughout the rest of his life that the con-

scious factor of a revolutionary party was the crucial ele- -

‘ment lacking for international revolution and for defense of
the Soviet workers state, Trotsky wrote in “The Workers’
State, Thermidor and Bonapartism” (February 1935):

“Once liberated from the fetters of feudalism, bourgeois
relations develop automatically.... It is altogether otherwise
with the development of socialist relations. The proletarian
revolution not only frees the productive forces from the
fetters of private ownership but also transfers them to the
direct disposal of the state that it itself creates. While the
bourgeois state, after the revolution, confines itself to a
police role, leaving the market to its own laws, the workers’
state assumes the direct role of economist and organizer.
The replacement of one political regime by another exerts
only an indirect and superficial influence upon market
_economy. On the contrary, the replacement of a workers’

o M it :
Richards/Magnum

i e,

. Der Spiegel
Many Soviet workers discount misery under
capitalism as just another lie pushed by the
Stalinist bureaucracy. Left: Destitute family in
Washington, D.C. “Market reforms” lead to
impoverishment for the masses as in Poland
where many now depend on soup kitchens for
their dally bread (above).

would inevitably lead to the liquidation of the planned

beginnings and, subsequently, 1o the restoration of private

property. In contradistinction to capitalism, socialism is built
- not automatically but consciously.” (emphasis in original)

'In response to Trotsky’s warnings (in countries where.
they couldn’t respond by murdering the Trotskyists), the

_Stalinists pointed to the unquestionable achievements of the

Five Year Plans, the provision of social welfare for the
masses (e.g., education and medical care), the extension of

a non-capitalist “Soviet bloc” in the years following World
p y g

War I1, and their own continued caste rule in the USSR, as
evidence that Stalinism was a stable system. But who could
claim that today? Throughout Eastern Europe and increas-
ingly within the USSR itself, the Stalinist system is visibly

_ collapsing under the weight of its inherent contradictions
“and limitations. Now visibly, Trotskyism provides the only

political answers for those who still want to be communists.
- After decades of extracting self-sacrifice from the prole-
tariat in the name of building “socialism in a single coun-
try,” Gorbachev and the restorationists of various stripes
have switched over to praising the imperialist system as “the
developed world.” The new generation of Soviet bureaucrats
seems—inexplicably 10 some observers—to have made a
decision to open the road to “market socialism,” fostering
increased social inequality, and to.have become converted
to- the purported superiority of capitalism- or “capitalist
methods” as a means of economic revitalization. They seem
to have decided to let capitalism be restored in the nations
of the former Warsaw Pact. They even appear reconciled to
the ripping apart along national lines of the multinational
USSR itself. But what we are seeing is not a case of deliber-
ate “new thinking” by Gorbachev & Co.—it is rather a
response to the crashing down of the shattered pieces of a
brittle and unstable Stalinist edifice which over the course
of decades was generating its present spectacular downfall.
Stalinism—a monstrous edifice of lies to justify the
privileged bureaucracy’s usurpation of the political power

" government by a bourgeois or petty- bourgeois government-——of a working class which was nominally the ruler of soci-
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ety—required a monstrous apparatus of repressive control.
The cancerous growth of the institutions of state repression
in Stalin’s hands held down the Soviet working peoplé—and
it drove underground every kind of reactionary social force
as well. But repression, no matter how vastly murderous,
cannot solve the underlying problems. Stalin merely handed
the problems forward to his successors. For today’s genera-
tion of Stalinist “leaders”
exhaustion of options. Any leadership less willing than
Stalin to go down in history as a mass murderer of one’s
“own” people would have found itself unable to contain the
explosions of pent-up dissatisfaction with what has wrongly
become known as “communism.” This process has reached
critical mass under Gorbachev. ‘

Gorbachev’s perestroika is not the USSR’s first “experi-’

ment” with decentralization of the economy, nor,is glasnost
the first thaw. But Khrushchev, for example, went about as
far as he could go in seeking to.turn away from the edifice
of lies comprising official history-—for he and his generation
of Stalinist top hacks were themselves directly complicit in
Stalin’s crimes. (From among that layer, Khrushchev was
personally one of the léast involved.) Gorbachev represents
a new generation which is fot personally soaked-in the
blood of Stalin’s victims, nor does he possess the huge and

socially pervasive apparatus of mass repression which Stalin -
had at his fingertips. In the 45 years since the end of World

War 11, Soviet society has changed—the working masses
are no longer willing to endure the privations which were
visibly unavoidable in the years of devastation during and
following the war, while a new middle class has come into
existence. This latter layer—unashamedly the “vanguard”
of pro-capitalist ideology in the USSR—feel far closer in
spirit to the most privileged layer -of yuppie academics in
“the West” than to the scared grey bureaucrats who were
their fathers, to say nothing of their felt alienation from the
- working people. They have been big boosters of glasnost,
.. i

it is not a “failure of will” but an”

not only as part of the “revitalization” of the economy which
promises them chances at personal accumulation, but even
just out of embarrassment: as they chat urbanely to snotty
Western professors over glasses of good French wine at
international colloquiums,-they do not want to be mocked
about the “blank spaces” and ludicrous lies of erstwhile
official Soviet history.

Their apparent foes within the framework of the bureauc-
racy, the old-line bureaucrats, seek ineffectually to counter
the Gorbachevite myth that the capltallst market mechanism
provides a “rational” means.of economic organization. No
less than the * ‘new thirikers” do the hardliners accept the
continued existence of capitalism and the imperialist world
market, while they-lack the moral-authority to convince the
disgruntled working peoplé of anything. When they correctly
describe the reality of the capitalist world—poverty, racism,
violence and crime, massive unemployment, homelessness

. amidst luxury, neocolonial exploitation of the *Third

World,” militarism and the danger of war—Soviet workers
hear in this only an apologia for their own continuing hard-
ships. The enormous wealth that would put any Soviet bu-
reaucrat to shame, dlsplayed by the few who comprise the
vicious and arrogant imperialist ruling classes, seems remote

* as compared to the cold reality ‘of empty Soviet shelves,

But Soviet workers must take warning:. for the over-
whelmmg mass of the toilers of even the richest capitalist
nation, the motor force of the system is not “the profit
motive” but naked fear—what drives the West German,
Japanese or American worker to work and work hard is not
any expectation of moving up intd the ranks of the big
exploiters, but the intimate knowledge that should his sweat
and skills cease to be of value to those who own everything,
he and his family could be sleeping on sidewalks and eating

out of garbage cans. Look around you now: the mass unem- . .

ployment and starvation faced by the Polish working class
as the Solidarno§¢ government attempts to sell the country
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to the Western bankers and capitalists is the reality of the
world marketplace Witness the skyrocketing unemployment
and'misery in united, capitalist Germany. The imperialists
-would reduce the standard of living of the East European
masses to Third World levels. And the suffering that capital-
ist mastery would have to inflict on the vast, multinational
Soviet Union would be far worse.

The foundation of the planned, collectivized Soviet econo-
my laid the basis for a historic advance over the system of
imperialist wage slavery and market chaos. Such initial
achievements as the unprecedented industrial growth under
the first Five Year Plans, the buildup of Soviet Central Asia,
the right to guaranteed employment, health care, education,
all gave concrete expression to the vastly superior potential
of the planned economy over capitalism. They were built
by the Soviet working people through great sacrifices. A
planned economy, implemented on the scale of the world
preductive forces and under the control of democratic work-
er soviets, would have spared mankind the wars, Holocaust,
misery and hunger of the last 50 years. Instead the succes-
sive generations of Stalinist misrulers have run the Soviet
economy into an isolated nationalist dead end. Now descent
into capitalist chaos threatens.

- Stalinism may have destroyed the good name of commu-
nism in the Soviet Union, but the October Revolution’s
egalitarian ideals still live in the consciousness of millions
of Soviet workers, soldiers and collective farmers. They are
deeply indignant at the rise of a new layer of wealthy co-
operativists and entrepreneurs who outdo the nomenklatura
in aping the lifestyle of a capitalist ruling class. The para-
sites, exploiters and their ideologues need to be driven out
of the soviets. Soviet workers have shown themselves ready
to strike in support of their demands for a better life, against
bureaucratic corruption and inefficiency. But restorationist
demagogues like Yeltsin have tried to use this to stampede
the workers into supporting a capitalist market system.

: —__SPARTACIST
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Vilna, Poland, 1905.
In demonstration of
proletarian interna-
tionalism, Polish and
Russlan Social

- Democrats and the
Jewish Bund honor
victims of tsarist
pogroms. Workers of
all Soviet nationalities .
must organize against
Black Hundreds/
Pamyat antl-Semitism
and Great Russian
chauvinism!

pole of attraction in Soviet political life, the present strug-
gles of the working class do not surpass the defensive plane
and point in sometimes contradictory directions. But when
strikers raise for example the demand to sell a share of their
product themselves -on the world market, this reflects an
effort to obtain desperately needed and otherwise unobtain-
able goods, and an understandable attitude that “the big boys
are surely going to get theirs, how do we-get ours?” It does
not represent a hard ideological choice for capitalist compe-

“tition and the destruction of the state monopoly of foreign

trade, as it does in the mouths of the petty-bourgeois aspir-
ing “restructurers.” Given the leaven of a genuinely Marxist
intellectual current, the present upsurge of militancy and
elemental class consciousness among sections of the prole-
tariat could be the basis for a new mass revolutionary com-
munist party. Such a genuinely communist party would lead
the struggle for the democratic reorganization of the Soviet
Union; for democratic-centralist planning through soviets
of the workers and their allies, such as that section of the
bureaucracy, especially in the officer corps, which explicitly
renounces in word and life their privileges; the collective
peasantry and other oppressed; and that wing of the intelli-
gentsna which finds its way out of the maze of corrupt
appetites. '

Down with Great Russian Chauvinism!

In the absence of a revolutionary party, a good deal of
working-class discontent over the immiserization caused by
the market-oriented perestroika of Gorbachev is being chan-
neled into Great Russian chauvinism and anti-Semitism

-(which August Bebel rightly labeled the “socialism of

fools™). Outright native fascists like Pamyat.and its ilk, who
have been protected and promoted by sections of the bu-
reaucracy, have now burst upon the scene to carry out their
attacks with impunity in Soviet cities. These are not “isolat-
ed extremists™ but the bellwethers of social crisis. These

Lacking a viable, authentic communist .current as.a-felti ¢, scum have been able to surface on a flood tide of Great
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Russian nationalism that has been promoted by both the so-

called “democratic” restorationists like Yeltsin and the old-
line Stalinists who ‘are prominent in the United Front of
Toilers.

A reforged, internationalist commumst party can be built
in the USSR only by relentless political combat against
Great Russian chauvinism. ;This means in the first place

. defending Jews against the rising tide of anti-Semitic terror

and sweeping the new Black Hundreds of Pamyat off the
streets through direct working-class action. Those who hide

“behind even the most “sophisticatéd, refined” Russian na-

tionalism are a deadly roadblock to a proletarian and demo-

cratic solution to the national antagonisms which now threat- .
en to rip apart the multinational Soviet workers state. Only

a leadership possessing the authority of intransigent combat

against the chauvinism of the dominant Russian nationality

can be effective in exposing the restorationist program

lurking beneath the current agitation for separation of the’
minority nationalities.

A critical element in unldcking the cycle of mistrust,
insisted upon by Lenin, is the right of any nationality with
an anti-counterrevolutionary leadership to disaffiliate to the
extent they see fit from the rest of the Soviet Union. This right

. was mcorporated into the foundmg constitution of the

USSR. But in the guise of national separation, the Baltic
nationalist independence movements seek not merely separa-
tion with full protection of all peoples within these borders,
but a vicious capitalist restoration, rapidly producing a new
and ethnically pure ruling class, and the degradation or
exclusion of all other Soviet peoples. These nationalists, no
less than the Great Russian chauvinists, .are the implacable
enemies of the Soviet working class.

‘Return to the Road of Lenin and Trotsky!

Over twenty million Soviet citizens died to defeatHitIer’s
attempt to bring fascist capitalism to the territory of the

USSR. The workers and oppressed the world over owe a_

great debt to the heroic defenders of Leningrad and Stalin-

grad, and the countless others who fought to smash Nazism. |

But the Stalinist bureaucracy infused the struggle against

Hitler with backward and divisive Russian nationalism,

disappearing the internationalist banner of the Red Army’s

founding. Nonetheless the victims of Hitler in postwar
' Newsweek

Europe looked to the Red Army. But Stalin had divided
Europe with the “democratic” imperialists, and his apparat

feared the rise of a socialist Europe, which would have

meant the end of the privileged Kremlin oligarchy. The
machinery of the Western Europcan Communist parties was
put_to work helping to restabilize a shattered West Europe
for the national imperialist ruling classes. The results of
this service were no more fruitful for the defense of the
Soviet Unien than the Hitler-Stalin pact. By 1948 renewed
and implacable impérialist hostility, the “Cold War,” pro-
pelled- Stalin to create Eastern European states in the
USSR’s image. '
Now Gorbachev’s abject capitulation beforc 1mpenallst
military and diplomatic pressure, bcgmmng with the Soviet
pullout of Afghanistan, has puiled the rug out from under
the post-World War II order. The Afghanistan intervention,
although undertaken by Brezhnev for narrow defensive
military reasons on the border of the USSR, opened the
possibility to extend the gains of October to the peoples of
hideously backward Afghanistan. For this reason, the Trot-
skyists of the International Communist League hailed the
Red Army intervention; we condemned the withdrawal as
a deadly danger to the Afghan masses, first and foremost
the unveiled women, and to the USSR itself. Far from
appeasing imperialism, the withdrawal from Afghanistan
signaled to the NATO capitals that the Soviet government
had lost its will to fight. Far better to'have fought imperial-
ism through an honorable fight in Afghanistan than to have
to now fight it within the borders of the Soviet Union!
For what are the fruits of appeasement? Today the pro-
capitalist Baltic separatists openly appeal to the imperialists

‘for assistance against the rest of the USSR. Soviet forces

are being pulled out across East Europe and Gorbachev has

. agreed to a reunified imperialist Germany—a Fourth Reich,

wiitch poses a mortal danger not only to the Soviet Union,
but to all the European working people. The German imperi-
alists expect to make Eastern Europe and most of the Soviet
Union what Latin America is to the U.S. imperialists—a
source of raw material and cheap labor, and a market for
cheap goods. Interimperialist rivalry grows more bitter.each
day, as each ruling class jockeys with the others for the
spoils of East Europe while anticipating that disintegration
of the Soviet Union itself will soon follow.

Ogopyok

Left: Fascist Pamyat organization fihrer Dmitrl Vasllyev sur-
rounded by black-shirted stormtroopers. Right: Pamyat goons

. attacked “April” writers. association meeting in Moscow on
January 18, spewed anti-Semitic filth, threatened pogroms.
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~HHielena Hermes
Stalinist-led demonstration of workers in Paris, May
1968, when France stood on the brink of revolutlon
The treacherous French Communist Party teadership
abetted the bourgeoisie in restraining the workers’ and
students’ upheaval.

'With the Soviet leadership’s withdrawal from Afghanistan
and acceptance of German reunification, American imperial-
ism is emboldened and is already moving to assert itself
from Liberia to the Persian Gulf. The ink was scarcely dry
on the pompous proclamations of a new “peace dividend”
before the U.S. plunged into military action attempting to
grab the major portion of the world’s oil supply for itself.
So Gorbachev’s “new thinking” leads straight to the escala-
tion of that old imperialist behavior as America moves to
take over Britain’s old mandate for plunder “east of Suez.”

All wings of the fracturing Soviet bureaucracy remain true
to their Stalinist heritage—having derailed or destroyed
every revolutionary proletarian opportunity since 1924 they
seek to prove by the results of their own berrayal that revolu-
tionary working-class struggle is a historic impossibility.

The commonplace “wisdom”™ of contemporary Soviet
intellectuals maintains that the international proletariat’s
capacity for revolutionary struggle is at best a romantic
myth. These people are the natural descendants of the Stalin- -
ists who rivaled and surpassed social democracy in orgaqiz-'
ing defeat afier defeat for the world proletariat. Trotsky
rightly iabeled Stalin the “Great Organizer of Defeats,” and
he chronicled the history of Stalin’s crimes, from subordi-
nating the Communists to the bourgeois-nationalist Kuomin-
tang in the Chinese Revolution of 1927, to the passive
surrender to Hitler’s rise to power in 1933, to the NKVD
terror unleashed on the forces for proletarian revolution in

World War II. The single example of the French bourgeoi- -
sie’s handling of the 1968 general strike gives a measure of

“the importance of the Stalinist parties to maintaining capital-

ist rule. De Gaulle had no need to bring the French army
back from Germany—the Communist Party did the counter-
revolutionary work to head off the workers’ general strike,
while the police crushed.the left-Stalinist revolutionary-
minded students.

The October Revolution was carried out and the Commu-
nist International founded on the perspective of world revo-

. lution. Lenin and the Bolsheviks understood that an interna-

tional revolutionary struggle was required not only to defeat
the imperialist encirclement of the first workers state, but
as the only means to open the road to socialist development.
Capitalist development itself had brought into being an
international division of labor. Thus, the struggle to secure
for the Soviet masses the good things of life—both material
and cultural—presupposes participation in the world market.
This means the replacement of the imperialist-dominated
world market by an internatienal socialist economy through
proletarian revolutions throughout the capitalist world.
The perspective of “world revolution” does not mean that
every country is ripe for the proletarian seizure of power at
every moment. It does mean that révolutionary crises do
occur when the old order manifestly cannot continue to rule
in the old way, when the ruling class is bankrupt, paralyzed

. and split, and the oppressed and intermediate layers can be

t

won to the side of a working class which puts itself forward
with the confidence and the program to take leadership of
society. At such exceptional moments of history, like for
example the prerevolutionary situation of France in 1968,
what is essential is a pre-existing vanguard party rooted in
the proletariat. A leadership which hesitates or stops short
of the struggle for power merely serves to frighten the
bourgeoisie into. moving to bloodily behead the workers
movement, leading to such phenomena as Hitler’s Third
Reich or more recently the Pinochet repression in Chile.
Such a defeat decisively forestalls for a generation the
prospects for revolution in that country, while striking a
blow at the morale of workmg people and oppressed around
the globe.

Stalin and his heirs in the Kremlin, having usurped the
authority of the October Revolution, refuse to conduct
revolutionary struggle when opportunities present them-
seives. In South Africa today, millions of black workers
consider themselves communists, but the “Communist” Party
refuses to place the struggle for socialism on the agenda,
and instead chains the masses to another group of exploiters

,through the popular-front policy of unity with the “progres-

sive” bourgeoisie. Once again, the SACP is positioned to
play an indispensable role in seeking to deflect the intense
mass struggles of the South African oppressed masses into
reformist swindles. Thanks to the identification of Commu-
nism with uncompromising anti-racism gained through
decades of courageous struggle under underground condi-
tions by Communist militants, the SACP can be a far more
effective obstacle to revolution than open social democrats
could ever be.

" Without the military and industrial might of the Soviet
Union, the peasant-based, anti-capitalist revolutions. in
China, Cuba and Vietnam would long ago have been crushed
by the imperialists. It is theé duty of the world proletariat to
militarily defend against imperialism the Soviet Union and

the Spanish Civil War. This treachery did not stop with---—the.other states where .capitalism has been abolished. But
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elimination of imperialism from the globe through extension
of the-October Revolution is the only lasting defense. *
In a letter to Soviet workers written in April 1940, Trot-
sky noted that the cowardice that Stalin’s clique displayed
before the world bourgeoisie was matched only by the
brutality that the Kremlin usurpers meted out to the Soviet
toilers. Today the brutal rule of the Thermidorians is coming
undone. But the same arrogant ideologues of yesterday who
preached the infallibility of Stalin’s “socialism in orie coun-
try” are now just as mendaciously seeking to lull the Soviet
people with the lie of “planned capitalism” and supposedly
civilized social democracy. They hasten to pass over in
silence that there was a communist opposition to Stalin’s
political counterrevolution. An opposition which did not wait
until it was safe and profitable to denounce Stalin. An
opposition which did not fear to turn to the workers. They
do not mention this opposition because it -was Trotsky’s
Bolshevik-Leninist Opposition, and it was made up of cadres
who had been leaders of October. Today millions.hunger to

fill the blank pages of history left by.the Stalinists, and the -

multinational Soviet proletariat has started to come forward

in defense of itself against the ravages of the current eco-

nomic chaos. It is crucial that the workers movement arm
itself first. and foremost with the program of its class
forebears: the Left Opposition. Soviet militants who want
to fight to recover the revolutionary heritage of Lenin must

begin now to construct a Trotskyist party across the Soviet

Union based firmly on the program of proletarian, revolu-

tionary internationalism.

* * *

Much of the material which appears in Spartacist Bulletin
No. | was written by the International Communist League

(ICL) to intersect the unfolding political situation in the "

. olution. “What the Spartacists Want,” a

ygma

Fidel Castro rubs shoulders with Augusto Pinochet,

then “constitutionalist officer” in Salvador Allende's

popular-front government, later Chile’s bloody dictator.

. Stalinist lie of “peaceful coexistence” with Imperlallsm
dlsarms world s working masses.

" German Democratic Republic (DDR) earlier this year, With

the mass demonstrations which led to the fall of the
Honecker regime, the Trotskyists of the ICL sought to
intervene in the developing working-class political rev-
short programmatic
statement which clearly defines the goals of the ICL, ap-
peared in the first and many subsequent issues of the
journal Arbeiterpressekoriespondenz (Arprekorr), which was

. begun in order to address the intense political ferment

Correspondence for: Address.to:

Spartacist League
of Australla ............ SV, Spartacist League
. GPO Box 3473. .
‘Sydney, NSW, 2001

Australia
Spartaclst League/Britaln .... Spartacist Publications
S ;. PO Box 1041
" London NW5 3EU
. England,

Trotskyist League

ofCanada....................... Trotskyist League
Box 7198, Station A. ~
Toronto, Ontario

Spartaklst-ArbeItarpartel M5W 1X8, Canada
Deutschlands ................... SpAD
- ‘Postfach 2002
0-1026 Berlin, Germany

Verlag Avantgarde

Postfach 11 02 31
2000 Hamburg 11, Germany

Ligue Trotskyste de France ... Le Bolchévik, BP 135-10
R : <o 75463 Paris Cedex 10
France .

International Communist League
(Fourth In_ternational'ist)

Correspondence for: Address to:
Spartaclst Group .
Indla/Lanka .................... write to Spartacist,
Dublin Spartacist New York o
Youth Group ............... ... PO Box 2944, Dublin 1
Republic of ireland
Lega Trotskista d'italla....... . Walter Fidacaro
C.P 1591
20101 Milano, ltaly
Spartacist Group Japan...... Spartacist Group Japan
) - PO Box 18

Chitose-Yubinkyoku
Setagaya-ku, Tokyo 156

Grupo Espartaquista Japan

de México ...... e errrereeerennns P. Linares

: Apdo. Postal 453
CP 06002, México 1
D.F., Mexico

Spartaclst Group Poland..... A
SKR 741
50-950 Wroctaw 2, Poland

Spartacist League

- Box 1377 GPO -
New York, NY 10116, USA

Spartacist League/U.S. ......




62

SPARTACIST

MGubb/JB Plc1ures

Oppressed black masses of South Africa see red flag

_of communism as symbol of fight for freedom and

soclal equality. But South African Communist Party's
reformism is deadly obstacle to revolution.

within the East German population and which for a pe-
_riod appeared daily. At that time (December 1989), the

German ICL section was the Trotzkistische Liga Deutsch-
lands. It fused with the Spartakist Gruppen of the DDR
to form the Spartakist Arbeiterpartei Deutschlands (SpAD)
on 21 January 1990.

From the beginning the ICL took the lead in calling for
solidarity with the 380,000 Soviet troops stationed in the
DDR, seeing them as a key element in the situation there
and as a bridge to the working masses of the USSR. Sparta-

cist Bulletin No. | reprints two items which were written for

the Soviet soldiers, “Internationalist Greetings to our Soviet
Soldier Comrades,” distributed widely in leaflet form to the
troops in December and January, and “Letter to Our Com-
rade Soviet Soldiers,” published in both Russian and Ger-
man in Arprekorr in March ]990 and also dlstrlbuted widely
as a leaflet.

The masses of the DDR had been kept as ignorant of
Trotskyism as the Soviet population. *“Trotskyism: What It
Isn’t and What It Is!”"—first published in Spartacist (German
edition) and now published in the new Spartacist Bulletin
—was written by the ICL to answer the problem: how is
anyone whose acquaintance with Trotskyism is the myths
and standers perpetrated by the Stalinist bureaucracy now
supposed to recognize Trotskyism, the real thing? The article
explains the historical basis for the various revisionist cur-
rents claiming the mantle of Trotskyism in Europe today.
Immediately following the fall of Honecker the East German
masses, sick and tired of hackneyed Stalinist lies, eagerly
bought tens of thousands of copies of this and other ICL
publications. And on January 3, a quarter of a million people
participated in a protest against the desecration of the Trep-
tow Park memorial to the Soviet soldiers who died liberating
Germany from the fascist plague. This protest had been
initiated by the Trotskyists of the ICL and supported by the
Stalinist SED/PDS.

But in .the aftermath of this massive pro-working-class -

dcmonstratlon in Treptow, the imperialists stepped up their
campaign of destabilization of the DDR and the Stalinists
caved in. The anti-bureaucratic revolution, which had lacked

organized working-class participation from the beginning,. .

[N

rapidly slid over into social counterrevolution. The SED/
PDS, which never sought to mobilize the working class to
defend the collectivized property of the DDR, today simply
seeks to be another toadying social-democratic parliamentary
“opposition” in an expanded German imperialist state. The
SpAD uniquely sought to mobilize the German working
people against the destruction of the East German workers
state, including running candidates in the Volkskammer

" elections who unambiguously opposed capitalist reunifica-

tion. Today we are taking the lead in supporting the defen-
sive struggles of the East German workers, in defending
foreign-born workers and women, in denouncing and defying
the present witchhunting measures aimed principally against
the SED/PDS, in calling for sharp class struggle against a
Fourth Reich.

»Among the lies used to alibi Stalin’s treacherous behead-
ing of the Soviet officer corps on the eve of World War 11
is the slander against the brilliant Marshal Mikhail Tukha-

chevsky of anti-Semitism and “right socialism.” For the

interest of our Russian-speaking readers, we have translated
for the Bulletin an article originally printed in Workers
Vanguard No. 321 (14 January 1983), newspaper of the
Spartacist League/U.S., which refutes these slanders.

The current disintegration of the ruling bureaucracies in
East Europe powerfully confirms Trotsky s analysis of the
brittle and contradictory nature of the regimes they headed,
as exemplified especially by Trotsky’s major work on the
degeneration of the Russian Revolution, What Is the USSR
and Where Is It Going? (written in 1936 and known in other
languages as The Revolution Betrayed). We reprint in the
Spartacist Bulletin one chapter from this work, “The Soviet
Thermidor,” in which Trotsky details the reasons for the
degeneration of the Russian Revolution. But this chapter is
only a small part of this work. It is high time that this and
Trotsky's other major” works be pubhshed in full in the
Soviet Union!

The ICL has sought to intersect the political ferment
unleashed by Gorbachev’s glasnost from the beginning,
despite limited resources angd rudimentary Russian-language
capacity. Two recent issues of our English-language interna-
tional theoretical journal Spartacist have been devoted to the
current developments in the Soviet Union and they both
included small bilingual English-Russian sections, which we
tried to distribute as widely as possible to Soviet citizens.
Spartacist Bulletin No. 1 reprints the Russian sections from
both these issues of Spartacist “The USSR and the Problems
of the Transitional Epoch™ is an excerpt from The Death
Agony of Capitalism and the Tasks of the Fourth International,
a programmatic statement written by Trotsky and adopted
by the founding conference of the Fourth International in
1938. The introduction to this piece was written by the ICL
especially for Spartacist, as was “When Was the Soviet
Thermidor?” which details the decisive events leading to the
degeneration of the October Revolution in 1923-24.

We have also translated for the Spartacist Bulletin a letter
to the Soviet Embassy written in early August as American

imperialism began moving its military might massively into .

Saudi Arabia in an open provocation and oil grab (published
in English in WV No. 509, 7 September 1990). Soviet coop-
eration with U.S., British and other world imperialist powers
in this adventure poses imminent danger particularly to the
Soviet Union itself and to all the world’s working masses.

‘ —August 1990

[PSEN
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For the first time in six decades, the revolutionary interna-
tionalist program of Lenin and Trotsky was raised in the
Soviet Union on-7 November 1990, anniversary of the
October Revolution. In Leningrad comrades of the Interna- -
tional Communist League, working with a group of young
militants who consider themselves Trotskyists, and who
are' examining various ostensible Trotgkyist currents, distrib-

7 Novemher 1990 = =1

Spartacist
uted the leaflet which we reprint and translate below, and
rallied at Palace Square (see photo). Over 1,000 copies of
the Russian-language Spartacist Bulletin No. 1 were also
sold; in Moscow, ICL comrades marched in the parade and
sold over 350 copies of Spartacist Bulletin No. 1. Thousands
more copies of the Spartacist Bulletin, as well as other ICL
Russian-language literature, are now circulating in the USSR.

N

Hall the Celebration of the October Revolution!
Defend the Gains of the October Revolution!
Down With the Restoration of Capltalism!
For Power to Soviets of the Working People!

-+ Create an anti-Stalinist Leninist-Trotskyist party from
workers and those sections of the army who have the
fewest privileges and the most responsibilities!

* For genuine equality on the basis of abundance!

All power,to the Soviets of the working people! Qust
the parasites, exploiters and their ideologues from the
Soviets!

“Socialism in one country” is a defeahst myth! For
prolétarian revolutionary internationalism!

‘For military defense of the USSR against the imperialist
vise tightening around it! Against the dismemberment
.of the USSR K
For demacratic-centralist planning through Soviets of
the workers and their allies—peasants, the working
intelligentsia and those of the military who voluntarily
renounce their privileges! Stalin’s heirs are selling out
our Motherland.
For workers mobilizations against chauvinism, Pamyat
and anti-Semitism!
For democratic reorganization of the Soviet Union and
the right of every nation with an anti-counterrevolution-
- ary leadership to whatever self-determination it con-
siders necessary.
For government of the Lenin-Sverdiov type on the basns
of workers democracy'

* For the formation of an all-Union Trotskyist partyl

" INTERNATIONAL COMMUNIST LEAGUE
{IV internationalist)

Da appascTByeT ronosBUMHa
OxTR6pbCKOV peBontoL UKl

Jawntum 3asoesaHMA OKTABpbCKOW peBonmouunl
HDonol pectaspauiio Kanutannwamal
3a enacTtb CoseToB . TPYAALLUXCA!

« Co3anaTk aHTUCTANUHUCTCKY K NEHUHUCTCKO-TPOLIKUACT-
CKYH0 NAPTUIO 13 paboumnx 1 Tex CNOeB apMnK, KOTOPLIG
UMEIOT MEeHbLLIE NpuBXNErnia 1 6oneLwe cbR3aHHocTer!

3a noanuHHoe paBeHCTBO Ha 6a3e U306MNKA!

BeaBnacte Cosetam TpyaALWKXCA! M3rHaTb NapasnTos,
axcnriyatatopos n vx npeornoroe w3 CoeeTos!

« «Couvanunam B 0TOENbHOW CTpaHe» — nopameuqecmﬁ
Mrb! 3a NponeTapcKuin pesonioLMoHHLIA MHTepHaL.l,VIO-
Hanuam!

3a BoeHHy1o 3auimTy CCCP 0T CTArMBaKLLWXCA BOKPYT
Hero Tuckos wumnepwanunama! MpoTvs pacyneHeHuA
CCCP!

3a ' neMoKpaTUYECKM-LEHTPANN30BAHHOE NTAHMPOBaHNE
vepe3 CoBeTbl paboyvmx U UX COO3ZHMKOB — KOMXO3HK-
KOB, TRYAOBOW UHTENNUIEHLWWA U BOEHHLIX,” KOTOpLIE
006poBONbLHO 0TKA3anNuch 0T CBOWX Npueuneruinl Cra-
NWHCKWEe HacnenHWKW NpoOaloT Hawy PoaAWHY.

« 3a Mobrnn3aLmio paboqmx NPOTMB LLIOBUHU3MZ, «[TamATU»

W aHTUCEMMTUIMA! '

* 3a npemokparnueckyo peopranusaumnio . CopeTckoro
Coto3a 1 NPaBO KHKAOW HALIMM C AHTW-KOHTPPEBONKOUMOH-
HbIM PYKOBOLCTBOM HA TaKOe CaMoonpeneneHne, Kakoe
OHa CYNTAET HYXHbIM.

* 3a npasnTenscTeo Twna lNenvHa-Ceepanosa Ha OCHOB®
pabouen nemokpaTuiml

* 3a obpa3oBaHWe BCECOIO3HOW TPOLKWUCTCKOM napmu!

WHTEPHALWOHAJTbHAA KOMMYHMCTMHECKAH nura
© (IV UHTepHauwnoHanbHan)
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From Russnan-Language Spartaclst Bulletin No. 1

“Films Art et Science

Leon Trotsky, co-leader of the Russian Revolution, addresses May Day rally in Red Square, Moscow, in the early
1920s. Banner salutes workers struggling agalnst the “old world” of capitalist exploitation Return to the road

of Lenin and Trotsky!

We publish below a translation of rhé introduction to the
first Russian-language Spartacist Bulletin, published in
October 1990.

Who in truth was Leon Trotsky? Why did Stalin fear,
above all else, to allow even a single word of Troisky’s to
be published in the Soviet Union-after 19287 For decades
the truth about Trotsky, known by the world to be one of
Lenin’s closest comrades in the Russian Revolution, has lain
~ buried in the Soviet Union under a mountain of. lies and

corpses. Virtually the entire generation which achieved
October, triumphed in the Civil War and heroically toiled
to lay the foundations of Soviet industry was exiled and
murdered—“Trotskyism” was-often the only charge. Trot-
sky’s words, “The October Revolution was accomphshed
‘for the sake of the toilers, not for the sake of new parasites,”
haunted Stalin’s bureaucracy. They feared that the Soviet
working class would again become infused with the interna-
tionalist program of the October Revolution, linking the
cause of the Soviet masses with the class struggle abroad.

Today, glasnost has come to Gorbachev’s Soviet Union.
No longér can Trotsky be ludicrously portrayed as an agent
of the Japanese emperor and the Third Reich—now the
Soviet people are permitted to know that Trotsky was the
founder of the Red Army. Yet all major political currents
continue to vilify Trotsky and the political program he
fought for. The social democrats and outright capitalist
restorationists of the Democratic Platform of the CPSU write
pages of new demonology, portraying Trotsky as Stalin’s

}

power-hungry twin. This view finds favor in Gorbachev’s’

camp, Meanwhile, old-line bureaucrats like Polozkov of the

Nina.Andreyeva school prefer Stalin’s Short Course; ob-

scenely, they claim’the 'mantle of Lenin while pransmg the
“wisdom” of his antipode— Stalin.

In their hatred of Trotsky these different wings of the
fracturmg Soviet bureaucracy reveal their acceptance of
Stalinism’s biggest lie: the identification of October with the
nationalist, anti-working-ciass program of “socialism in a
single country” and its corollary, the search for an impos-
sible permanent “peaceful coexistence” with imperialism.
In slandering Trotsky, Stalin’s various heirs renounce anew
the revolutionary internationalism of the founding cadre of

- Soviet communism, who saw the October Revolution which

gave birth to the Soviet state as the first step of the world
proletarian revolution, and founded the Communist Inter-
national in this spirit.

Trotsky and his supporters organued in the Left Opposi-
tion, were living proof that Stalinism does not flow from
Lenini'sm—lhcy were persecuted, exiled and finally mur-

dered by Stalin because they continued to fight for Lenin’s.

program. But Trotskyism lived on as an organized political
current outside the Soviet Union. Over sixty years ago, from
exile, Trotsky outlined the fundamental economic and social
contradictions of Soviet society following the political coun-
terrevolution in which Stalin and his henchmen usurped
power against the Bolshevnk internationalists. The material

continued on page 55
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