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EDITORIAL ® ALGERIA

EDITORIAL

A good start
for our
circulation
campaign

TH THIS issue of In-

ternational Viewpoint

we are Inaugurating a

regular column to fol-
low the momentum of the circula-
tion drive we announced in our
150th issue.

We plan to keep our readers up
to date on the progress of the
campaign, and most importantly to
keep the subject of [V circulation in
a spotlight of sorts; to focus our
readers’ attention on ways to ex-
tend distribution of the magazine
and ways to convince those In-
trigued but reluctant potential sub-
scribers encountered to invest in
this journal.

Since issue 150 we have
received a very substantial dona-
tion from a reader in the US, and
we would like to take this
opportunity to express our thanks

Perhaps those who are in a
position to do so might consider
that the approaching commercial-
ly-packaged Season of Goodwill
(and Conspicuous Consumption)
would be an opportune time to
donate funds to a valiantly strug-
gling magazine like /V.

Money we receive is often used
to improve equipment or to start
special projects. Over the last
year we have used resources
from our readers to pay for a new
campalgn of advertising In left
journals and this has had very
positive results. We have received
requests for sample coples from
countries as diverse as Mexico,
India and Zimbabwe, not to men-
tion Canada, Quebec, Britain and
the States. We would like to con-
tinue expanding our advertising
campaign, and in this way intro-
ducing /Vto new layers of revolu-
tionaries and activists.

One of best ways our regular
readers and subscribers can help
is by convincing bookstores to
take bundles; another is by show-
ing the magazine off to the largest
possible periphery. We are proud
of the utility of our special cover-
age and analysis and we think that
the magazine will speak for itself
given a new and expanding audi-
ence. %

UCH A REFORM without imme-
diate concrete consequences seems
pathetic indeed in view of the price

paid in blood by young people
hungering for democracy, dignity and so-
cial justice.

But the presidential communique of Oc-
tober 12 implies that this is just an appetiz-
er, and that the main dish on this menu of
political reforms is yet to come, as Chadli
must first submit it to the FLN’s Congress
in mid-December.

The announcement of this symbolic refe-
rendum was accompanied by the tradition-
al attempt to provision the markets, the
“carrot” that is offered after the repression
of every demonstration. It also came in tan-
dem with the release of radicals and acti-
vists who had been arbitrarily arrested and
of all minors detained, as a sign of lessen-
ing of tensions.

With this combination of measures the
Chadli regime is trying to cleanse itself in
the eyes of the people after massacring
hundreds of their children. The people are
not falling for it. But, on the eve of the thir-
ty-fourth anniversary of November 1 (the
beginning of the Algerian War of Indepen-
dence) they sense that a page in their histo-
1y has just been turned . Despite the tragic
consequences of the uprising, it is not be-
ing taken as a defeat. To the contrary, there
is great hope that the bloodshed will bring
about thorough-going political changes in
Algerian society.

In March 1976, as Boumedienne was just
beginning to institutionalize the power he
won in the military coup of June 19, 1965,
four political personalities of the bourgeois
opposition in Algiers put out a call for de-
mocracy. This initiative on the part of

ALGERIA

bourgeois currents excluded from power
after independence converged with the
challenge from within the regime itself to
the extreme concentration of power. The
political convergence took place around the
same desire for a redistribution of power
among the different factions of the Algerian
bourgeoisie that believed they had matured
enough to free themselves from stifling
Bonapartist administrative supervision .
Confident of popular support against his
bourgeois critics, Boumedienne reacted by
authorizing the first public debate since
1965, putting his made to order Constitu-
tion and National Charter up to a plebiscite
and being triumphally elected. The internal
debate of the bourgeoisie however was
seized upon by the mass of people and
transformed into an expression of their own
democratic and social aspirations. This
popular appropriation of unaccustomed
free speech was to thaw a political climate
frozen for years by an obsessive fear of the
Military Security (SM), and to bring in a
new political period in Algeria. Student
struggles flourished, and a big strike wave
forced the regime to concede some wage 3
rises and liberalization on the trade union
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front. In April of 1978, the Fifth Congress
of the General Union of Algerian Workers
(UGTA) confirmed and gave a new impe-
tus to this renewal of the labor movement,
marked by the democratic aspirations of
workers.

Boumedienne’s death in December of
1978 encouraged the blossoming of this
new democratic climate

public debate between the central organ of
the FLN and Algérie-Actualités, a weekly
paper expressing the positions of liberals
fighting “officialese.”

Infitah supporters’ wish for democratic
credibility encouraged better news cover-
age of politics, despite regular attacks
against the opposition. But the brutal rep-

was kept isolated from these democratic
impulses by the FLN bureaucrats. Despite
their avowed fear of the infirah, these bu-
reaucrats continued to throttle the desire for
democracy clearly expressed in the union
elections of 1987.

This rapid overview of the advance of
democratic demands shows how, during the
last few years, the internal

through breaches opened by
the struggles over who was to
succeed him. After having as-
sembled behind the banners
of either Yahyaoui, the Bou-
medienist; or Bouteflika, the
free enterpriser, the different
wings of the bourgeoisie
reached a compromise under
the authority of the army.
They installed a collective
government in order to fill up
cracks which would be dan-
gerous to the regime’s stabili-
ty. The shadow of the infitah

(“opening” in Arabic, the
name given to the policy of
economic liberalization)
would extend from then on-

conflicts of a bourgeoisie ex-
pressing its political growing
pains have combined with the
growing desire of the masses
for a democracy from which
they have been excluded.
After equating their need
for a redistribution of power
with a project of democratiz-
ing the regime, the supporters
of the infitah found them-
selves bogged down in the
contradiction between their
free enterprise credo and the
myth of unity in thought pro-
claimed by the FLN from
1980-81. Paradoxically, it
was with Chadli and his eco-
nomic opening that the

wards over the whole transi-
tional period.

The relaxation of state control over soci-
ety aided the development of popular
struggles. In spite of all of its limitations,
the UGTA appeared more and more to be
the most significant political force in the
country. School students got an introduc-
tion to democracy, and soon, the Kabylia
uprising highlighted the government’s po-
litical weakness. Appalled, the different
bourgeois factions abandoned their demo-
cratic pretensions: the army’s representa-
tives in the Central Committee of the FLN
forced it to bestow full power on Chadli in
May 1980.

Political control over society was further
strengthened by repressive means and the
reinforcement of the para-police role of the
FLN itself. In 1981, the FLN launched an
offensive on several fronts which consoli-
dated its total political monopoly over all
cultural or political activity in factories,
neighborhoods, high schools or universi-
ties. But popular discontent expressed itself
in even more explosive ways in the streets,
in the form of mass demonstrations around
basic social needs (housing, water and so
on), ending frequently in clashes with the
police.

In 1985, democratic demands reemerged,
this time in a new guise: the formation of a
Human Rights League, several leaders of
which were soon thereafter imprisoned.
The national and international solidarity
campaign aroused by this seriously an-
noyed the government, which was worried
about preserving its image. The timidly
conducted internal debate in the FLN's
structures around the project of revising the
National Charter got out of hand, despite
all of the precautions taken.

Thus, internal divisions in the regime
were the focus for the first time ever of

ression of the youth demonstrations in Con-
stantine and Setif in November 1986 was a
reminder of the regime’s real nature. Hun-
dreds of young people were quickly tried
and received stiff sentences while opposi-
tionists from varying currents were arbi-
trarily arrested and deported without trial to
the vast southern region of the country. A
solidarity campaign against repression
grew, involving much of the intelligentsia.
The democratic movement spread to in-
clude the periphery of the Socialist Van-
guard Party (PAGS, the Algerian CP),
thereby acquiring a whole new political
dimension.

Legacy of the student
struggles

The liberals reacted with the creation of
another Human Rights League, recognized
by Chadli who proclaimed that he wanted
to establish a state of laws. To lend this ini-
tiative some credibility, those under house
arrest were freed, and some young demon-
strators were pardoned. This momentum
led to the proposal of a law on the right to
freedom of association. But it ran up
against the resistance of the FLN apparatus,
which was anxious to block any weakening
of its political monopoly on society. Chadli
managed nevertheless to get this bill
passed, after having given the deputies the
necessary assurances.

The development of big student struggles
in 1987-88 produced many forms of self-
organization, capped by a national coordi-
nating body, which was tolerated by the
powers that be despite its declared intention
of building a democratic and independent
student union. As for the working class, it

FLN’s political monopoly
over society acquired the
most institutionalized para-police power.

The bourgeoisie needed to institute free
enterprise and gain a liberal image in the
eyes of its imperialist guides. But its fear,
as a propertied class facing more and more
violent and powerful popular mobilizations
unveiled the cracks in its liberal mask. This
increased the weight of the petty-minded
apparatchiks who were hostile to all tenta-
tive moves towards free thought.

Every time, it has been the popular mo-
bilizations that have disrupted bourgeois
projects of a democracy reserved for the
wealthy. Current acceptance of democratic
demands was imposed by the broad masses
on a regime whose liberal pretensions did
not prevent police repression on a scale un-
seen since independence.

The height of this contradiction has just
been reached with the promises of political
democratization, intended to wipe out the
memories of a savage military repression
more murderous than that of certain dictat-
orships commonly denounced by the offi-
cial press.

Moreover, promises of democracy have
done nothing to stop the repression. The
government itself admits to having put
4,000 youth on trial, legal parodies chumn-
ing out sentences of up to ten years. The
minors recently released tell of the tortures
they underwent, and medical testimony
confirms their statements,

Even more than after the demonstrations
in Constantine and Setif, anger over this
new repression is mobilizing large numbers
of intellectuals. A general assembly of doc-
tors in Algiers adopted a motion of support
to the parents of victims and has set up a
provisional office. Teachers from the Uni-
versities of Algiers, Blida, and Tizi-Ouzou
got together at Bab Ezzouar to denounce
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the repression and torture. Journalists, who
had been active for several months around
their own demands, have reacted to the role
they were forced to play during the events
with the announcement that they are going
to form an independent organization free of
FLN tutelage.

Lawyers denounce
farcical trials

On October 19, a meeting of the Presi-
dents of the Bar of the Order of Algerian
Lawyers denounced the farcical trials and
demanded an independent judicial branch.
On October 20, after Chadli had promised
to punish any infringements of the law, the
official Human Rights League formed a
commission of inquiry into the attacks on
human rights and the rights of legal
defense.

The referendum announced for Novem-
ber 3 is a direct result of the popular upris-
ing. But, apart from its symbolic value as a
demonstration of how quickly the govern-
ment can react to popular aspirations, its
political content is far less than its preten-
sions. The constitutional changes proposed
only concern the executive branch. The
constitution drawn up to legitimize
Boumedienne’s power in 1976 had already
been amended in the time of collective
government in 1979. These amendments
offered the head of state the possibility of
appointing more than one vice-president,
and made the designation of a prime mini-
ster— charged with assisting the president
in his coordination of governmental action
—obligatory.

The November 3 changes do not even
raise the possibility of choosing vice-
presidents, which had never actually been
put into practice. On the other hand, the
power of the prime minister is streng-
thened. Until now all ministers have been
named by the president and have been re-
sponsible directly to him. The new text
provides that the prime minister as a head
of government “will engage in broad con-
sultations and present the members of gov-
ernment he has chosen to the president of
the republic who will appoint them”. The
government thus constituted would have to
present its program to the National Assem-
bly for approval. If the program is rejected
by the National Assembly, the government
must resign. But to ensure that the the Na-
tional Assembly does not abuse its new
power, article 114-4 provides for its disso-
lution if it refuses a government’s program
twice in a row.

In this way, the prime minister and the
National Assembly have been given great-
er powers. It is between them that the con-
tent of government action and of new laws
will be decided. This will no longer be the
sole prerogative of the president.

In view of this, the president would no
longer be directly responsible for the daily
management of the state, above the fray
and perfectly capable of tossing the gov-

ermnment to the lions of popular discontent.
This arbiter’s role is so reinforced that the
draft states that the President “can resort di-
rectly to the people’s will” through a
referendum.

There are other aspects of these proposed
constitutional changes that have received
less press coverage, but which nevertheless
could have a significant effect on the fu-
ture. The president would symbolize the
unity of the nation and no longer the unity
of the party and the state. In the same way,
his right to preside in all joint meetings of
party organs and the state is no longer men-
tioned in the new text.

These amendments to the constitution
taken together mean a redistribution of
power that could have had a certain politi-
cal importance in itself. But in the after-
math of a national uprising and its tragic
consequences, it appears quite ridiculous
and politically inappropriate. It in no way
responds to the desire for democracy ex-
pressed by all layers of the population.

The true democratic opening brought
about by the popular uprising is not this re-
form that will have no immediate concrete
effects. It is taking shape more through the
various general meetings taking place
among all sections of society. Only recog-
nition of the right to strike, to demonstrate,
freedom of speech and organization, as
well as the right to form independent trade
unions, can fulfill this movement.

The only truly significant constitutional
reform would be the abolition of a single
party system, the dissolution of the rump
National Assembly and the free election of
a sovereign Constituent Assembly. In such
a new Constituent Assembly, representa-
tives democratically elected by the people
and not by an illegitimate FLN Congress,
would decide on the new forms of social
and political organization in the country.

Once more, popular mobilizations are
giving a dynamic impetus to the struggle
for democratic demands in Algeria. But the
bourgeoisie is still trying to coopt these
popular democratic aspirations, by chan-
neling them into the the tortious process of
reorganizing its power.

Internal power struggles
in the FLN

In fact, the bulk of the political reforms
promised by Chadli on October 10 must
first go to the FLN’s Congress in mid-
December, before being submitted to a ref-
erendum. So, the reform project, which
was a product of the uprising, will fall
within the framework of the interbourgeois
conflicts that are to be settled by the FLN
Congress.

Up until January 16 1986, the date the
“enriched” National Charter was adopted,
internal power struggles were always
settled by a compromise. An analysis of
these struggles has been made quite diffi-
cult by the fragmentation of the Algerian
bourgeoisie into a multitude of clans and

factions, constantly in flux, and usually
based on apolitical factors like regionalism
or clientelism. It has been especially hard
because, despite well manipulated rumors,
the ruling class has always tried to present a
facade of unanimity, immediately closing
ranks when faced with popular mobiliza-
tions. However, since the middle of the 70s,
the question of the infitah has been the real
dividing line determining the different fac-
tions. This was particularly clear after
Boumedienne’s death, with the two rival
candidacies that cancelled each other out.

From 1980 on, infitah partisans have con-
tinued to gain support for the measured pro-
cess of economic liberalization adjusted to
suit the economic conjuncture and the rela-
tionship of socio-political forces. Despite
the temporary slow-down due to the youth
riots in Constantine and Setif in November
1986, this process later entered its quickest
period of growth just afterwards, in connec-
tion with the collapse of the international
petrochemical market. The sharp reduction
in export revenues and the rise in foreign
debt service payments allowed the gov-
ernment to justify the barely disguised
privatization of agricultural lands and trans-
forming state enterprises into independent
concemns subject to bankruptcy.

Confusion in the ranks
of the FLN

In September 1987, even before these
bills had been passed in the National As-
sembly, the new organization of agriculture
had been put into practice and the state en-
terprises had been prepared for indepen-
dence. This vigorous push for the infitah
came directly from the president’s office,
breaking with the consensus approach by
going over the heads of the ministries, the
party and the National Assembly. One sec-
tion of the deputies protested against this
cavalier treatment at the hands of the presi-
dent, and the National Assembly was torn
between those who wanted to accelerate the
process, those who would support it as it
was, and those who wanted to put on the
brakes. However, after pressure had been
applied to the most recalcitrant of the depu-
ties, the economic reforms passed with only
minor amendments.

Since the acceleration of the infitah pro-
cess, the populist base of the FLN has been
at a loss politically, and the Stalinist leader-
ship of the PAGS has sought new allies in
government to make up a resistance front.
But Messaadia — who has been the leader
of the FLN since the elimination of Yah-
yaoui, and who was supposed to represent
the Boumedienist tendency — took the op-
portunity of the trade-union rally of May 1,
1988, to declare in front of his potential
political base that the reforms were the
product of unanimous decisions of the con-
gresses and leadership bodies of the FLN
and not of some isolated group.

Nonetheless, implementation of the eco-
nomic reforms was at a standstill, and

L
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Chadli used his public speech of Septem-
ber 19, 1988, to violently denounce those
responsible, declaring that this process
once started was irreversible. The FLN
Congress planned for December 10 seems
therefore intended to serve as the frame-
work for the final legitimization of eco-
nomic liberalization and its relaunch.

Paradoxically, the recent uprising which
came about precisely as a result of austerity
policies and the infitah (which even the
IMF recognizes as more rigorous than its
own reflation programs) has reinforced
Chadli's position on the eve of the FLN
Congress. The political reforms which he
had envisioned but not yet dared to ad-
vance, such as the possibility of ending the
requirement of an FLN membership card
for candidates in local elections, now have
every chance of being accepted as neces-
sary evils. After the popular uprising,
which has sounded the death knell for the
FLN’s legitimacy, such reforms are the
least that can be conceded to popular hun-
ger for democracy.

Bourgeois projects cannot
solve social problems

Speaking to an official delegation of the
Human Rights League, Chadli has just de-
clared his desire to “promote a legal frame-
work permitting any opinions whatsoever
to be expressed in perfect freedom.” Such a
political project could only strengthen infi-
tah partisans who will be able to take ad-
vantage of the coming political opening in
order to support their economic reforms.

After having assured Chadli of its soli-
darity during the repression, international
imperialism has clearly picked sides by re-
affirming that only economic and political
liberalism can save Algeria from the social
torment that threatens the former's strateg-
ic interests in North Africa. But while ex-
tracting as many democratic rights as they
can, the working class and popular masses
must realize that after the utter failure of
populism and its capitalist state project, the
youth revolt just bloodily put down was the
direct result of Chadli’s infitah and its
heightening of social contradictions.

Both bourgeois projects have shown their
incapacity of resolving the most elemen-
tary social problems. And once beyond the
phase of relaxing tensions, the Chadli re-
gime does not have the means to resolve
the basic problems of the socio-economic
crisis into which he has plunged the
country.

The continuation of his infitah process
can only make social conflicts more and
more explosive. The crystallization of a
credible socialist alternative, based on the
independence of the self-organization of
the popular masses, is thus the only “realis-
tic" perspective that revolutionaries can ad-
vance if they want to keep the bourgeoisie,
in the interim, from using Islamic funda-
mentalists to divert the spontaneous revolt
of Algerian youth. %

Revolutionary
movement in Salvador
on the advance

ATTACKS ON THE ARMY by the Farabundo Marti National
Liberation Front (FMLN) have been increasing in the last
weeks. Le Monde’s correspondent Bertrand de la Grange
noted on October 19, “the revival of fighting in September and
the heavy losses inflicted on the army prove that the guerrillas
have been able to modify their strategy to compensate for
smaller numbers.” He quoted Salvadoran army colonel
Zepeda as saying, “We have had to adapt to this new
situation by reducing the size of battalions from 700 to 300.
The hardest thing is to find the guerrillas.” The FMLN also

faces new political problems.

In the following interview with Michel Raguet and Arold
Berthu, René, the representative of the FMLN for the EEC
countries, describes the current situation in the country.

HAT ARE the most recent
developments in the pol-
itical situation in EI
Salvador?

Over the summer, there was a prolifera-
tion of strikes and demonstrations, and the
level of repression went up a notch. For
example, in a demonstration on September
13, four people were killed by the army,
115 were wounded and 350 arrested. At
the same time, the regime is trying to re-
strict the number of intemnational solidarity
activists present to a minimum. Ten were
expelled a short time ago, and, at the end
of August, the leader of the Swiss solidari-
ty committees was brutally murdered, after
having been arrested and tortured by ele-
ments of the police force.

The death squads have stepped up their
activity. On July 28, they murdered one of
the leaders of the Bread, Land, Work and
Freedom Movement (MPTTL), A. Orella-
na. For their part, the armed forces are be-
ing obliged to use 70 per cent of their
troops for counterinsurgency operations,
because the FMLN has managed to deal
them some very severe blows.

Moreover, there are new organizational
forms. For example, the MPTTL was
created in June 1988. This movement
takes charge of the most unifying vital de-
mands. It clearly identifies the enemy, as
well as the tasks to be accomplished, and
operates in the mass movement as it exists.
The MPTTL aims, therefore, to regroup
the vanguard in the mass movement in or-

der to radicalize its objectives and its
methods of struggle.

Trade-unionists may be at the same time
members of their unions and members of
the MPTTL. In a way, this is a return to or-
ganizational forms such as the Revolution-
ary’s People’s Bloc, which although illegal
operated openly and publicly. The MPTTL
can call demonstrations involving thou-
sands or tens of thousands of activists of
various people’s organizations (unions,
cooperatives, and so on).

B How have the Jesuits responded to
the forming of the MPTTL?

They perceive it as a movement designed
to provoke the regime, one that will make
it difficult to achieve national consensus.
The Jesuits want a third road, different
from that of the regime, as well as from
that of the FMLN and its allies. But there
is no third road in El Salvador,

With the victory of ARENA [the rightist
bourgeois party], the armed forces are go-
ing to play a larger role than under Duarte
[the Christian Democratic president]. The
political institutions have been partially
stymied, because there is an ARENA ma-
jority in the National Assembly, while un-
til the presidential elections the
government will continue to be made up of
Christian Democrats.

H Have there been new initiatives to
start a dialogue going?

In recent weeks, new initiatives have
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been taken by the Catholic Church and the
Jesuit university to relaunch a national dis-
cussion in favor of a dialogue. For its part,
ARENA has tried to take another initia-
tive, which it calls “Peace and Freedom,”
in the framework of the constitution and
parliament. This is part of the oligarchy’s
efforts to gain a more acceptable image na-
tionally and internationally. They have
tried to get the parties that participated in
the elections to agree on a proposal to
make to the FDR-FMLN.

On our side, we have again proposed a
platform for national dialogue. The mass
organizations have begun to hold a series
of forums on these three initiatives. On this
level, ARENA’s initiative has not struck
* any chord, especially since the two other
parties in parliament, that is, Duarte’s
Christian Democratic Party and the Na-
tional Conciliation Party, have refused to
discuss with ARENA.

The Church’s initiative has had more im-
pact. About 50 mass organizations, institu-
tions and even sections of the state
apparatus have participated in it. But ARE-
NA, the government and some Christian
Democratic organizations have stayed out.
The last mentioned have gone so far as to
call the Church’s initiative a cover for the
FMLN's military maneuvers. It is impor-
tant, nonetheless, to note that the oligarchy
has had to declare itself in favor of dia-
logue. It can no longer limit itself to a mili-
tary response.

H What is the US’s attitude to ARE-
NA'’s victory?

The oligarchy could not survive without
the support of the Americans. The military
know that the Americans are not going to
suspend their aid. They say, “They can’t
drop us, or else the Communists will take
over.” The problem is that ARENA is very
discredited internationally.

This is why ARENA is trying now to

clean up its image. It is putting forward .

Cristiani, its [new] chair, who does not
have such a negative image as the sinister
Major d' Aubuisson. Cristiani has just been
invited to the United States. He is less re-
pugnant to public opinion than
d’Aubuisson, but still he has declared that
his two political models are Pinochet and
Thatcher.

ARENA wants to appear to be a “civil-
ized right capable of engaging in dialogue
in a constitutional framework.” The United
States would certainly prefer to discuss
with Democratic Convergence, because it
represents a more credible alternative both
internationally and domestically. The
problem is that the two main components
of Democratic Convergence, the MNR and
the MPSC, which includes the FDR, have
already made declarations unacceptable to
the United States.

B Democratic Convergence has an-
nounced that it is going to participate
in the March 1989 election. What is the

attitude of the FMLN going to be?

We have already said that we are going
to boycott this election. We are not against
elections in principle, but we are against
this one. You have to understand what the
alliance between the FMLN and the FDR
means. The FMLN respects the autonomy
of the FDR, which wants to take part in
the elections in the framework of Demo-
cratic Convergence. Reciprocally, the
FDR respects the FMLN's determination
to continue the political-military struggle.
There is no danger of a break. We are not
going to part company over conjunctural
questions. Elections come and go; the
armed struggle continues.

It is a strength rather that we can operate
both on the electoral and military level in
El Salvador. The FDR leaders are going to
try to unmask the counter-insurgency pro-
ject in the elections, without denying the
need for armed struggle. We, on the other
hand, are going to say, “The electoral
struggle suits the methods used by the
FDR.”

M But in practice, the situation may be
a bit more complicated. Up until now,
the FDR has said that there was not
enough democratic maneuvering room
to take part in the elections, and it
went on to say that that was why the
military road was justified.

During the March 1988 elections, the
situation seemed to change. The
FMLN call for a boycott, the UNTS [the
radical labor confederation] called for
non-participation, while the FDR lead-
ers said that it did not seem intelligent
to boycott this election.

For the next elections, it is likely that
the Socialist International and the in-
ternational Christian Democracy are
going to try to divide the FDR-FMLN
alliance by saying: “Today, there Is le-
gal room for participating in the elec-
tions. So, it is necessary to get a truce,
a cease-fire.” In such a content,
wouldn’t the FMLN be in a difficult
situation?

No. We have discussed the elections
with the FDR allies and we have said that
we understood their participation in the
elections. Moreover, they have been able
to accumulate strength since they managed
to return to El Salvador at the end of 1987,
thanks to the Esquipulas II accords.

The situation will not be difficult for us
because we have accumulated strength on
the political-military level. The situation
has changed in El Salvador, and that in-
volves different tactical responses, notably
with tespect to elections. For the 1982
elections, we called for a boycott and an
insurrection. For the 1984 ones, we only
resorted to sabotage. In March 1988, we
sabotaged them completely by paralyzing
urban traffic and preventing them from be-
ing held in the areas under our control.

The result was that the participation rate
in 1988 was much lower than in 1984. The

March 1989 elections may mark a deepen-
ing of the crisis of capitalist domination,
since our military position is stronger, the
organization of the masses is advancing
and the state institutions are in a profound
crisis. So, we are gaining strength in the
context of the FMLN-FDR alliance. There
are social forces that we will never be able
to lead as the FMLN. On the other hand,
the FDR can. And a broader alliance may
arise, for example, in the framework of
Democratic Convergence.

H Can you explain concretely how you
will respond to pressures that might be
brought to bear by the Socialist Inter-
national and a part of the international
Christian Democracy aimed at dividing
the FDR and the FMLN?

I don’t deny that there are international
pressures, but we are certain of our allies.
We have already faced political-diplomatic
problems, and we have overcome them
together.

To use a simple formula, we say: “We
have won the war.” Now the problem is to
forge the victory. To do that, we have to be
very intelligent. We have to to be able to
see clearly the evolution of the various so-
cial forces, and determine what alliances
are necessary with a great flexibility. At
one point in the 1980s, we were isolated,
and in danger of being destroyed. We
overcame that situation by achieving the
FDR-FMLN alliance and consolidating the
unity of the revolutionists, of the vanguard,
and by rebuilding links with the masses. At
the same time, the mass movement, which
had been dismantled, was recomposed.

Now we are able to take initiatives af-
fecting the relationship of social forces.
This explains why the FDR leaders have
been able to return to El Salvador without
being assassinated, although of course the
threat remains.

H To achieve the seizure of power, the
FMLN has adopted a strategic project
that combines a military offensive and
a mass uprising. The problem is that
the masses have drawn the lessons of
the 1980-81 experiences. When they
were rising up, the FMLN was not yet
in a position to deal decisive blows to
the dictatorship”s army. Now the
masses are waiting for the FMLN to
demonstrate its capacity to inflict deci-
sive blows. The masses want to be
sure that if they go into the streets,
they will not be subjected to a new
massactre.

For the FMLN, the problem is to set
the date for a final offensive without
knowing whether the masses are go-
ing to follow. Isn't the problem then
knowing what spark can light the fuse
to the powder barrel?

That's right. The problem is, in the con-
text in which the relationship of forces is
evolving favorably, knowing how to
choose the decisive moment. %
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Pravda
writer
fences
with
Lithuanian

movement o

A MAJOR DEVELOPMENT
of the late summer and the
fall in the USSR is the
emergence of mass
movements in the Baltic
republics independent of the
Communist Party. The
following article from Pravda
of October 26 indicates a
tactical approach toward the
Lithuanian Sajudis
[“movement”]. It
acknowledgesina
backhanded way a shift in
the Soviet authorities’
approach to this movement.
While using the Stalinist
method of innuendo against
unnamed political villains, it
tries to accuse them of
Stalinism. Although “street
democracy” was denounced
in Pravda as the capital sin of
the Armenian movement, it is
described here as something
that has played a useful role

but now must be superceded.

D SHNYUKAS

HAT SORT of movement is
this Sajudis, whose founding
congress was held over the re-
cent holidays in Vilnius? How
does it fit into the public structures of Lith-
uania. What is its social base? What is its
Tesponse to perestroika? Naturally, there are
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questions because the process of perestroi-
ka is bound up with the most unusual pub-
lic and social situations and phenomena.
This is especially so since we have not yet
encountered such massive movements as
the People’s Fronts in Latvia and Estonia
and Sajudis in Lithuania. For that reason,
the evaluations have so far been very
cautious....

Regional self-financing
discussed at congress

And so the congress of Sajudis. Its agen-
da included considering the essential tasks
of perestroika in the [Lithuanian] republic,
adopting statutes and programs and the
elections to the parliament and its exec-
utive. The leadership of the movement will
not be fixed. That was the general structure
of the congress’s work. What was the
content? Needless to say, it was not
uniform.

In the first place, it should be said that the
congress was very instructive for party, so-
viet and economic workers, both in the
broad range of problems that were dis-
cussed and in the bold, frank and sharp pos-
ing of questions....

The congress discussed and proposed
amendments to such important documents
as the recently published project for eco-
nomic independence of the republic. Schol-
ars from the Academy of Sciences of the
Lithuanian SSR presented a new draft con-
stitution for the Lithuanian SSR. It was
noted that the idea of regional self-
financing is finding more and more sup-
porters. The economy of the republic needs
renovation, prosperity will come by way of
local initiative, not through commands.
What is accomplished in each region will
assure the reflation of the country’sentire
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economy.

Self-financing on the republic level, inde-
pendence in allotting resources, including
currency, will offer a real possibility for en-
tering into direct trade, cultural, scholarly
and sporting relations with foreign coun-
tries. At the same time, it will make it pos-
sible to unburden the central authorities and
organizations and overcome bureaucratism
and abuses. It will make it possible to make
the status of the republics, including Lithu-
ania, more real.

A very lively discussion, even a dispute,
was aroused by Sajudis' program on nation-
al relations and the status of the Lithuanian
language. Sajudis proposes (this is written
into the new draft constitution of the Lithu-
anian SSR) to make Lithuanian the lan-
guage of government, while creating
conditions for the development of the lan-
guages of other nationalities living in the
republic and of Russian as the language of
communication among the nationalities.

As the first secretary of the Lithuanian
Communist Party, A. Brazauskas, declared
at the congress, the renaissance of Lith—
uanian national feeling gives no grounds
for fear to representatives of other
nationalities....

“Social justice and
reasonable migration”

The question of “citizenship” of the Lith-
uanian SSR was raised by considerations of
social justice and reasonable migration. It is
no secret that there are in the country many
“wanderers,” who only migrate to places
where they scent quick advantage. The lack
of attachment to the history and culture of a
given region has deprived them of many
features of morality and patriotism.

Sajudis is the initiator of quite a lot of
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serious work on questions of ecology and
health....

The congress devoted considerable atten-
tion to the fate and restoration of the dignity
and material position of former prisoners
and internal exiles in the period of the cult
of the personality....

The congress noted another development
—the return to public life in the republic of
the church and believers....

The bulk of the speakers were people re-
spected in the republic, who spoke purpose-
fully, concretely and offered constructive
proposals....

Whipping up “vulgar
nationalism”

However, there was another sort of
speaker and another sort of audience, the
guests or the “gallery.” It was not hard to
see that among them feelings prevailed
over reason, irresponsibility over sense. ...

There were speakers of an extremist char-
acter, thrusting ideas of separatism and na-
tional isolation on the congress and
“forgetting” the concept of socialism,
among others. It was reassuring that the
delegates were able to separate the wheat
from the chaff....

In their enthusiasm, its [Sajudis’] mem-
bers do not always realize whether their de-
mands are realistic or not. Making great
demands on the administrative apparatus,
some of them have not raised a finger for
perestroika. On the other hand, some sim-
ply want to settle old scores....Many of
these masters of opportunism and adapta-
tion, denounce the “theory and practice of
Stalinism” in words, not realizing that they
remain in its grip; they do not tolerate criti-
cism....It is considered that people of this
sort, of whatever nationality they may be,
are not loath to whip up vulgar nationalism,
to resort to distributing provocative leaflets
and so on, which go outside the law.

Participants in the movement often com-
plain that party organs do little to help
them. But two first secretaries of regional
committees spoke at the congress, and the
“gallery” received them with obvious cool-
ness. And there were those who, forgetting
the elementary rules of discussion, jumped
up and shouted.

“Street democracy” was timely and use-
ful for the advance of perestroika. But in the
future, when the program is clearly defined
and painstaking daily work begins, it can
offer a very poor service. The elected lead-
ership should think about that.

There is no reason to hide the fact that up
until now, relations between the central and
local leaderships and Sajudis have been
strained....

Today, when the leadership of the Central
Committee of the Lithuanian CC has been
renewed and the movement has achieved
legal status, with a democratically elected
leadership, misunderstanding will doubt-
less disappear. In fact, Sajudis has pro-
claimed that its goals are the same.... %

JUST OVER TWO weeks after
Hurricane Joan ravaged the
Atlantic Coast of Nicaragua,
decimating the town of Bluefields
among others and leaving at least
116 dead, the embattled country
is still trying to salvage what little
remains after such a large-scale
natural disaster.

ELIZABETH MILLER

ANY Nicaraguan leaders

have said that the destruc-

tion is worse than that

wrought by the earthquake
of 1972, which obliterated most of
Managua, the capital. In this second
emergency 300,000 people, or one-
tenth of the population, were affected
or left homeless after winds measur-
ing over 290 km/hr tore through Blue-
fields, the major city of the more
isolated Atlantic coast region, and
continued on through across the
country. '

Almost worse than the leveling of
people’'s homes is the fact that large
parts of most staple crops were lost,
as well as the crucial export crops
such as coffee, which are Nicara-
gua’s sole source of export revenue.
International solidarity began trickling
in as soon as the winds had fallen
enough to permit safe travel, as
planes from Mexico and Cuba loaded
with food and medical supplies land-
ed at Managua Airport.

Supplies followed from government
ministries and international aid org-
anizations in Western Europe. The
West German religious group Caritas
is giving $280,000 and the "Swedish
Friendship” group is sending
$70,000. Even the Tory government
in Britain has responded, although
their contribution of $17,000 is a pal-
try sum. Conspicuous by its absence
— although this is hardly surprising
— is the name of the United States. In
fact, while the National Emergency
Committee was working through the
nights leading up to the hurricane on
organizing relief efforts, evacuations,
and setting up shelters, the US
government sententiously declared
that it was "warning” Nicaragua to
abide by the “democratization meas-
ures contained in the Esquipulas Ac-
cords.” If not, “the Congress could
approve new military aid to the
contras.”

— Nicaragua needs —
urgent aid

Two days after the hurricane had
passed, leaving mayhem in its wake,
the United States augmented this
statement by not only refusing aid,
which it said “could be used against
the contras,” but forbidding the entry
onto US soil of any Nicaraguan diplo-
mat or government official. This is an
action that makes access to multilat-
eral organizations that could help the
country nearly impossible.

The Voice of America radio station
has also thrown doubts upon how in-
ternational aid will be used in an effort
to block such solidarity efforts, espe-
cially on the part of the so-called free
world.

Nevertheless, all of the closest
American allies, not excepting Britain,
have managed to detail supplies or
money to Nicaragua. On October 25,
the United Nations passed a motion
with only two voices against (predicta-
bly, those of the United States and |s-
rael) calling for the United States to
immediately abide by the ruling of the
World Court at the Hague on June 27,
1986, which declared that the US-
backed war against Nicaragua was il-
legal and required damages to be
paid to the Nicaraguan government.
In all, 99 countries voted for the mo-
tion, and Western Europe abstained.

Just before the storm, President
Daniel Ortega had announced that
despite the safety precautions still be-
ing taken in the country, between Oc-
tober 17-20 the contras had Killed five
civilians and wounded five more, in-
cluding one sick child in an ambu-
lance. And, interrupted only by the
hurricane, Honduran troops had been
mounting harassment operations
against the Nicaraguan soldiers sta-
tioned at the borders of the two coun-
tries on October 19, 20, 22, and 23.

Hurricane Joan left nothing
untouched, and the project of re-
construction requires international
solidarity on an unprecedented scale.
The Nicaraguan government has sent
out preliminary lists of the food, medi-
cal and construction supplies it esti-
mates will suffice at minimum for
300,000 people for one month. This
and other information should be avail-
able via national or local Nicaragua
solidarity committees, or at the Nicar-
aguan consulate or embassy nearest
you.

We urge every one of our readers to
get involved in solidarity work for Nic-
aragua, a revolution under siege from
many directions. %
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From perestroika to
the People’s Front

LEADER of the Socialist Initiatives Club in Moscow and one of
those responsible for the samizdat publication Levy Povorot
(“Left Turn”), Boris Kagarlitski was one of the founders of the
grouping of informal associations that gave rise last year to
the Federation of Socialist Clubs. The platform of this
organization was published in Infernational Viewpoint 129,
November 9, 1987. Today, it is giving impetus to the
formation of a Russian “People’s Front.”

Kagarlitski, a sociologist of art, has published many articles
and his book, The Thinking Reed, has just been published in
English. At the end of the Brezhnev period, he already led
circles of Marxist students and a clandestine publication. For
this activity he got 11 months in prison.

One of the interesting aspects of the interview is that it
grapples with the national question in the USSR, which is new
for Russian dissidents, but Kagarlitski has clearly not yet
systematized his views on this subject.

Kagarlitski was interviewed in September in Moscow for
International Viewpoint by Sasha Petrov. The second part, on
the Russian People’s Front, will be published in our next

issue.

N YOUR opinion, Is there a “Gorba-
chev project,” and If so, what Is Its
social base?

There are two different questions here,
which are linked in certain respects. I think
that the most dangerous aspect of the peres-
troika is that there has never been a project
underlying it. First of all, Gorbachev him-
self explained once or twice at the begin-
ning of his reign two years ago that he
would not have imagined himself capable
of advocating certain ideas. For him this
was unimaginable at the time. It is clear,
therefore, there was no project, and that is
the big difference between perestroika and,
for example, the Prague Spring in
Czechoslovakia.

The difference is not one of the level of
radicalization, because sometimes peres-
troika goes as a far as the Prague Spring.
Doubtless there is not the same freedom,
but we are having the same debates over
democratic forms, and there are also many
similarities in the way anti-Stalinist criti-
cism has been organized.

However, from the outset the Prague
Spring had a sort of project. You can say
that it was reformist, we can criticize it —
we have to criticize it, because it had fail-
ings — but in any case, there was a project

that was well prepared, not just by intellec-
tuals but also by the technocratic liberal
wing of the party. There was a sort of radi-
cal version of this project outside the party.
In this sense, the Prague Spring was intel-
lectually better organized.

The compromises between factions in the
Soviet Union are, therefore, substitutes for
a real project. The bureaucrats’ resistance
is real, but the project is not. So, the body
of compromises that are substituting for a
project are giving rise to impracticable
laws, such as that of financial autonomy. It
has contradictory sections, and this makes
it impossible for the enterprises to apply it.
They turn to the ministers for help, but the
different ministers give different explana-
tions. So, this is an initial difference from
the Prague Spring.

The second difference is that the tech-
nocracy itself is not homogeneous in the
Soviet Union, whereas it was in Czechoslo-
vakia. This is one of the reasons why there
is no project, because the technocracy can-
not consolidate itself.

The elite of the technocracy is more co-
herent, but it is not strong enough to im-
pose its own project. It finds itself
compromising with the traditional conser-
vative Stalinist bureaucracy. And in order
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to counterbalance the conservatives’
strength, it makes a certain appeal for popu-
lar support, for that of the intellectuals,
which is at the origin of glasnost.

H Do you think that they are also seek-
ing the support of at least a part of the
working class, the skilled part?

In theory, yes, but in practice, no. This is
the reform’s contradiction, because you do
not have a project but just proposals. Some
proposals can be more to the left than oth-
ers, but they can be combined. For exam-
ple, one expert may be technocratic, but
others may be a bit further left. They make
their own proposals, and sometimes they
get accepted. The same goes for the lan-
guage, the ideology. In short, it is very
heterogeneous.

It is very significant that workerism has
practically disappeared from the official
ideology. In reality, it is the left that can,
and must, be able to address itself most ef-
fectively to the skilled workers. Quite sim-
ply, the unskilled workers are less active
politically, less prepared to take part in pol-
itics. This is the essential test for the Rus-
sian People’s Front. If it cannot base itself
on workers’ initiative, it will be a grouping
without a social base.

Ligachev referred angrily in his speech in
Gorki this summer to the wave of strikes
throughout the Soviet Union, not just in Ar-
menia, And in this way, he revealed that the
working class is becoming dangerous for
people like him. This was an important
source of information.

However, the level of activity of the
working class must not be exaggerated. Un-
fortunately, it is not very active. I would
say simply that there is a certain radicaliz-
ing trend.

B To conclude this point, you say that
there is no coherent perestroika pro-
Ject. Are there at least different inter-
pretations that can be distinguished?

Yes, you can say that there is a bureau-
cratic perestroika, which would not change
the old system very much. There is a tech-
nocratic peresiroika , which seeks to replace
the old privileges of office with those of
money. And there is a democratic perestroi-
ka focused on expressing aspirations from
below, hence the importance of a real
glasnost.

B Can you clarify the present scope of
glasnost?

The bureaucracy sometimes sets limits,
and on other occasions it lets things take
their course. This is very complicated and
contradictory.

On the one hand, you might wonder what
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the difference is between glasnost and ordi-
nary freedom of the press. For example,
you don’t say that the publication of some
article in Le Monde would open a new
chapter in the history of freedom of the
press in France, because even though this
may be a more or less limited freedom, the
level of of freedom of the press is always
about the same in a society such as the
French one.

Le Figaro, L'Humanite and Inprecor regu-
larly express their own points of view
about what happens. Here we have quite a
different situation. Discussion is mainly
about the past, which is less dangerous and
allows people to agree on many points,
while there is no consensus on more timely
subjects. For example, in the party, even
the Ligachev faction is against Stalinism.
So, criticizing Stalin is becoming a point of
consensus.

On the other hand, the “leaders of public
opinion” and the press organs that are the
standard-bearers of glasnost, such as Mos-
cow News, Ogonyek, Literaturnaya Gazeta
and so on are obsessed with the idea that
they could be stopped, because there is no
constitutional guarantee. So, they want to
say as much as possible as quickly as possi-
ble. And this is very destabilizing.

At the same time, they want to be the first
to say what was not said 20 years ago [in
the period of the Khrushchev thaw], be-
cause there is also a generational problem.
The generation of the 1960s is coming to
power today and finds itself confronting
public opinion. So, they want to say as
much as possible about history.

However, there is no real criticism today
of the present administration’s decisions.
The decision-making process and today’s
political figures cannot be questioned, un-
less such leaders have already been re-

moved from their posts! So, all this is only
discussed negatively. For example, when
you say that the preceding administration
was wrong, that implies that the present
one is right. Of course, it is possible to crit-
icize the structures, and such criticisms are
very different from those of the Khrush-
chev period, when people criticized only
actions and not structures.

However, the main schema is the same.
Glasnost remains altogether circumscribed.
Inasmuch as there is no constitutional guar-
antee, no free discussion about present day
problems, the only way to keep moving
forward, to take new steps in glasnost, is to
continually publish sensational new mate-
rial about the past. Once this is published,
once it is in black and white, that is a con-
crete result. That is the only guarantee of
glasnost, because if this stops, it will disap-
pear. There will no longer be anything to
discuss.

A final point on the group that controls
the media, the liberal media, the “heros” of
liberal public opinion. Their political limi-
tations are not those that the bureaucracy
imposes on them from the outside but those
that derive from their own political posi-
tions. They want to reform the party’s his-
tory, and write a new one.

However, they remain totally imbued
with the official conception of the party’s
history. This is why they always need a bo-
gyman, such as Trotsky. This conception
of history needs a negative hero. The pres-
ence of such a figure makes it possible to
avoid discussing in class terms, to avoid
turning to the real history, to avoid a free
discussion of about the platforms or alter-
natives possible.

Conversely, they also need positive
heros, without any negative aspects. For
example, today, you cannot criticize Buk-

harin or Khrushchev. Moscow News and
the Book Review have been conducting a
campaign in defense of Solzhenitsyn. It has
been said that he is a solid person and a pa-
triot. Not a word of criticism has been said
about him, either as a writer or a political
figure. Not a word about his anti-socialism,
his anti-democratic statements. Nor has
there been any mention of his problems in
the West, because he was so anti-
democratic that he has had problems with
the Westermn democracies.

Why is this? Why defend Solzhenitsyn,
when Trotsky remains so dangerous? Be-
cause the differences between the liberals
and Solzhenitsyn are no so great as those
between them and the left. Because Solzhe-
nitsyn is anti-democratic, and so are the
technocratic elite! They want the techno-
cratic elite and probably a few people of in-
termediate status to make decisions, but
they don’t want the masses to take part in
this. They want a liberal state, but not a
democratic one. There are also socialists
and anti-socialists, but the liberals are very
important in public opinion, and in their
private conversations they are also very
anti-socialist. So, the real differences are
not so great.

On the other hand, if you take Trotsky,
for example, you can see that he is really a
dangerous person for the liberals. They por-
tray him as a sort of anti-market fanatic, a
partisan of militarized labor, which is false.
If you look at his real ideas, you see that he
was. favorable to political pluralism, to a re-
alistic utilization of the market in the con-
text of new socialist priorities — all ideas
that are very different from those of the
new market-economy school.

There is a heritage there that the left can
use to criticize the technocratic liberal ten-
dencies. Thus the left’s ideas are more dan-
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gerous for them than those of the right.
There is a good bit of hypocrisy in the lib-
erals’ campaign for rehabilitations, justice
and so on.

A typical example of this hypocrisy is the
Novocherkassk affair, where there was a
strike against the price reform in Khrush-
chev’s time. He sent in troops and some
people were killed. Today we are witness-
ing a campaign for rehabilitation of the
Novocherkassk victims. But, up until now,
no liberal publication has produced any
material on this subject. Qur slogan is that

cracy will necessarily try to save at least
some of its gains. It will make deals with
the conservatives at the expense of the peo-
ple to try to organize a forced march back-
ward with a slogan along the lines of
“perestroika equals excess.” Such a slogan
already appeared during the party confer-
ence, and that was worrying.

Everything that happened at the confer-
ence shows that the apparatus is quite con-
servative and ready to defend itself with all
the traditional methods, such as the vetting
of delegates or control of the media. The

really visible for the first time — and not
just as a “left wing” of intellectuals, as was
the case last year, or the clubs, committees
and groups (all the so-called “informal” as-
sociations) that only included a narrow
fringe. This time we have seen thousands of
people go into the streets in Kuibyshev, in
Omsk, Yagorsk, Astrakhan and in the na-
tional republics.

There has been a situation both of desta-
bilization and polarization. This -sort of
people’s movement from below is sup-
posed to help the liberals fight the conser-

these victims have to be rehabili-
tated to prevent any repetition of
these events. But such a cam-
paign does not seem to be very
much “in fashion,” because it
could damage Khrushchev's im-
age, when he has to remain a pos-
itive hero.

The liberals have at least to say
openly that they do not represent
the whole of public opinion, but
only part of it. They have to rec-
ognize that there are various ten-
dencies, not just bad Stalinist
tendencies, but also left ones to
which they do not want to open
theie pages. They have at least to
say that they exist, and most of
the liberal publishers are not pre-
pared to do that. They are trying
quite simply to get people to be-
lieve that they are the only repre-
sentatives of public opinion.
They are trying to select material,
to control it for their own
objectives.

In the long run, I think, this cen-
sorship is going to rebound
against them. If the conservatives
waged any sort of counteroffen-
sive, the left could be less dis-
posed to defend the leaders of
liberal public opinion who did not
defend them when they found
themselves in the same situation.
Having said that, I think that we
on the left will be more generous
and fraternal than they.

M You talk about the possibility
of a counteroffensive. Can we
come back precisely to the sit-
uation at the time of the June
party congress and the peres-

vative bureaucrats, but it also
frightens the liberals.

After years of perestroika, peo-
ple have suddenly realized that
even while defending the official
perestroika’s proposals, the peo-
ple have to have their own inde-
pendent organization and their
own independent movement that
is not controlled and manipulated
by the liberals at the top.

B Let’s talk about the real
movement that is emerging
now, and first of all about the
broad radicalization that is de-
veloping around the national
question. How do you charac-
terize the movements that are
underway and their impact?
The Estonian People’s Front, as
well as the Karabakh Committee
in Armenia, were very much
linked to the local liberal reform-
ists, or even to the bureaucratic
elites — especially to the national
bureaucratic tendencies that
wanted to maintain the power
they had previously by becoming
more independent from Moscow.
But to organize such movements,
they necessarily had to make con-
cessions to people more radical
than themselves, and finally this
led to a sort of national democrat-
ic movement, both in the Baltic
republics and in Armenia.

B Can these movements be
put on the same level?

Yes, because the mechanisms
are very similar in the various re-
publics, and it is striking to see
that all the national democratic

troika process in the present
period? Is it possible to characterize
different periods within a larger
process?

Yes. This is not a revolutionary process.
It is still only a normal evolutionary pro-
cess of the society. It is not a reform, be-
cause a reform would mean that a project
was being applied step by step. And, as I
just said, here instead of carrying out
changes the gradualists are taking a step
forward, two steps backward and then three
or five forward.

If more criticisms are heard, if the crisis
situation worsens, a faction of the bureau-

liberals have sometimes been hypocritical
about their activities in the apparatus at the
local level, but sometimes correct in their
criticisms. Some liberals, such as Yuri
Afanasiev — who talks about Trotsky and
political pluralism — are honest and go
further to the left than others.

So, on the one hand, there was the whole
mechanism of the apparatus, with elections
to salvage the bureaucracy’s interests, with
more or less silent liberals, who are also
more or less ready to make compromises
with the officials. And on the other there
was the people’s movement, which was

fronts, all the national democratic
movements, have almost the same docu-
ments, when often they could not have had
any prior consultation. Their demands are
very similar. Of course, the Karabakh
Committee was different from the Estonian
People’s Front, because in Estonia it did
not develop in a crisis situation. It simply
took up the national traditions and the na-
tional symbols, such as the national flag.

M The fronts in the Baltic republics
seem for the moment less in conflict
with the official evolution than the com-
mittee in Karabakh?
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Yes. But in any case the problem is more
difficult in Armenia than in Estonia. Of
course, the Estonians have a lot of national
problems, problems sometimes that even
the Armenians do not have. For example,
they are in danger of being assimilated into
the Russian republic, which is not the case
of the Armenians. But at the same time, the
Armenians have the genocide syndrome,
and they have a real conflict with the
neighboring republics, which the Estonians
do not have. The Armenian workers, there-
fore, needed greater support to deal with a
graver conflict.

The first group of Karabakh leaders —
Zori Balayan, Silva Kapoutikian, and Mu-
radian — were all people belonging to the
elite, who had very good relations with the
official bureaucracy. They controlled the
movement at the beginning, but when the
movement became popular in character,
with the first strikes and the distinctive fea-
tures of the workers’ movement, all these
figures finally lost their positions in the
Karabakh Committee, and some of this
first generation of leaders were even ex-
pelled. The Karabakh Committee kept its
links with the bureaucracy, but at a lower
level. It became sort of a national demo-
cratic movement.

The essential problem for the bureaucra-
cy is that the main support for the Kara-
bakh Committee comes from the working
class, which transforms the nature of this
movement. Its main bastions are the facto-
ries, its real main forces come from the
workers who can organize strikes. This
populist movement is, therefore, changing
into a social one, a movement of the work-
ing class.

However, we should not be overly opti-
mistic, because the populist component and
the nationalist component still exist. I only
want to say that there has been a change.

M In the course of this change, have
workers’ self-organization structures
appeared?

No. This has only been a change toward a
working-class radicalism — not toward a
working-class ideology — within the exist-
ing structures of the Karabakh Committee.
This has not produced a new independent
organization of the Karabakh Committee. I
think that this is quite correct, because to
make the Karabakh Committee into some-
thing else today just to establish an inde-
pendent organization of the working class
would be completely idiotic. The Armeni-
ans want a broader front, and in this broad
front the working-class component is
growing.

M Is there formal organization in this
front?

No. Too much should not be expected of
a country that has no experience of inde-
pendent organization, not just in recent
years but for centuries. So, I think that in
Karabakh they have managed to do every-
thing that it was possible to accomplish.

But now there is another danger. In fact,

if they fail to bring any improvement, to
get at least some changes in the official
policy toward Karabakh, this is finally go-
ing to reinforce the extremist tendencies
that are also present in this mass cocktail,
This is what happened with the Crimean
Tartars” movement, where Tatar funda-
mentalist tendencies developed. The mod-
erate intellectuals try to keep clear of this
movement as far as they can.

B What do you mean by “Tatar
fundamentalists™?

Not the Tatar party but the Crimean Is-
lamic fundamentalists.

B What are their demands?

They want to return to their lands. They
reject cultural autonomy, and proclaim that
all those demanding cultural autonomy are
traitors, enemies of the Tartar people and
should be killed. I know a Crimean Tatar
activist who was condemned to death. He
was not executed, but he was condemned
to death by the fundamentalists simply be-
cause he supported cultural autonomy for
the Tatars in Ukraine. The fundamentalists
claim that he betrayed their idea of basic
autonomy, that he was a supporter of Aus-
tro-Marxism and not a very good Muslim.
This is why he had to be killed, but he fled
to Moscow.

I would like to stress that there is a grow-
ing danger of extremism, which is on the
rise in these populist movements. It is not
the people, but rather the technocratic and
bureaucratic leaders and functionaries un-
able or unwilling to make any concessions
who are strengthening the extremists in the
movement.

M Have the left groups, in particular in
Moscow, discussed these movements
and taken positions on them?

What is interesting is that Vitali Ponoma-
rev, editor of Left Turn, went to Armenia
with some issues of his journal and asked
them what they knew about the Moscow
samizdat publications. They Armenians re-
plied, “We know Grigoriants.” They saw
him as the only person who had published
all their documents without any falsifica-
tion, and they were very favorable to him.

In fact, Grigoriants has not published the
documents he considered pro-Communist.
But only Grigoriants, who is Armenian and
prepared to take advantage of his national
origin, was known. Ponomarev showed
them issue 8 of Left Turn, which was de-
voted to the Armenian question, and asked
them if there was any falsifications of doc-
uments or the facts. The Armenians told
him, “No, it’s fine.”

B What sort of material did you show
them?

Documents from the Karabakh Commit-
tee, from the Academy of Science, histo-
ries of the Karabakh movement and so on.
The Armenians (I am talking about the
Karabakh Committee, which is now ready
to work with them) were sorry that they

had not known about all that before and
now want to work with the organizing com-
mittee of the People’s Front (in Moscow)
and with Left Turn.

For example, one of the problems facing
the national movement and the left is that
they have no information about each other.
We are now involved in a concerted effort
to develop exchanges of information
among the various movements and see if
there are common objectives.

H Can you give some information about
the fronts in the Baltic republics today
and on the demands that have been
formulated there?

First of all, they want a kind of economic
semi-independence. This can be summed
up by the formula: “We get less from the
Union than we give to it; so we must limit
our contribution to the Union budget,” and
so on. In principle, this is not necessarily a
good thing, but it is understandable, espe-
cially for people who had their own state 50
years ago. They want a sort of equal contri-
bution to the Union budget from all the re-
publics, but concretely what they are
interested in is limiting their own
contribution.

Secondly, they want decision-making
power over their own citizens, their own
territory. For example, they want people to
do their military service in their own repub-
lic, people sentenced to prison terms to
serve them there, and so on. They also have
several demands about the restrictions, on
use of the national language or concerning
national traditions and symbols, such as the
long-banned flag of independent Estonia.
In Brezhnev’s time, you could be sentenced
to prison just for possessing this flag. To-
day, it is officially recognized as the second
flag of the republic.

The Estonians also want to cut down the
number of people moving to Estonia from
other regions. They want to establish some
sort of mechanism to defend themselves
against that, not by preventing people from
settling in the country but by establishing
Estonian language examinations for all
those who want to settle or work there.

However, Estonian is one of the hardest
languages in Europe. That makes it almost
impossible for those who want to settle in
Estonia to find work, this being dependent
on knowing the language. Moreover, a part
of the young Russians already in the coun-
try have to leave the country or learn the
language, since this system has already
been more or less accepted by the officials.

In fact, all this is not very democratic.
From the standpoint of socialists, or even of
Western democrats, this can seem a bit na-
tionalistic, if you make parallels with the
problem of immigrant workers in France.
But you have also to look at the other side
of the coin. France has a national state, a
strong economy and is one of the dominant
capitalist countries. That is one thing. The
situation of the Estonians, to whom Stalin
denied the right to have an independent
state, is something else.
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Many colonists were sent to assimilate
the Estonian nation, in a way against their
will. So, they have always been exploited
by the less developed parts of the country.
Their contribution to the budget has been
poorly used. They might have been able to
say, “Yes, we are paying too much, but this
has made it possible to develop Uzbekistan
or Azerbaidzhan.” But Azerbaidzhan's sit-
uation has worsened over the last ten years.

N But why don’t they formulate a de-
mand like “control over what these re-
sources are used for”?

No, they want to keep their resources for
themselves! I don’t agree with these de-
mands. I think that in the long term they are
very limited and reflect national egoism.
But you have to understand them, and this
is why we support the Estonian movement
on certain aspects of its program — be-
cause the Estonians have the right to self-
determination — without necessarily sup-
porting the movement itself.

This is not a homogeneous class move-
ment but a populist one, with a bureaucrat-
ic nationalist component. We have to work
with this movement, help it to become
more democratic, help the democratic ele-
ments to become more conscious, to estab-
lish their identity and probably to turn the
movement toward the left, toward more so-
cial, more socialist demands, as has already
happened in Armenia.

H To turn to another subject, it seems
that Pamyat, although it is very “Great
Russian” nationalist, is also trying to
address itself to these nationalist
movements.

Pamyat does not need a political pro-
gram. Saying “kill the Jews” is intended for
their specific audience. It does need an ide-
ology, an ideology distinguishing its acti-
vists from simple fascists, without however
forcing them to give up their more fascist
practices and ideological tendencies.

They have to say, “We are not fascists,”
but the most simplistic way to express this
is to say, “We are not Germans, therefore
we are not fascists.” On the other hand,
they have to use fascist democracy in their
daily practice. This is very similar to Le
Pen in France. Le Pen does not proclaim
himself a fascist, and if anyone calls him
that, he protests. So, Pamyat has its reasons
for arguing that it is not fascist. But its im-
portance should not be exaggerated.

Pamyat is supported by its bureaucratic
sympathizers, especially at the level of the
local apparatus, but not in the Central
Committee, except perhaps partially in Le-
ningrad. If this support did not exist, this
group would be less dangerous and less ac-
tive. For example, from August last year
until July this year it kept a low profile eve-
rywhere. It was only present when the left
raised its head. Pamyat was restructuring
itself, preparing for a new counteroffen-
sive, and it seems that they had astonishing
links with some official structures.

Now their network has been completed.

They are reappearing, but the situation has
become more complicated for them. People
understand that most of their slogans are
nothing but pure demagogy, that they offer
nothing concrete.

However, if the crisis develops further, if
a sort of new reactionary bloc arises, some
people may think of using Pamyat or some
of its elements. For example, in Kazakh-
stan, problems have broken out between
Kazakhs and the police, as well as squads
of Russian colonists organized by the po-
lice. These squads have been far more vio-
lent toward the local students than the
police themselves.

Having said this, the student rebellion in
Kazakhstan itself was very violent. It
seems, therefore, that in this case the Ka-
zakh fascists, the Kazakh extremists, Ka-
zakh nationalism, was in conflict with
Russian nationalism, both sides being in-
tolerant and cruel.! But imagine the situa-
tion if such squads were formed against the
Estonians, the Lithuanians, the Jews or the
Armenians, not necessarily in the republics
but in the border areas. In that event, the
Pamyat activists can be mobilized for polit-
ical objectives by forces outside Pamyat.
And that can only be very dangerous.

H Are you thinking about bureaucratic
forces?

Yes. I think that they are encouraging
Pamyat in their own interest, especially in
Leningrad, with the aim of countering a
growing left. This probably serves to pro-
mote clashes and incidents between the
two tendencies, which can later operate to
destroy both of them.

In the Moscow apparatus, a good number
of people are unhappy with Pamyat, while
it is trying to be more moderate and not
provoke repression.

H | have often heard an analysis of
Pamyat by intellectuals, even on the
left, that the reason for its existence is
that there is not only a national ques-
tion of the other nationalities but also a
Russian question. Do you agree with
such a formulation?

I do agree with it, because this question
has in fact always existed. At the moment, I
am reading Klyuchevski, one of the main
historians of the nineteenth century. It
shows how the Russians were always ex-
ploited by the empire, more than any other
region of the country.

Stalin himself also behaved worse to-
ward the Russians than toward any other
nationality, except for certain [slamic peo-
ples or German exiles. Overall, the Stalin
regime was worse for the Russians than for
many other peoples.

M In what sense?

Because more Russians were killed. The
collectivization was more horrible than in
any other region of the country. The Rus-
sians have never gained any real privilege
from being the dominant nation of the em-
pire, either under the Czarist regime or that

of Stalin, nor under Brezhnev. Russia is a
nation that has never had privileges.

M But there has been Russification of
the other nations.

Yes, but what has happened? For exam-
ple, the Russians who go to settle in Ka-
zakhstan are sent there to Russify the
country. But at the same time, all the good
jobs, even in the nomenklatura, are re-
served for Kazakhs and the Russians can-
not have access to them. Many Russians
have gone to Estonia, for example, but all
as unskilled workers, and their average
wages are lower than those of the natives.
There is a Russification tendency. But the
Russians were discriminated against in the
very republics that they Russified.

H It has been said that even If formally
the important posts were for represen-
tatives of the local populations, the real
power was in the hands of the
Russians.

No, that is not true. Many natives belong
to pro-Moscow groups. In Estonia there are
problems between the real natives and the
Estonians coming from Russia, while the
Russians, in a way, are out of the game.
Some Estonians are not able to speak the
language correctly, but they still hold key
posts.

The Russians in the national republics are
both subjects of domination and objects of
discrimination, this is dialectical. I am not
talking about the bureaucrats but about the
many Russian workers who have settled in
these regions.

You cannot compare the position of the
Russians as the dominant nation in their
empire in the nineteenth century, and the
position of the Russians as the dominant
nation in Soviet Russia, with that of the
English or French in their empires. The dif-
ference is enormous.

Take the standpoint of Klyuchevski. He
considered the Russians the victims of this
empire. The stronger the state was, the
weaker were the people. That is where the
Russian national question arises. But Pam-
yat’s solutions are not serious. Just saying
“kill the Jews,” or “Russians first,” or
“there is a Masonic conspiracy” is a sort of
fictitious response to the problem.

In order to make the Russians more pros-
perous, more democracy is needed, more
rights, social change. I don’t think that the
Russians are interested by this nationalist
demagogy. Moscow is not very typical. It
has practically no working-class tradition,
no working-class culture. There is only the
bureaucracy. In the country’s industrial re-
gions, Pamyat has less influence. They
[Pamyat] think that Moscow is the place
where they have the most opportunities.
But in the country as a whole, the Russian
masses are not as nationalistic as Pamyat
would like. %

1. On Soviet press treatment of the Kazakh problem,
see “Pravda since the Central Committee plenum,” /V
116, March 23, 1987.
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Perestroika meets Soviet art:

Sale of
the
century

THE SWISS financial daily,
which regularly publishes a
magazine for investments in
ant, sparkles with irony — like
the gleam in the eye of a child
who has played a trick on
someone. In Moscow on July
7, the flower of international
art brokers, Sotheby’s,
organized the first auction of
work by Soviet artists: 18
works from the 1920s and
100 others by 29
contemporary artists. Special
flights came in from New
York, London and Zurich for
the event, a reception and
visits to what have been until
now clandestine studios.

MICHEL THEVENAZ

T THE HEAD of this veritable

safari was Simon de Pury from

Geneva, a Sotheby’s auctioneer,

He was previously the curator of
the big Thyssen-Bornemisza private collec-
tion, which has just finished putting on the
Lugano exhibition entitled “The revolu-
tionary art of Soviet museums, 1910-
1930". It is certainly ironic, this mixing of
blue-blooded aristocrats with “new style”
Gorbachevite bureaucrats for the purpose
of running off with yesterday’s revolution-
ary art and the today’s dissident art!

The apparatchiks, won over to “reforms”,
have not been outdone in this affair. The
Sotheby’s sale, whose works can be export-
ed tax-free, has supplied hard currency for
the tills of the Soviet state, which still
smothers and suffocates many artistic de-
velopments. Artists despised under Brezh-

nev find that their talents are now being

praised, but they still only get the smallest
share of the sale price. Obviously, it is the
financial aspect that shocks Kristina Pi-
wecki (see box p.16). She writes: “Only a
tiny sum in hard currency has been given to
the artists”.

Revolution liberated
creative potential

In 1922, when the Van Diemen gallery in
Berlin presented the young Russian artists
for the first time, Pevsner, Gabo, Tatlin, El
Lissitzki, Malevich and Rodchenko joined
Kandinsky in the world of modern art.! The
Russian revolution liberated a creative po-
tential on which contemporary art has been
largely dependent: Kandinsky's teaching;
the thoughts of Pevsner (who settled very
early in the West) on art and architecture in
the industrial era; and the Russian con-
structivists’ studies (which influenced Le
Corbusier, Mondrian and so on). All these
influences have become part of the cultural
inheritance of international modern art.
Soviet art experiments in the 1920s? sought
to create a new representational language
for a world that the revolution had putin a
new light, both socially and through the
sudden entry of industrial techniques into
this, mainly peasant, society.

This is not the case today. In the era of
perestroika and glasnost, new art has seen
hardly any change in its marginalized stat-
us in Soviet society. Stalin condemned it to
hell, Khrushchev threw it to the lions, and
Brezhnev pushed it into internal or external

“The picnic” by Oskar abln, c. 70 —_

the herring wrapped in Pravda was
evidence for the authorities of the
artist's anti-Sovietism (DR)

exile.? As for Gorbachev, he is throwing it
onto the market. He understands the finan-
cial (and diplomatic) value of this “cultural
inheritance”, denigrated by his predeces-
sors, which Western collectors have fought
over for 70 years! For all this, avant-garde
art has still not found the place in its own
country that it held briefly at the beginning
of the revolution.

Since Stalin, bourgeois collectors have
been smart enough to appropriate this cul-
tural heritage, which decorates the salons,
galleries and museums of Europe and
America. The repression suffered by 1920s
art is behind the high value of the market
where Baron Thyssen has spun his webs,
notably with the help of his blue-blooded

aristocratic Swiss curator, Simon de Pury.

De Pury is not just a connoisseur of Mos-

1. Kandinsky is of Russian origin. One of the creators
of abstract art (in 1912), he had already worked at
Blaue Reiter in Munich with Klee before retuming to
Moscow. Later, he taught at the Bauhaus (which was
closed by Hitler), with Klee, Gropius and others.

2. Those reading French can find a passionate insight
into this, plus numerous bibliographical references, in
Changer la vie, changer la ville, by Anatole Kopp,
Collection 10/18, 1975.

3. The exhibition of dissident ant, called the Manége
(“Merry-go-round™), sounded the death knell of a timid
liberalization. The bureaucrats deliberately authorized
this exhibition in order to attack “decadent” art and the
liberalism of Khrushchev, who agreed with them. Read
his remarks in Karl Eimermacher’s study on post-war
Moscow art in the catalogue of the Je vis — je vois ex-
hibition, Kunstmuseum, Beme, 1988, p.182.
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cow art, but of any art that can be exported.
Used to flying to Moscow, he has been in
contact for a long time with “dissident” art-
ists (Kabakov, for example). He quickly
grasped the possibilities of the new mar-
kets opened to him and his bosses at Sothe-
by’s by perestroika — in other words, a
certain liberalization of exports and the
need for currency.

In the following passing remark, Kristina
Piwecki shows that the discovery of these
new Soviet “assets” certainly answers to
the needs of criteria other than that of art:
*“All this has an exotic charm for the jaded
appetites of the Western bourgeoisie”.
Their collections are already full, from Pi-
casso to Beuys, but their wallets are still
bulging and they are looking for invest-
ments. This “demand” creates as much an
attraction as the works themselves! The art
market is a form of investment where origi-
nality and rarity, combined with the search
for low-tax assets (safe investments), caus-

Advert for the state department store
Gum by Aleksandr Rodchenko, 1923

es incredible price rises. In a few days, art-
ists who were previously hounded or ig-
nored see their canvasses go for between
$32,000 and $73,000 (Ivan Chuikov and
Yankilevski according to Sotheby’s esti-
mate). At the same time, people are run-
ning off with works from the 1920s that are
still lying around in Moscow. A canvas by
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Aleksandr Rodchenko, that “fanatical com-
munist” 4 is valued at between $360,000
and $480,000!

Knowing the expert traditions — not to
mention the cunning — of Swiss financiers
with investments, it is not surprising to find
them in the front row of this cultural/
financial beanfeast. The “fashion” for new
Soviet art was set off by Erik Bulatov’s ex-
hibition in Zurich, followed this summer by
the exhibition Je vis — je vois ("I live — I
see”) at the Kuntsmuseum in Bern. This lat-
ter was a presentation of work by Moscow
artists in the 1980s. Auctioneers of the ilk
of Simon de Pury are not the only ones at
the origin of this “new popularity”. Cul-
tured Swiss diplomats are also in on the
act.

“A tragic ordeal for
Moscow artists”

Hailing “the return of the Russians to the
international artistic community”, Bertil
Galland® delighted in emphasizing the role
of ambassador Paul Jolles, who, when he
headed up Swiss external trade, “knew all
about Russian ‘clandestine’ art. He infected
successive Swiss diplomats in Moscow
with his passion, many of whom became
collectors.” It’s a sure bet that their diplo-
matic bags were not always full of just
documents....

In Moscow, this sudden entry into the
limelight is disorienting more than one art-
ist. The interesting catalogue of the Je vis
— je vois exhibition contains some inter-
views that point up this confusion. “The
uniqueness of the Moscow artistic world
has already been destroyed. We can no
longer return to the past, and the future is
unclear. The hour of temptation has ar-
rived. People are already appearing and of-
fering to buy up the harvest there and then.
Who will survive?” (Vadim Sacharov).

4. This term comes from Camille Gray, L' avant-garde
russe dans I'art moderne, L' Age d’'Homme, 1962, Rod-
chenko, along with Tatlin, belonged to a group called
“An in life”, revolutionary artists who wanted to incor-
porate modem techniques in order to change art and re-
concile it with the world of work.

5. 24 Heures, July 30-August 1, 1988.
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“Some artists — we know who they are
— are profiting from this situation to be-
come the ‘top artists’. I'm absolutely op-
posed to this....The new situation is a
tragic ordeal for us.” (Vladimir Yankilev-
ski). “On principle, I have never sold my
paintings. Because I think — and will al-
ways think — that those who start selling
begin at the same time to wonder if their
works will please others or not, whether
they will sell or not. It’s the beginning of
dependance.” (Irina Nachova.) “In the
commercial atmosphere that rules today,
relations between artists have become
strained. In the past, we discussed all the
time and visited each other. All that is over.
In this sense, this new situation is a bad
thing, above all for those of us who aren’t
used to it.” (Ivan Chuikov).

Perestroika: changing the
place of dissident art

Only Dmitri Prigov, a critical poet and
author of a series of works entitled “Glas-
nost” (pages of Pravda superimposed with
Gorbachev's reform slogans), admits to
feeling “very happy with the success, the
sales and the publicity”.

But it would be wrong to put down this
identity crisis only to the “temptations of
the market”. Perestroika is placing “dissi-
dent” art in a new context where it must
win back space for itself and, at the same
time, confront the public. Put under a sort
of house arrest by the bureaucrats of “so-
cialist realism”, it has developed — under
the pressure of events — a mentality that
Yevgeni Barabnov describes as follows in
his preface to the Je vis— je vois catalogue:

“In the absence of a normal artistic mi-
lieu and of a wide-ranging communication
between the artist and the public, both art-
ists and critics produce a particular type of
artistic activity, a system that is closed off
from the outside, internally stable like the
monads of Leibniz [a philosopher who
argued that the world could be split up into
totally isolated units, whose inter-relations
were just an illusion]. This is well-
illustrated by the meditative and internal-
ized scenes displayed in Bern, above all in
the case of the older generation of painters
such as Schwarzmann or Krasnopevtsev.
Take Schwarzmann's highly stylized fig-
ures, that he describes (not without a pro-
phetic presumption) as a new religious
language of which he is the guardian. Or
Krasnopevtsev, whose frozen still lifes in
the style of the cubists continue the classi-
cal language of the painter’s easel. Volkov,
from the youngest generation, follows this
tradition.

The generation who were 20 years old
between 1955 and 1965 under Khrushchev
(Bulatov, Faibissovich, Gorochovski, Yan-
kilevski, Kabakov, Chuikov, Vasilyev) —
precisely those who are selling at high pric-
es via Sotheby’s — take much livelier ap-
proaches. Often photography, montage and
type are used to examine the real and the
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imaginary, to expose their ambiguities — a
basically dialectical and profoundly realist
notion that the hacks of “socialist realism”
have never been able to tolerate. For exam-
ple, Faibissovich’s work, “That is the ques-
tion”, offers a startling image: a photo-
montage of a room where the patterns of
light take the form of a question mark.

Many obstacles remain
for Soviet art

These artists — influenced by the de-
bates on “socialist realism” initiated under
Khrushchev and by the discovery of West-
ern art (an exhibition of American art was
held in Moscow in 1959) — have often
also trained in the graphic arts or technical
drawing and have had to eam a living in
odd jobs as decorators or designers. They
no longer have the positive and new ap-
proach of technique that you find among
the artists of the 1920s, but they have taken
on board a lot of their formal language,
transforming it into a critical process. This
is much more realist and rich (something
that is not difficult) than the Stalinist eulo-
gies of a world “without contradictions™.

The youngest generation (Prigov, Orlov,
Lebedev, Bruskin, Sacharov, Svesdocho-
tov) also often come from graphic schools,
especially because “dissident™ art was par-
tially tolerated under Brezhnev in the
graphic arts section of the artists’ union.
But they embody a new spirit, a more re-
bellious one in terms of irony or means of
expression (collective actions and “hap-
penings”), and more independent from the
norms of traditional painting (using co-
loured objects and montages). Rejecting all
ideas of putting art onto a pedestal, some-
thing that he accuses his predecessors of,

Prigov explains that, “the artist is simply a
creator of cultures”.

This brief outline — of necessity very
schematic — shows something of the di-
versity of the approaches: from religious
idealism to objects of pop-art, Moscow pro-
duces everything — so much the better.
But even so, between the lines one can see
here the evolution of two or three genera-
tions of art and also of the whole of Soviet
society. In this regard, the less meditative
and internalized style of the young genera-
tion is revealing. In the post-war period, an
industrial and urban world, a technological
but also sadly reified one, developed in the
USSR. Its preoccupations began to mesh
with those of the capitalist world — includ-
ing in the area of representational
expression.

But what will art, artists and representa-
tional expression be like in this new Soviet
Union? How are these artists going to meet
their public? These questions remain unan-
swered after all the years that have gone by
in a “closed system”. But already there is a
danger that the market appropriation — or,
for the bureaucrats, the clearance sales —
of this culture may cut it off, once more,
from the Soviet society where it should
have its place.

Soviet art still has many obstacles to sur-
mount before it can reestablish itself — in
the Soviet Union, of course, but also in the
world at large. ¥

@ This article was first published inLa
Bréche, bi-monthly French-language
publication of the POS, Swiss section
of the Fourth International.

6. Je vis — je vois only showed ant from Moscow. It
goes without saying that this diversity must be much
greater across the whole of Soviet territory.
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IRELAND

Anniversary of civil rights
movement

The anniversary of the start of the
mass movement for civil rights, marked
by the march to Derry in October 1968,
has been an occasion for reflecting on
the experience of the twenty-year
struggle in Ireland. The following article

-from the October 13 issue of An Pho-

blacht, the paper of the Irish republican
movement, indicates some of the ideas
that are coming to the fore.

THE HIGHLIGHT of the Derry ‘68 Com-
mittee commemorative week's series of
debates, lectures and workshops was un-
doubtedly the forum on the theme 1968-
1988. The speakers, who each spoke on the
way forward after 20 years, included Gerry
Adams [president of Sinn Fein], Bernadette
McAliskey, Michael Farrell, Eamonn
McCann, Carol Coulter and John McAnul-
ty of People’s Democracy [Irish section of
the Fourth International].

Beginning the debate, Gerry Adams pro-
posed that the building of a mass move-
ment be formally put on the political
agenda in the coming year in the run-up to
the 20th anniversary of the re-introduction
of British troops to the streets of the Six
Counties. “The reason why conservatism in
this country is so powerful is because of the
failure to build a broad-based struggle
which could unite all of those people with a
stake in an Ireland of equality where the
people themselves would gain control.

“I would like to suggest that such a
movement be open, democratic, nationally
organized, transcending partition and
should have the capacity to fuse together
all of the disparate strands of discontent in
Ireland. We need to have not just a political
facet to such a struggle but a movement
that reflects our social, economic, cultural
and political positions, because imperial-
ism is social, economic and cultural as well
as political.

“T would argue that the central objective
of such a movement should be national
self-determination and that the demand for
national self-determination is capable of
driving a wedge between those who are
leaders of what is called ‘constitutional na-
tionalism’ and their supporters. We need to
show the contradictions between the rhe-
toric that the leaderships of ‘constitutional
nationalism’ use in order to placate their

grass roots and the action and practice.

“We have to spend time building a strug-
gle, and I would argue that the lessons of
the last 20 years show the potential for
building such a movement. A charter of
sorts such as the Freedom Charter of South
Africa must be built. The people must gov-
em. The people have the right to homes,
the people have the right to equality. And
the people who have the most to lose and
the most to gain — that’s people like us,
from Derry, Belfast, Dublin and Cork to-
gether — should be in the leadership of that
movement, fusing together one struggle
which will overthrow the conservative re-
gimes in both parts of Ireland and start an
irreversible thrust towards national self-
determination and socialism.”

Adams’ call was welcomed by all the
speakers on the platform in their speeches.
Eamonn McCann wanted to explore further
on what political basis such a movement
would be built. He felt that if the mass
movement was based solely upon the ex-
pulsion of the British and the realization of
national self-determination it would fall
into “all sorts of cul-de-sacs and traps”.
This theme was taken up by several of the
other speakers who pointed out the damage
that 60 years of neo-colonialist misrule had
done to people in the 26 Counties, to their
attitude to national unification and the une-
ven development in the experience of
struggle between people in the North and
South.

Carol Coulter said “the existing govern-
ment in the South has decimated the health
service, been responsible for the biggest
wave of emigration in 30 years, and has
stood idly by while a massive campaign
has been waged against women’s and trade
union rights. If this is going on and we are
proposing a national movement, what do
we do about these questions?”

Michael Farrell explained how, because
of the ferocity of the Orange backlash
against the civil rights struggle, the whole
energy of the anti-imperialist movement
was devoted for a long time to pure physi-
cal self-preservation. Consequently, class
issues and attempts to make links with the
Protestant working class were pushed off
the agenda.

“So far we have not achieved a type of
freedom which means anything to ordinary
working class people. We have only
achieved a type of paper freedom, a free-
dom of colours and flags. We have to put
socialism back on the agenda, so that when
we do come near our objective, we don’t

find that what we have achieved turns to
ashes in our hands.”

Bemadette McAliskey felt that the char-
ter Gerry Adams proposed should clearly
define what was meant by freedom.

“It must include the basic freedom of
women, the basic rights of workers and all
the basic rights which would of themselves
predetermine the type of society we are
struggling for.”

She said that she did not accept that pos-
ing national self-determination as the cen-
tral demand in this country, along with
clearly defining what we mean by the kind
of country we want to build, is, in the
present climate, a backward nationalist
demand.

“I believe it is a progressive demand that
can be related to the day-to-day living con-
ditions of the people in the problems they
are fighting.

“Not only can we, but we must, begin to
build a broad movement and a vehicle
which allows us to move together and to
move separately, and to raise the central
issues. Then we will be creating the con-
fidence and the beginnings of an alterna-

: ”
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GERMANY

Protests against the IMF

An interesting aspect of the recent anti-
IMF demonstrations in Berlin was coor-
dination between protesters in the East
Germany and West Germany. The fol-
lowing article from the September 29
issue of Sozialistiche Zeitung, the pa-
per of the United Soclalist Party, to
which West German Fourth Internation-
alists belong, describes this
development.

IN EAST GERMANY, you have to be in
the opposition in order to be able to make a
thoroughgoing criticism of the capitalist
world economic order. While “the capital
city Berlin,” in return for hard currency, de-
clared itself willing to work together with
the capitalist West and put its hotels at the
disposal of the bankers, opposition groups
decided to held a week of actions against
the IMF.

They began on Friday with a solidarity
concert. At the weekend, a seminar on a
*Just world economic order,” took place in
the Sophia church. It closed with a religious
service, in which 800 people participated.
A pilgrim’s march among several churches
was banned, as was a vigil in front of the
US embassy.

The 60 participants in the seminar, who
came from all over East Germany, criti-
cized the role of the IMF and World Bank,
which “organized poverty for the peoples.”
They had invited representatives of the lib-
eration movements and experts from the
East bloc countries. The latter, many of
whom were university professors, ex-
pressed a position close to the government
— the IMF and the World Bank were “ob-
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jective technical enforcers” of a world eco-
nomic order that for the moment could be
superceded. Moreover, the developing
countries had no chance to take a socialist
road. Radical criticism of the IMF was,
therefore, “Luddism.”

This was not an ideological dispute. The
debate was potentially explosive for the
Eastern countries, since the participants
criticized countries like Poland, Hungary,
Romania, Yugoslavia, China (all members
of the IMF, and entry of USSR is also be-
ing discussed), which are trying to escape
from economic bungling by reintroducing
a market economy. Instead of this, the par-
ticipants demanded that the “countries of
actually existing socialism” offer proposals
for a world economic order based on
solidarity.

Likewise, they expressed criticism of the
reform course in the Soviet Union and de-
manded that control of the social means of
production in “actually existing socialism”
be fundamentally transformed on the basis
of socialist planned economy (*democracy
of workers’ councils with self-
management”).

The organizers drew up the following
statement: “We oppose the capitalist social
system, along with its laws and institutions,
which currently govern the world econom-
ic order. This system is based on exploita-
tion, and widens the gap between the poor
and the rich. We oppose also the structures
in the countries of actually existing social-
ism, which expose the peoples of this part
of the world to the effects of the capitalist
world economy, and prevent the develop-
ment of alternative international economic
relations.

“We have common interests, but we are
very well aware of the fact that achieving
these interests in East and West poses quite
different tasks. We firmly oppose any at-
tempt to falsely present our criticism of our
own system as advocacy of the other.” ¥

INTERNATIONAL

Symposium on Bukharin

BETWEEN October 10 and 13 an interna-
tional symposium was held on the thought
of Nikolai Bukharin in Wuppertal, West
Germany, under the auspices of the town’s
university. It was an exceptional event,
first of all because of its composition. The
hundred or so academics present brought
together official representatives from the
Soviet Union, such as Professor V.A. Kos-
lov from the Marxist-Leninist Institute, as
well as from “informal” groupings. Chi-
nese scholars were present, including the
director-on-leave of the Peking Institute of
Marxism-Leninism/Mao Zedong Thought,
Professor Su Shaozhi. Also at the sympo-
sium were important experts on the Soviet
Union fromn Britain, America, France, Ita-
ly, Scandinavia, Germany, Portugal and
Austria. These included Professor Moshe
Lewin, Theodore Shanin, Sidney Heitman
and Michal Reiman.

In addition there were representatives of
the Prague Spring; scholars from Yugo-
slavia, Hungary and Bulgaria; leaders of
the DKP (West German Communist Party)
and left wing social democrats from West
Germany and Britain; Bukharin’s daugh-
ter, Dr. Gurvich-Bukharina; and several
representatives from the revolutionary
Marxist current, including Pierre Broué
and Emest Mandel.

The event was also extraordinary be-
cause of the freedom and tolerance of the
discussions, with all points of view being
expressed without no exceptions. All the
aspects of Bukharin's activity were exam-
ined objectively and critically, with no sa-
cred cows and no reticence about pointing
up the contradictions of his thought and po-
litical action.

It would be no exaggeration to say that
such a clash of different opinions, with So-
viet and Chinese scholars freely discussing
with each other and often at loggerheads,
and with the participation of Trotskyists
and left social democrats, would have been
impossible in at least the last 60 years, if
not longer. It is a measure of the progress
— certainly still too limited to the academ-
ic/intellectual sphere — of workers’ de-
mocracy and scientific freedom achieved
on an international scale over the past few
years.

Towards the end of the symposium, we
proposed that a similar event be held soon
on the thought of Leon Trotsky, a proposal
that was warmly applauded by the hall.

The high scientific level of the contribu-
tions, whether specialized or generalized,
also made this an exceptional meeting.
New information came to light on Bukhar-
in’s writings: an until now unknown ex-
change of letters between Lenin and
Bukharin; equally unknown aspects of his
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activity at the head of the Comintern; some
of his little known criticisms, written in Ae-
sopian language, of the Stalin regime dur-
ing the last years of his life. Some
interesting exchanges and discussions took
place touching the work of Bukharin as a
philosopher (and notably his relations with
Bogdanov), and his intervention in the liter-
ary debates of the 1920s and 1930s.

But the discussion, inevitably, centred
around Bukharin's conception of the New
Economic Policy and the relations between
the market economy and planned economy,
or more exactly the place of market mecha-
nisms in building socialism. Here also, the
very rich debates were entirely unrestricted,
in spite of the pressure of historical and ex-
istentialist pressure that incontestably bore
down on the participants from the post-
capitalist countries.

In fact, between them, those at the sym-
posium represented hundreds of years in
Nazi concentration camps, in Stalin’s gu-
lags, in the jails of the “cultural revolution”
and in imperialist prisons. In a way, they
also represented the survivors of the wave
of demoralization/privatization after May
*68 (or, more precisely, after 1975) — in-
cluding on a more modest scale young
people.

In these conditions, it is even more re-
markable that the prevailing spirit among
the overwhelming majority of participants
was turned towards the future and not the
Ppast, optimistic in terms of the possibilities
for human progress. And a good number of
those at the symposium were optimistic
about a socialist future for humanity too.

The symposium’s organizers should be
thanked — in particular comrade Theodore
Bergmann, an ex-militant of the Brandler
group in Germany — for having made such
an exceptional event possible.
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Zhao Ziyang’s new clothes — li

THE DILEMMAS of the economic reform International Viewpoint, centered on the
proposed by the liberal wing of the Chinese factional struggle between the liberal and
bureaucracy are the focus of the following conservative wings of the party.

article.

The first part, published in the lastissue of A MARAVER

HE HIGH POINT in the eco-

nomic reform debate in the Chi-

nese Communist Party (CCP)

came during the Third Plenum of
the Twelfth Central Committee, which ap-
proved “the decision on reform of the eco-
nomic structures,” and the National Party
Conference in September 1985, which
elaborated the lines of the Seventh Five-
Year Plan for 1986-90.

In both cases, despite the conservative
faction’s opposition and bias, the reform
line managed to provide a new vision of the
functioning of a socialist economy,
summed up by the formula of a “socialist
market economy” and a development strat-
egy calling for 7% annual growth rates.

Subsequently, in 1986-87, some bottle-
necks began to turn up in specific indus-
tries (energy and transport, among others).
Additional problems were a much larger
budget deficit than expected, inflation aris-
ing from the “scissors crisis” between the
towns and countryside and a reduction of
foreign investment.

All this, on top of the social tensions and
the political struggle among party factions,
forced the government to re-orient the first
stage of the five-year plan by applying an
austerity program and structural reforms.
The stress was put, as Zhao Ziyang ex-
plained during the Fifth Session of the
Sixth People’s Assembly, on a domestic
macro-economic balance.

A planned socialist
market economy

The report to the Thirteenth Congress re-
capitulated and extended the fundamental
aspects of the two documents, trying to set
down the elements of correction necessary
for the 1986-87 phase of adjustment. Here
it should be remembered that the economic
policy was supposed to be determined by
the real state of the productive forces in the
first stage of socialism and that its objec-
tive was “to promote the development of
the socialist economy.”

The concept of the “planned socialist
market economy” calls for the following:
Starting out from the existence of a social-
ist property sector planned by the workers’
state, to develop the market as a form of in-
tegrating economic sectors with different

property forms (state, cooperative, individ-
ual) so that the influence and hegemony of
the state sector can shape the entire econo-
my through utilizing the market mecha-
nisms and the “law of value.”

The development of a market economy
involves a substantial advance with respect
to the overall weight of the subsistence
economy in the GNP. However, in the re-
formers’ conceptions, its importance goes
beyond this. According to the theories of
the economist Sun Yefang, the expansion
of the market, through the workings of the
law of value, makes possible economic cal-
culations and planning itself.

The planned market economy is differen-
tiated from capitalism — which the econo-
mist Liu Guogang calls “the anarchic
market economy” — by the collective
ownership of the means of production and
the possibility for planning based on this
predominant sector of the economy.

In a socialist economy, “it is up to the
state to regulate the market, and the market
in its turn must orient the enterprises.” The
regulating mechanisms must be macro-
economic, legal and administrative, avoid-
ing bureaucratic intervention through im-
posed plans worked out at the top.

For the reform of the present structure,
six priority tasks have been outlined:

1) Changing the mechanism for manag-
ing enterprises in accordance with the prin-
ciple of separating the right of ownership
from the right of management. This in-
volves conferring real autonomy and real
responsibility for profit and loss. The con-
crete form will depend on the characteris-
tics of the enterprise. But the relations
between the state and the specific compa-
nies will always be defined by contract or

other binding legal agreements.

The workers are invited to participate
democratically in the running of the enter-
prises, although the report is very vague
about this, even by comparison with the de-
cision of the Third Plenum of the Twelfth
Central Committee.! The factory managers
will be chosen on the basis of merit through
competition, and a system of responsibility
will be applied to them according the re-
sults obtained by the enterprises.

Obtaining investment funds by issuing
stock is to be accompanied by forms of par-
ticipation of the stockholders in the man-
agement councils, whether this involves the
state, financial institutions, other enterpris-
es or individuals.

Expanding the
market

2) Developing horizontal economic asso-
ciation among the enterprises in such a way
as to speed up the circulation of the factors
of production. This is to involve voluntary
formation of cartels, inter-enterprise re-
search centers and a general advance in the
division of labor.

3) Expanding the market from consumer
goods to producers’ goods, services, real
estate and so on. The first step is to be re-
forming the system of prices parallel to that
of wages, assuring that the standard of liv-
ing of the population is maintained and
raised.

4) Perfecting the state’s capacities for in-

1. “At the same time as the system of personal respon-
sibility of factory managers is set up, it is necessary to
perfect the system of workers’ and clerks’ councils, as
well as the system of democratic administration in its
various forms. This is needed to give full value to the
functions and role of the unions and workers’ and
clerks’ delegates in examining all important decisions
in the plants, in monitoring the work of managers and
in safeguarding the legitimate rights and interests of the
workers and clerks, thereby concretizing the role of the
working class as the leading force in this country.”
(Decision of the Central Committee on the Reform of
the Economic Structure.)

The organization of Workers® Congresses has been
very uneven throughout China. In part, the rebuilding
of the unions after the Cultural Revolution was de-
signed to create a social base of support for the alliance
that stopped the Gang of the Four, which had a very ac-
tive presence in the unions, by relying on a certain
workers' aristocracy and reinforcing their role as a par-
ty transmission belt. (See Trade Unions in China, Lee
Lai To, Singapore University Press, 1985.)
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direct macro-economic regulation, with the
objective of maintaining a balance between
overall supply and demand. The banking
system has to assume a central role. The
same goes for the creation of a structure for
overseeing and collecting taxes as mecha-
nisms of state intervention and distributing
investment funds. Also projected is the
drawing up and refinement of economic
legislation and the judicial system. The
state will retain direct responsibility in a
series of public works and key industrial
projects.

A legal framework for
foreign investment

5) Maintaining and promoting the vari-
ous types of ownership on the basis of the
predominance of the socialist sector. The
weak socialization of production requires a
combined development of all forms of
ownership, including a private sector with
wage labor operating on the basis of a legal
code, In the same way, it is necessary to of-
fer a legal framework for foreign invest-
ment that will make such investment
attractive internationally.

6) Diversifying the forms of remunera-
tion, with the predominant formula of “to
each according to their work.” The appear-
ance of dividends and interest has to be
regulated so that the more rapid enrichment
of a section of the population will not
create excessive inequalities. Such inequal-
ities must be corrected by the state. But the
present problem is not “egalitarianism” and
the theory of the “iron rice bowl,” which
prevent the operation of material stimuli.
Indispensable in this framework are the
fight against inflation and a balance be-
tween consumption and production, link-
ing wage increases to real rises in
production.

Likewise, the report pointed up the im-
portance of the psychological climate. The
reform was being carried out in a difficult
context of readjustment, which required re-
viving the enthusiasm of the population but
also a slower advance than that foreseen in
1984, following a tactic of cautious consol-
idation. In this respect, the major conserva-
tive criticism of the reform project has been
incorporated, and this reflects its influence
in the general balance sheet of the January
1987 crisis.

As regards the development strategy and
the obstacles that the Seventh Five Year
Plan has encountered, the report pointed
with satisfaction to the successes of the first
stage of the reform. This stage led to a dou-
bling of the GNP in 1980, making it possi-
ble to meet the population’s basic needs.
The objective today is to double the GNP
again in the year 2,000, as a starting point
for reaching the level of the “moderately
developed” countries in the following fifty
years.

In the present stage, the most pressing
problem is the low profitability of the enter-
prises — unlike agriculture — and the scar-

city of natural resources and investment
funds. This is why it is essential to re-orient
the production model toward intensive
rather than extensive development. The
following three aspects are fundamental:

® Giving priority to developing and ap-
plying science and technology and adjust-
ing the educational system to them. At the
same time, it is necessary to keep an eye on
the rapid changes of the scientific and tech-
nical revolution and China’s need to be-
come integrated into this process.

@ Maintaining a general macro-economic
balance, avoiding sectoral bottlenecks and
applying the policy of structural reform. It
was necessary to take into account the large
population migrations from the countryside
to the cities that will occur in the coming
years, and the need for rapid development
of light industry and the consumer sector,
without delaying investment in the basic
industries and the infrastructure. .

To avoid foreign debt stemming from
imports of sophisticated products and tech-
nology transfers, it was essential to pro-
mote a dynamic export sector. Along with
this orientation, which is centered geo-
graphically on the eastern part of the coun-
try, the existence of a large domestic
market required developing, on a different
technological basis, the industrial structure
set up in the 1950s and 1960s thanks to So-
viet aid in the central and western regions.

For an indefinite time, the foundation of
sustained growth for the country’s econo-
my as a whole will continue to be agricul-
ture. Along with this, there will be the
development of small industries in the rural
areas and a perfecting of the system of fam-
ily responsibility that has brought such
good results up until now.

® Extending the open door policy and the

Chinese economy's relations with the
world economy; seeking to increase cur-
rency reserves and rationalize imports poli-
cy so as to help introduce high technology.
There was not, however, any balance sheet
of the special economic zones (free-trade

zones), whose results have been far from
what was expected when they were set up.

Finally, the report referred to the policy
of population control, whose maintenance
is a precondition for any other economic
policy, and the need for taking into consid-
eration ecological problems in develop-
ment planning.

The objective of the political reform, ac-
cording to the report, was to “forge a still
higher and more effective democracy” than
that of the developed capitalist countries.
However, this does not mean copying such
countries’ political model, “separating the
three branches and governing with an alter-
nation of various parties,” but rather “per-
fecting socialist democracy and legality
and trying to eliminate manifestations of
bureaucratism and influences of feudal-
ism.” And the starting point for this was the
people’s democratic dictatorship with its
system of People’s Assemblies, coopera-
tive conferences and consultation with the
democratic parties and personalities under
the leadership of the CCP, with the applica-
tion of democratic centralism.

Separating the party from
the state administration

This was “a gradual process of slow accu-
mulation,” the precondition for which was
“‘a political and social climate of stability.”
By no means should there be any “practic-
ing of ‘grand-style democracy,” which
would undermine state legality and social
stability.” The immediate objective was “to
create a leadership structure favorable to in-
creasing efficiency, which would serve to
increase vitality and make it possible to ac-
tivate initiative in the various sectors.”

Later, the report went on to list seven
measures for introducing the reform:

1) To separate the party from the state ad-
ministration. It was considered that this was
the most important point of the political re-
form. “The party leadership is a political
leadership, reinforced by the cadres ap-
pointed to important posts in the organs of
state power. The main form by which the
party exercises its political leadership is by

-converting its principles, through legal pro-

cedures, into the will of state.”

To assure a separation of functions, “no
party committee will any longer have a sec-
retary or permanent member engaging ex-
clusively in government work without
having a governmental post.” Likewise, it
was necessary to “dissolve the party lead-
ing groups in the various state depart-
ments,” and the disciplinary commissions
should cease to concern themselves with
infractions of the law or administrative er-
rors. The objective was not only to form a
modern state apparatus but to reinforce the
capacity for social leadership of the party,
which “must devote itself to its own
construction.”

2) To decentralize the government by
transferring powers to lower bodies. Be-
cause of the scarcity of cadres, the party
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and the state had concentrated decision
making powers at the higher levels, “be-
coming bogged down in routine” and re-
stricting the “autonomy of the ranks and
the initiative of the popular masses.” The
general principle was not to keep anything
in a higher body that couldbe transferred to
and resolved in a lower one.

3) To reform the state administration.
“For economic and socio-historical rea-
sons, it is necessary to extend our struggle
against the bureaucracy.” The political
twists and turns since 1949 and the confu-
sion between the party and state had made
the Chinese administration into a labyrinth,
with which any similarity to a modemn state
was pure coincidence. The fundamental
objective was to create a capacity for indi-
rect intervention into the country's eco-
nomic system through readjustments in
personnel and functions by means of a plan
worked out by the State Council, to be ap-
proved by the first session of the Seventh
National People’s Assembly.

4) To create a body of technical function-
aries as the axis of a reform of cadres and
personnel. The state functionaries are pres-
ently assigned by the party’s Personnel De-
partment to the various levels, under the
title of “‘state cadres.” Separation between
the party and state requires “‘establishing
instead a scientific system of organized ad-
ministration” in accordance with a specific
law on this question.

A system of consultation
and dialogue

The functionaries may be political or
technical. In the first case, they will be pro-
posed and monitored by the party and
elected by the People’s Assemblies. In the
second, they will be recruited through com-
petition, in accordance with the law, and
promoted in accordance with their profes-
sional performance.

5) To set up a system of consultation and
dialogue for the society. In order to stimu-
late activity by the population and make
possible efficient and informed leadership
by the leading bodies, it was necessary to
“to give a more open character to the activ-
ities of the leading bodies, inform the peo-
ple of important issues and give them a
chance to discuss questions of a higher
interest.”

6) To democratize the mass political in-
stitutions. To improve the electoral system,
starting from the 1979 law and its reform in
1986, “respecting the will of the voters and
guaranteeing them some room for choice.”
In the various Assemblies, “the proportion-
al division has not contributed to interpret-
ing the will of the electorate.” So that the
candidates could be more representative,
“the system of elections by zone can be
complemented by one of election by social
sectors and other categories.”

In this way, the People’s Assemblies
should find their role reinforced, as well as
their functions of adopting laws and super-

vising their implementation. Likewise,
voices had been raised in favor of a greater
political role for the democratic parties and
the Political Consultative Conference
“under the leadership of the Communist
Party.”

The unions, the Youth and the Women’s
Federation were called upon to “act inde-
pendently” so that “at the same time as they
defend the general interests of the entire
people, they can better understand and de-
fend the specific interests of the masses
they represent.” In order to achieve this,
they had to gain the confidence of the ranks
and “cease to act like bureaucrats and ad-
ministrative bodies.”

7) To build socialist legality, “there have
to be laws that can be referred to in all areas
of our country’s political, economic and
social life, as well as at every link in the de-
mocracy and the dictatorship, which are
observed, which are strictly applied, and
any infraction of which is punished.”

In a country without any cultural tradi-
tion of legislation, where the emphasis has
always been put on social cohesion and
consensus— something that has been en-
forced by the party intervening directly in
the running of the state — formulating any
legal system is already defining a project
for constructing the state, as well as a new
conception of the society as a framework in
which conflicts develop that can be regu-
lated at all levels.

Consolidation and
rectification campaign

Although these measures have a limited
character, they are considered the “founda-
tions” of a gradual development of socialist
democracy and “an underlying guarantee”
for preventing a repetition of the “Great
Cultural Revolution” and of lasting peace
and stability in the country.

The party’s consolidation and rectifica-
tion campaign has been an arena in which
the reform policy has had great difficulty
advancing. The report sums up the axes of
the new period opened by the Thirteenth
Congress, during which the central task as-

signed to the party apparatus is to build
itself.

The first of these axes is political homo-
genization of the activists around the theses
adopted in order in practice to reduce the
play of internal factionalism over the inter-
pretation of the reform program, especially
as regards the tempo of its application. Li
Peng recognized this at the congress.

The second axis is the policy of rejuve-
nating the cadres, in which notable progress
was made. From the Twelfth Congress in
1982 to the National Conference in 1985,
581 of the 656 civilian cadres in the prov-
inces have reportedly been removed. The
average age of the new leaders is supposed
1o be 53.

“Alliance of three
generations”

In fact, the “alliance of three generations™
slogan has operated only at the level of the
central leadership, where the factional bal-
ance is probably harder to maintain. At the
provincial level, the replacement of the
“revolutionary generation” and the “perse-
cuted generation” has been conducted at a
faster tempo than during the roughest years
of the Cultural Revolution. Its most imme-
diate effect has been a “technocratization”
of the cadres, of whom 52% now have a
university education.

The struggle against bureaucratism, ne-
potism, abuses of power and corruption —
vices said to be caused “by the position of
our party as a party of government, which
has a certain tendency to become divorced
from the masses” — was another central
task, according to the report, and had to be
a feature of Communist morality in the per-
iod of the reform. In response to the argu-
ment used by the conservatives, it was
stressed that applying these political reform
measures, especially reinforcing socialist
legality, would reduce these negative
phenomena.

The purges, criticisms and self-criticisms
and other consequences of the constant fac-
tional struggles in the CCP, especially dur-
ing the “ten years of chaos,” have
developed an acute syndrome of insecurity
in the activists and cadres. Both the Twelfth
Congress and the recent one tried to estab-
lish the rules of “internal democracy” and
“collective leadership.”

The treatment of majorities and minori-
ties?, and the system of consultation be-
tween lower and higher bodies, has now
been reinforced by the requirement that the
Standing Committee account to the Politi-
cal Bureau and the latter to the Central
Committee, which is going to increase the

2. “The Twelfth Congress of the Chinese Communist
Party,” Lowell Dittmer, China Quarterly 93, May 1983.
When differences appear and there is large majority
and a small minority, the latter must yield but can ex-
press its positions and its protests through the proper
channels. If the majority is narrow, and the minority
large, the decision is to be delayed until a new discus-
sion and a broader consensus is achieved.
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number of its plenary sessions. New rules
are projected for the functioning of these
bodies and a two-round system for electing
candidates representing different options
by secret ballot for all the party’s
committees.

This is the method that was followed for
the election of the Central Committee by
the 1,959 delegates.? From the list of candi-
dates drawn up by a commission of the
congress, the delegates elected 173 names
by secret ballot, to which two others were
added for unknown reasons. This list of
175 candidates, as well as that of 110 can-
didate members, was then adopted
unanimously.

Only a third of the 175 members of the
new Central Committee belonged to the
CC that the Twelfth Congress elected in
1982. The 98 members out of the 210 who
made up the preceding CC that were not re-
elected belonged mostly to the “revolution-
ary generation” over 70 years of age who
supported Deng Xiaoping in his fight
against Hua Guofeng.

Reforms of leadership
structures

However, in order to assess the speed and
depth of the generational change between
the Twelfth and Thirteenth Central Com-
mittees, it is necessary to take account of
the resignations and cooptions made at the
Fourth Plenum of the Twelfth Central
Committee, which met a few days before
and a few days after the National Confer-
ence of September 1985. At that time, 64
full and candidate members cleared the
way for 91 new candidates, in accordance
with Deng Xiaoping's appeal for the old
generation to step down.

If you add to this the changes that have
occurred in the provincial leaderships and
the central apparatuses of the party and the
state, from which the majority of congress
delegates came, you get the impression that
the reform faction could have formed a rel-
ative majority by respecting regional pow-
er bases.

The Political Bureau elected by the Cen-
tral Committee at its first plenum had its
membership reduced from 20 to 17. Seven
new members were brought in thanks to the
departure of ten others. Those leaving in-
cluded the most important leaders of the
“revolutionary generation™ Deng Xiaop-
ing; the president of the People’s Republic,
Li Xiannian; and Chen Yun, who was in
the former Standing Committee along with
Zhao Ziyang and Hu Yaobang. Among
them also were the chair of the National
People’s Assembly, Peng Zhen, and the
conservative ideologue Hu Qiaomu.

The departure of other less well-known
national leaders should also be noted, such
as the vice-chair of the National People’s
Assembly, Xi Zhongxun; the director of
the Political Department of the People’s
Liberation Army (PLA), Yu Qiuli; the
chief of the PLA, Yang Dezhi; the chair of

the Science and Technology Commission,
Fanf Xi; and the chair of the trade-union
federation, Ni Zhifu.

Older leaders still
-active in public life

With the exception of the latter, the with-
drawal of these leaders from the Political
Bureau was justified by their advanced
ages, ranging from 71 to 85. This did not
mean, by the way, their disappearance
from public life or the end of their ideologi-
cal influence in the factional struggle. In
fact, Deng Xiaoping will remain the su-
preme arbiter in the party as chair of the
Military Commission. Chen Yun will hold
the chair of the Central Consultative Com-
mittee, where the conservatives will have a
de facto majority. And there is every indi-
cation that, despite his 85 years, Peng Zhen
will remain at the head of the National Peo-
ple’s Assembly.

Most of the new Political Bureau are
clearly reformers. Among them, there has
been a sharp reduction in the weight of
members from the National People’s As-
sembly and the old generation of the PLA.
A conservative nucleus remains, formed by
Li Peng, Qiao Shi, Yao Yilin and Song
Ping. It should be noted, in particular, that
Hu Yaobang remains in the Political Bu-
reau, despite being kicked out of the post of
general secretary during the January crisis.

The Standing Committee has undergone
radical changes. Of its five former mem-
bers, only Zhao Ziyang remains. The rise
of the “replacement generation” gives the
impression of filling one by one the open-
ings left by its predecessors — Yao Yilin in
place of Chen Yun, Hu Qili in place of Hu
Yaobang and Qiao Shi in place of Li Xian-
nian. In the cases of Li Peng and Deng, we
do not find such an exchange, which appar-
ently gives the conservatives a majority in
the leading body that oversees the party’s
day-to-day work.

The Secretariat, which is placed directly
under the direct control of the Political Bu-
reau, has had its members reduced from 10
to four. This has transformed it into a much
more flexible body, which is able to coor-

dinate the functioning of the other leading
bodies, and this has made possible a broad-
er sharing of political responsibility than in
the past.It is significant that it is headed by
Hu Qili, who was Hu Yaobang's crown
prince until the latter was removed, and is a
representative of the most liberal section of
the reformers.

Rui Xingwen, Shanghai party secretary,
also belongs to the reform faction, as well
as Yan Minfu, who has been responsible
for the policy of the United Front since
1985. The Secretariat’s fourth member is
Qiao Shi, head of the Discipline Commis-
sion, who gains the very important right to
intervene as a final authority, especially at
the provincial level, as shown by the con-
solidation campaign of recent years.

The relationship of forces between the
two factions is thus being restructured in a
complicated system of balancing among
the leading bodies. That explains the stress
put on a real collective functioning of the
leadership, with a greater political weight
for the Political Bureau. Although the latter
body was one of the standard-bearers of the
conservatives in the January crisis, it was
regained by the reformers.

The new rules announced by the congress
for the functioning of the leadership will be
fundamental for maintaining this dynamic
balance — a Standing Committee in which
the main conservative leaders will have to
take the responsibility, under the leadership
of General Secretary Zhao Ziyang, for the
day-to-day application of the policy
worked out by a Political Bureau with a
majority of reformers; a reformer Secretari-
at that will have to give impetus to the dy-
namic of this balance, with a Discipline
Commission, the final appeal, led by the
conservative Qiao Shi.

Real succession only
just beginning

It remains to be seen what role the Cen-
tral Consultative Committee will play.
Constitutionally, its chair, Chen Yun,
seems to be a counterweight to Deng
Xiaoping, but unlike the latter, he does not
enjoy collective, unanimous recognition as
the party’s supreme arbiter. From the chair
of the Military Commission, Deng can, at
the same time, personally direct the genera-
tional change in the army in favor of the
reformers.

The real succession is going to begin with
these results of the congress, because Zhao
Ziyang, at 68, is at best only going to have a
period of five years before the Fourteenth
Congress to exercise his mandate as gener-
al secretary. From this post and that of vice-

3, At the Twelfth Congress, the election of the CC was
done in the following way. There was an initial vote to
draw up a slate of candidates. On this basis, the Presid-
ing Committee proposed a second slate with ten more
names than the number of members to be elected. This
second slate in turn was voted on by the congress
through a computerized system that made it possible to
count the votes instantaneously.
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chair of the Military Commission, in view
of the foreseeable death of Deng, he will
have to assume the latter’s role as chief of
the reformer faction and the party’s arbiter.
Li Peng holds the chair of the State Council
and Hu Qili is emerging as a possible suc-
cessor to Zhao Ziyang.

These are only hypotheses that will have
to stand the severe test of a factional strug-
gle in the framework of the bureaucracy’s
different responses to the objective contra-
dictions and problems in applying the re-
form. This is, moreover, a bureaucracy
whose social base, owing to the turmoil of
the Cultural Revolution and generational
change, is still unstable.

It is foreseeable that, far from being con-
solidated, the dividing lines between the
factions and personal allegiances will un-
dergo important modifications in the “re-
placement generation.” The latter will be
affected more by its own problems than by
the ideological perspectives it has inherit-
ed, even if for some time its members will
have to lean on the leaders of the “revolu-
tionary generation,” who today have been
relegated to the background, in order to ad-
vance their individual positions in the
struggle for succession that has opened in
the party.

Bureaucracy far from
being consolidated

The regional power bases, and to a lesser
extent those in the army, will take on an -
creased importance in this context. Figures
such as Wan Li, Li Xiannian’s expected re-
placement as president of the republic, or
Qiao Shi, who may became Hu Qili’s con-
servative rival for the general secretaryship
at the Fourteenth Congress, are still far
from having demonstrated their potential in
the factional struggle.

In the press conference given at the end
of the Thirteenth Congress, Zhao Ziyang
warned foreign correspondents against a
temptation to interpret the Chinese political
situation as a clash between reformers and
conservatives. In a sense, this advice is val-
id, and will be so to a larger extent with the
generational change in the CCP.

As a social caste, the bureaucracy is far
from consolidated and stabilized. In no oth-
er section of the Chinese population is the
Cultural Revolution syndrome so patent.
This means at the same time that broad sec-
tors of the bureaucracy subordinate any dy-
namic of change or reform to consolidating
their place in society.

The reform faction’s economic and polit-
ical project is a program for transforming
Chinese society that, on the threshold of
the twenty-first century, will make it possi-
ble to consolidate the bureaucracy’s power.
With all its contradictions, this scheme ex-
presses the very nature of a social stratum
that in order to exist has to base itself on the
gains of the socialist revolution — whose
fruits are more evident today in China than
ever — while at the same time having to

politically expropriate the working class in
order to hang on to its privileges.

This bureaucracy is appealing for enthu-
siasm, mobilization and activity by broader
and broader sections of the population in
order to carry through the “Four Modemni-
zations,” at the same time as it divides
them, atomizes them and controls them in
the name of the “Four Principles.”

The Thirteenth Congress resolutions rep-
resent a vision of the future by the “enligh-
tened” bureaucracy, as the reform faction
considers itself to be. It is a project for so-
cial domination that makes the bureaucracy
into an arbiter of the conflicts among the
“special interests” to which the reform it-
self will inevitably give rise. Throughout
1987, it was building itself a social base
among the intellectuals who were re-
pressed by the Maoist left, the sections of
the working class employed in the state en-
terprises with the most modem technology,
the new industrial managers — who the
press call giyejia — and the immense sec-
tion of the peasantry that has profited from
the “system of family responsibility,”
achieving a very rapid increase in their
standard of living.

On the other hand, the conservatives lack
a general long-term political project, and
reflect in particular the Cultural Revolution
syndrome from which the entire bureaucra-
cy suffers. Peng Zhen, one of the first to be
purged in those “ten years of chaos,” has
been able, from a platform offered by the
PLA, to give a positive form to these fears
by advocating a system of “socialist de-
mocracy and legality” that would establish
the rules of the game in order to prevent a
repetition of the past. But it is not by
chance that at the same time he was the
conservative spokesman in the January
1987 crisis.

The conservative faction has sought so-
cial support in the intermediate bureaucra-
cy, especially in the provinces, which is
threatened by the generational change or
has to resolve the contradictions created by
the reform, in particular the social con-
flicts, with means that do not permit it to
play an arbiter’s role. It has also sought
support here and there among sections of

workers who have found themselves de-
skilled by the new division of labor or who
work under subcontracts in less productive
industries and, to a lesser extent, among
peasants in the less fertile regions.

In an underdeveloped country like China,
with 800 million peasants, the existence of
a national market, with varied forms of
ownership, is inevitable and necessary.
Recognizing this, in opposition to the dog-
matism of the Maoist left, is a giant ideo-
logical step forward. In China, the socialist
revolution has the advantage of having a
dominant public economic sector that of-
fers the possibility, through planning and
intervening in the market, of socially
orienting economic development as a
whole. This is why the question of who de-
cides on this orientation is so important.

Regardless of where it hits or misses the
theoretical mark, the reform faction’s fet-
ishization of the law of value in the “first
stage of socialism™ is a whole ideological
construction that is designed to explain the
growing social inequalities, the economic
division of China into an advanced region
in the east and a backward one in the center
and west, as well as the privileges of ad-
ministrators resulting from objective eco-
nomic laws, which the bureaucracy limits
itself to respecting.

The political reform is thus being con-
verted into a means of managing the inevit-
able social conflicts. It does not challenge
the political domination of the bureaucracy.
It makes possible maintaining a certain so-
cial consensus, enabling the bureaucracy to
mobilize the population in a controlled way
to achieve the objectives of the economic
reform. It is the basis of the second central
element of the reform program, its gradual-
ism, which establishes a direct relationship
between economic development and broa-
dening the democratic market.

The problem lies precisely in the search
for a median point of equilibrium between
opposing social interests. Up until now, the
urban population has oscillated, depending
on its own perspectives and interests, be-
tween the most total cynicism and indepen-
dent mobilization. And, as happened in
January 1987, this has divided the reform
faction itself.

Impact of the reforms on
agriculture

In the economic area, while the applica-
tion of the reform in the countryside has in
fact brought an extraordinary increase in
productivity — so much so that it merited a
cover story in a magazine as reactionary as
The Economist — this has produced a ma-
jor imbalance in the production of basic
food cereals.

In 1986, through the criticisms of Chen
Yun, an effort was made to increase agri-
cultural produce purchasing prices. A sys-
tem of contracts and mechanization credits
was introduced. The price of fertilizer for
these crops was cut, and the budget appro-
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priation for infrastructural projects in the
countryside was increased by 40%. The re-
sults pointed up the state’s capacity for in-
tervention, since the area under cultivation
increased by 2 million hectares, and the
harvest amounted to 391 tons, or 11 million
tons more than in 1985.

The combination of the austerity policy
in the cities and the increase in agricultural
productivity in 1985-86 affected agricultu-
ral prices in some sectors, increasing the
pressure for emigration on the rural indus-
trial nucleuses. The result is a big contra-
diction: Given the features of Chinese
agriculture, increasing productivity is pos-
sible in this phase only through mechaniza-
tion, and the precondition for this is the
transfer of labor from the rural areas to
small-scale industry.

In 1986, gross non-agricultural produc-
tion in the rural areas (industry, building,
transport and trade) grew by 22.3%, and al-
ready exceeded 46.9 % of the rural GNP.
But, on the other hand, the total power of
agricultural machinery increased only by
9.1%. The “scissors crisis” in rural-urban
exchange prices is go-

aspects of the urban industrial reform, will
have similar results. This explains the post-
ponement in 1986-87.

The most vexed, and therefore the most
dangerous question, however, is job securi-
ty and the restructuring of personnel. In
1983, 96.8% of the workforce came under
the category “workers with stable jobs.”
The Danwei, or work units, were actual mi-
cro-societies, responsible not only for the
production targets but also for providing
their members with housing, day-care cen-

ters, schools, social insurance and pensions.

A fundamental aspect of the reform has
been to to break the “iron rice bowl,” that is
to end job security and the immobility of
the workforce and replace it with a “system
of contract labor.”

The contracts specify the “responsibili-
ties, powers and advantages” of the work-
ers and the enterprises for a given length of
time, and their renewal depends on the
needs of the firms and the workers’ produc-
tivity. The work units’ social security sys-
tems have been passed into the hands of
workers’ insurance companies, which in

perienced workforce, advocated a threefold
system of stable jobs, as well as contract
and temporary labor. Each of these catego-
ries would enjoy benefits in accordance
with its status. In Jiang’s opinion, the con-
tract system involves a shift in power with-
in the enterprises in favor of the managers,
a fact that put its socialist character in
question.

The reform faction is aware of the danger
of social tension involved in applying the
new labor system. In 1980, in the Wuhan
steelworks, there was a first experience of
an independent trade-union nucleus show-
ing up. It was severely repressed. Through-
out the Thirteenth Congress, there were
repeated allusions to the need for a reform
of the unions, which embrace 80 million
workers, to make it possible to manage the
labor conflicts that will inevitably arise.

Along with reform of the trade unions,
the other axis of the reformers’ strategy is
dividing the working class by introducing
new categories that will de-skill a major
section of the Chinese workforce and ex-
pose it to unemployment.

This last aspect has

ing to be a sort of
Sword of Damocles
hanging over the head
of the reform faction,
along with the prob-
lems of inequality and
social assistance for the
most vulnerable sec-
tions of the population.

With respect to the
urban economy, the
state, in the name of a
strict application of the
“law of value,” has re-
sponded to the prob-
lems of maintaining the
general equilibrium, the
celebrated macro-

been essential in the an-
nual growth of the ur-
ban workforce by up to
8 million people. This
has created an unavoi-
dable clash between the
objective of raising
productivity through a
restructuring of person-
nel and averting the so-
cial consequences of
unemployment. Up un-
til now, the reform fac-
tion has chosen the first
option, and found no
other solution to the
second problem than
calling on people to

economic framework,
with a reluctance or even an unwillingness
to intervene with corrective measures. The
final result has been the general application
of an austerity policy, with calls for re-
launching the reform in specific sectors
through new investment. This stop-go pat-
tern has had important psychological ef-
fects on plant managers, without
eliminating the traditional bottlenecks in
energy and transport.

However, the two problems that most
worry the urban population are inflation
and the threat to job security. Early on in
the reform, wages were raised for political
reasons. Then, shortly afterward, they were
frozen and tied to real productivity per
worker and per enterprise.

The elimination of price control at the
end of 1984 touched off an explosion of in-
flation, and only the fall of agricultural
prices at the end of 1986 managed to bring
it down by a few points. But it is clear that
it remains at more than 10% a year, and the
only solution that has been found so far is
to cut wage costs. Any new advance of the
reform of the price system, one of the key

practice involves destroying the Danweis’
internal cohesion. In addition to the work-
ers hired under this new system, the enter-
prises can recruit temporary workers with
lower wages and benefits.

The application of this system since 1983
has given rise to important differences
within the bureaucracy itself, to say nothing
of the resistance put up by the workers. At
the Zhengzhou National Conference in
1984 on this question, four positions
emerged. Some were in favor of the imme-
diate application of a “socialist labor mar-
ket.” Others, like the minister of labor
himself, wanted a step-by-step application
of the labor-contract system to keep the re-
structuring from creating temporary unem-
ployment that would aggravate the already
grave jobs problem. Others defended the
old system of stable jobs, arguing that there
were other more important reasons for the
fall in productivity, and that it was an anti-
socialist measure.

Still others, such as the economist Jiang
Yimei, spokesperson of the big public en-
terprises that require a specialized and ex-

seek self-employment
and massive executions in the countryside
to suppress crime.

It will be Chinese cities, and not the .

countryside, that will be the new social fo-
cus of conflict in the coming period. As the
application of the urban industrial reform is
pursued, these conflicts will center on the
factories. In opposition to the reformed,
narrowly professional unions and the ad-
ministrators, the Workers’ Congresses,
whose prerogatives have been cut back
since the Third Plenum of the Twelfth Cen-
tral Committee, may become centers of
united resistance by the workers.

Whether or not the reform becomes a sec-
ond Long March will depend on the solu-
tions found for these conflicts of interest.
But only the massive mobilization of the
urban working class, a return to its alliance
with the peasantry through democratic con-
trol over planning and the state apparatus
and the full expansion of democratic free-
doms will enable it, as in 1949, to break
into the Forbidden City where the members
of the Central Committee today hold court
and live. %
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FOURTH INTERNATIONAL NEWS

WESTERN EUROPE

Women'’s liberation school

FOR THE FIRST time in its history, wom-
en from different sections of the Fourth In-
ternational have had an opportunity to get
together and discuss questions relating to
feminism at a school arranged around these
themes.

The school was primarily made up by
European comrades, but two Japanese
women were also able to participate. This
gathering made it possible to deepen our
debates over key questions of the day for
feminists, such as the significance for
women of new reproductive technologies;
the evolution of the family and the relation-
ship of these changes to the role of women
in the workforce and also violence against
women.

The school concluded with a more gener-
al debate on our orientation today in a situ-
ation where the feminist movement is far
less organized than in the past, and on what
we can do to contribute to changing the
situation.

Forty women from almost every country
in Europe living and talking together for
four days: everyone agreed it was a mem-
orable occasion and one to be repeated. Y

JAPAN

F1 members still In jail

TWO MEMBERS of the Revolutionary
Communist League (RCL), the Japanese
section of the Fourth International, who
were arrested in 1978 for their role in a pro-
test against the extension of the Narita air-
port are still in prison. Watada Kumeo and
Mayeda Michiko received respective sen-
tences of 12 and 10 years in prison.

The campaign against the destruction of
the peasant community of Sanrizuka in or-
der to make room for the Narita Airport
culminated in a sizeable demonstration on
March 26, 1978. More than a hundred peo-
ple were arrested and sentenced to a year in
prison. But the Japanese bourgeoisie chose
to focus on sixteen of the demonstrators
who had occupied a control tower, Of these
sixteen, twelve were members of the RCL.
Fourteen of them were condemned to
heavy sentences of from four to seven
years of prison and the last of these has just
been released. All of them resisted the
pressures put on them, and have become
active again. Only Watada and Mayeda re-
main in jail.

The Japanese state wanted to make an ex-
ample of someone. Despite the petition

campaign with over 130,000 signatures for
their freedom, it is keeping them in harsh
conditions at Fuchu prison in Tokyo and
Yokohama prison, often in isolation with-
out books or newspapers whenever they
are deemed to be disobeying the guards.
They only have the right to one visit a
month from no more than three family
members. A campaign was mounted to ex-
tend their visitation rights, and to allow
them to receive letters from non-family
members. It was taken up by the Kyuen
Renraku Center [a civil rights defense
group] and several university and trade un-
ion figures, but the state refused to back
down. In order to show its solidarity, the
RCL elected Watada to its Central Com-
mittee at its 1987 congress.

Meanwhile, the struggle against the air-
port continues. Today ecologist forces—
which grew enormously in Japan in the 80s
because of their opposition to the stagger-
ing program of installing nuclear power
plants — are also involving themselves.
Committees against food contamination
have linked up with the peasants of Sanri-
zuka and created cooperative stores. These
new militants are learning the history of the
earlier struggles. The government plans to
further extend the runways and buildings at
the airport and a new construction project
will be underway in 1989. Peasants and
their allies remain determined to fight this
new menace to their community and to the
Tokyo population’s environment.

Solidarity messages can be sent to the
Japanese section at the following address:
JRCL, Shinjidaisha, Shiba 5-13-17 Mina-
toku, Tokyo, Japan. ¥

WESTERN EUROPE

Auto-workers’ conference

AT THE INITIATIVE of the Fourth Inter-
national, a European conference of auto-
workers was held in Paris on October 15
and 16. It brought together delegations of

auto-workers from Austria, Belgium, the
Spanish state, France, Britain, Holland,
Germany and Sweden. A delegation made
up by members of the American SWP at-
tended as well.

At the beginning of October, cars were all
the rage in French current events, as there
was a huge auto show going on, and at the
same time one workshop in a Renault facto-
1y in Le Mans was on strike, paralyzing al-
most every Renault factory for days.

This is only a coincidence, since the con-
ference had been planned for this date for
over a year, but it serves to highlight the
themes which guided the weekend
gathering.

Despite the satisfied statements of French
manufacturers on television and in the
press, world competition between car mak-
ers, especially the Japanese and Americans,
is becoming more and more vicious as they
compete to win the European market, the
only market as yet unsaturated and solvent.
The restructuring of the last few years,
which has turned the industry upside down
and created enormous new profits, has not
run its course yet.

However, the struggle at Le Mans to in-
crease workers’ buying power shows the
vulnerability of the new organizational
methods in auto plants. The introduction of
the Japanese methods of fast tumover —
which keeps inventory levels very low —
makes strikes at different points of produc-
tion extremely effective since stock runs
out immediately.

In a context where, in spite of their con-
tinuing attacks, the bosses have not been
able to bring the workers to heel, the “Ja-
panization” of work methods leaves flaws
in the manufacturing process.

The conference provided a space for an
assessment of the breadth of attacks that
will continue in order to complete the re-
structuring of the industry at the world lev-
el. On the other hand, it also provided a
source of new hope for fight-backs, with an
exchange of experiences and information
and with an analysis of the weakness of the
organization of production due to the lack
of coordination.

More than ever, as the day of a European
single market draws near, and as interna-
tional car companies continue to consoli-
date themselves, the development of
international coordination and solidarity
becomes is essential. This conference was a
first step in that direction. ¥
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FOURTH INTERNATIONAL NEWS

UsSaA

Anniversary celebrations

TWO EVENTS have been held in recent
months in the United States to celebrate the
Fiftieth Anniversary of the Fourth
International.

The first was organized by Socialist Ac-
tion in San Francisco on August 6. Over
300 people heard leaders of the Fourth In-
ternational and representatives from revo-
lutionary movements throughout the world.
Speakers included Jeff Mackler, co-
National Secretary of Socialist Action;
Rosario Ibarra, presidential candidate for
the PRT, Mexican section of the FI and Ed-
gar Sanchez from the Political Committee
of the PRT; Zbigniew Kowalewski, a for-
mer leader of Solidamosc in Lodz and au-
thor of a book on the Polish upsurge of
1980-81, Give us back our factories; Saths
Cooper, former president of AZAPO, now
chair of the National Forum of South Afri-
ca; Evelyn Martinez from the National Net-
work in Solidarity with Nicaragua; and
Paul Siegel, co-chair of the Moscow Trials
Campaign Committee.

Giving greetings from the United Secre-
tariat of the FI, Claudio Mangani spoke
about the struggle to found the Fourth Inter-
national and the major changes taking place
today, notably in the USSR. He said, “The
Fourth International was founded by the
generation of the 1930s. The struggle to
build the FI is being continued today by a
new generation. Just recently, 700 young
people from around the world came togeth-
er at the FI summer camp in France. This is
the new generation that will guarantee the
continuity of the Fourth International.”
Greetings were also given to the event by a
number of sections and groups supporting
the FL

The commemoration of the anniversary
for the East Coast of the United States was
held in New York October 14-16. It was
sponsored by the Fourth Internationalist
Tendency (FIT) and the Fourth Internation-
al Caucus of Solidarity (FIC). The program
included forums on “Trotskyism in Ameri-
ca,” “The Soviet Union today,” “National
liberation and socialist revolution” and
“Electoral politics and revolutionary

strategy.”

The speakers at the forum on Trotskyism
in America were Jake Cooper, a member of
Socialist Action and a participant in the
Minneapolis labor struggles in the 1930s;
Frank Lovell, a long-time Fourth Interna-
tionalist labor expert, now a member of the
FIT; and Alan Wald, a representative of the
FIC and author of a book on the intellectu-
als who joined the Trotskyist movement at
the end of the 1930s. The program was ac-
companied by the showing of a film about
the 1934 Minneapolis general strike led by
Trotskyists.

The forum on the Soviet Union was in-
troduced by Marilyn Vogt-Downey, co-
chair of the Moscow Trials Campaign
Committee, which is pressing demands for
rehabilitation of the victims of Stalin’s
purge trials. The other speakers were Esta-
ban Volkov and Gerry Foley, editor of In-
ternational Viewpoint.

At the national liberation and socialist
revolution forum, the speakers were Susan
Caldwell, from Gauche Socialist/Socialist
Challenge, a Canadian sympathizing group
of the Fourth International; Mahmud Haw-
ari, from the Revolutionary Communist
League, the section of the Fourth Interna-
tional in the Israeli state; and John McA-
nulty from People’s Democracy, Irish
section of the FI; as well as Lloyd
D’Aguilar, a Caribbean journalist.

The electoral politics and revolutionary
strategy forum focused on the problems
posed for revolutionists by the upcoming
US presidential elections. It was introduced
by Tom Barret of the FIT. In addition, Ros-
ario Ibarra recounted the experience of the
Trotskyists in the Mexican elections. And
Charles Van Gelderen talked about prob-
lems of electoral tactics in South Africa and
Britain.

Featured speakers in the concluding rally
were Esteban Volkov, Leon Trotsky’s
grandson and curator of the Trotsky mu-
seum in Mexico; Rosario Ibarra, the presi-
dential candidate of the Mexican section of
the Fourth International and a well-known
leader of the human rights movement;
Claudio Mangani, a representative of the
United Secretariat of the FI; and Paul Le
Blanc, a representive of the FIT. There
were also a number of brief messages from
other speakers, including Zbigniew
Kowalewski.

The audience averaged a hundred in the
forums, and a larger number came to the
rally. The crowd included many old timers
in the US Trotskyist movement, some with
more than 50 years service; but also a sig-
nificant number of young people newly
coming around the Fourth Internationalist
organizations. The discussions were
marked by a broad range of international
experience. +*
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HE FRONT PAGE of the
Moines Register carried a sto-
ry on October 20 prociaiming,
“A cross was burned Wednes-
day into the lawn of the home of a teen-
age girl who was sexually abused by
Socialist Workers Party member Mark
Curtis.

“The girl’s father, Keith Morris, didn’t
see the culprits but he said that he sus-
pects some connection to Curtis’
supporters.”

Cross burning is a traditional method
of the racist Klu-Klux Klan to intimidate
Blacks. The Morris family is Biack. The
Socialist Workers’ Party, however, has
a 50 year history of fighting racism. In
fact, the SWP and Curtis’'s defense
committee have been winning consid-
erable Black and Hispanic support by
arguing that the charges against the
young activist were cooked up by racist
policemen.

Curtis was badly beaten at the time of
his arrest, and charges that the police
taunted him as a “Mexican lover” and
someone who loves “coloreds.” The ar-
resting police had accused him of as-
saulting them, but these accusations
were dropped.

Letters of support for
Curtis

Ironically, only a few months ago, in
July, a scandal broke about policemen
disguising themselves as Kiansmen in
order to intimidate a Black colleague.

Shortly after Curtis’s arrest, a leading
Black congressman and chair of the
House Sub-committee on Criminal Jus-
tice, wrote a letter to the Des Moines
police chief saying, “Insofar as | under-
stand the situation, Mark Curtis is an
active and outspoken member of Local
431 of the United Food and Commer-
cial Workers, particularly in the struggle
for healthy working conditions and fair
wages. | also understand that shortly
before his arrest, he was present ata
union meeting to show support for a
number of his co-workers. These facts
appear, in my mind, to raise some
questions about the possible nature of
the arrest.”

Coleman Young, the Black mayor of
Detroit, also expressed concern in a
letter August 18, 1988, “that Mr. Curtis
may be being harassed for his political
beliefs rather than fairly investigated
and brought to trial for actual criminal
activity. The circumstances surround-

ing the arrest and the allegations of po-
lice brutality are quite disturbing to any-
one who believes in fair play...."

The Detroit City Council also de-
nounced the charges against Curtis in
a formal resolution on July 6, noting,
among cther things: “Nationally re-
spected lawyers and legal organiza-
tions such as John Brittain and the
National Lawyers Guild have reviewed
Mark Curtis's case and agree ihat
there is no evidence to support the
charges against him.”

The activity in which Curtis was in-
volved at the time of his arrest was a
protest against US Immigration Service
harassment of Mexican workers in his
plant. He was well known as a fighter
against racism.

The hallmarks of a crude
provocation

In these circumstances, there could
hardly be a more unlikely story than the
claim that Curtis supporters were in-
volved in an act of racist intimidation. In
fact, this claim bears all the hallmarks
of a crude provocation.

It is not the first. On July 15, the fa-
ther of the alleged victim attacked the
bookstore where the defense commit-
tee has its headquarters and smashed
all the windows. The police ignored it.
But plainclothes cops were sent to at-
tend one of his defense meetings.

In fact, Curtis was convicted on the

testimony of the arresting police. The
teenager who claimed that he tried to
rape her was not a credible witness,
and the defense showed that there was
no physical evidence to show that Cur-
tis had any contact with her. Moreover,
it showed that at the time the alleged
victim claimed to have been attacked
Curtis was in the Los Compadres bar
with dozens of co-workers.

Although the testimony of the police
was the basis for the conviction, the
judge prohibited the defense from intro-
ducing evidence that Curtis had been
beaten by the cops and of the accusing
cop’s record of lying and brutality.
Moreover, the one Hispanic on the jury
was removed by the judge before the
verdict deliberations.

Solidarity is urgent as
new trial opens

On the grounds of many such deci-
sions by the judge, the defense is filing
a motion for a new trial that will be
heard on November 10. If it is turned
down, Curtis faces an indefinite period
in prison at best. lowa state law prohib-
its bail to persons convinced on these
charges. The law also carries a manda-
tory sentence of 25 years for the bur-
glary charge and ten years for the third-
degree sexual assault charge on which
Curtis was convicted.

The judge can only decide whether
the two sentences run concurrently or
not, thus the minimum sentence would
be 25 years and the maximum 35. In
many countries this minimum sentence
is longer than those generally served
by first-degree murderers. It is virtually
a life sentence, on nothing more than a
policeman’s word. This would be ex-
ceptional even in the most repressive
countries.

Protests continue to grow both in
the United States and international-
iy. But it is urgent now to send
statements against the persecution
of Curtis to Polk County Attorney
James Smith, Room 408 Court-
house, 500 Mulberry, Des Moines,
IA 50309, Tel. 515-286-3737.

Copies should be sent to the
Mark Curtis Defense Committee,
PO Box 1048, Des Moines, lowa
50311. Letters of encouragement
to Mark can also be sent via the
committee. %
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