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%f ; THE COLONIAL RAVOLUTION-CArITALIST OR SOCIALISY 7
. :

by Shane Hage

(member, national committee, Young Socialist Alliance)

At the start of the 20th Century the great capitalist powers -
Britain, ¥rance, the U,3., Germany, Holland, Belgium, Japan - had di-

" vided up most of the world among themselves. Countries containing a

majority of maniiind were ruled, directly or in slightly diszuisod form,
by the imperialist states.,

In the course of this century these imperialist powers have fought
two World Wars; wars whose main purpose was to decide which powers
would have dominance over the colonies, tevarthelessy; since the end of
VWorld War I, a vast revolution has swept over the colonjal world. In
the brief span of 15 years the entire structure of colonialism has
crumbled into dust., Today only a few scattercd territories have not

.yet achieved political independence.,

The abolition of colonial Torms of foreizn rule has not come easi-

"1y or peacefully., France in Vietnam, Horocco, Algeria; Britain in

Egypt, Kenya, Cyprus; the. U,S, in Korea: YThe imperialist powers fought
bitterly and fiercely and yielded only to superior i'orce. If today

© many nations are gaining political indepandence "peaceiully,”

this is the fruit of the armsd struggles Ji the past decade, the ex-

[ 1 Sad

pression of a fundamentally altered relationship of iorces between the_v

imperialists and the colonial peoples.

This changed balance is itself an expressicn of the gensral decay
and enfeebling ol modern capitalism, whether throuzh a direct reianrorce-~
ment of the Soviet bloc, as with the Chiunese revolution, or through the
emergence of a broad, constantly growing '"neutralist" tendency, the co-
lonial revolution continually accentuates the relative weakening of the

Capitalist and Socialist Revolutions

The colonial revolution has established itself as one of the de=-

cisive forces of the modern world, but what is the inncr nature of this

revolution? wWhat are its goals, its driving forces, its inherent limi-
tations? What constitutes its "success," and vhat is nccessary to a-
chieve that "success?" For revolutionary socialists these are vital
questiong not only bacause they are eossential to an avstract under-
standing of the »rocegs of coloniul revolution, but above 21l because
they must be answered to make possible active socialist intervention in

-the develonment of these revolutions.

)

Marxists heve always recognized a fundaricntal distinction between
the "bourgeois-democratic revolution® and the “"socialist revolution.
The prototypes of the "bourgeois-democratic revolution” were the great
revolutions of the 17th and 18th century in Holland, “ngland, Krance
and the United States, Viewed historically, the wajor accomplishment
of these revolutions was to provide the political and social basis for
the development of capitalism,
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‘capitalist powers compared to the non-capitalist countries, R
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» . Thne essential economic form of capitalism is the market economy: -
unless the major part of & nation's material production is destined for
o - 82le on the market, unless products take the form of commodities, that -
%,( nation is not yel predominantly capitalist. The political and social
!'7  bases of the market economy are, in esoence, national independence and
? -unltz and the dominwm ce of private property in the means of production,
E and 1o st pargicularly the land, in today's termlnolouy Tthis means dand
§'> - reform and tne elimination of autocracy whether native or foreign, in
R favop of bourgeois rule, . [ .

ey In contradistinction to ohe capltalist reveoluticns, the character-~
istic of a gocialist revolution, like the October 1917 Russian Revo- -
lution, is to establish the bases for a socialist economic system: po-
litical rule of a propertyless class, the proletariat, and the estab- -
lishment of collectivist property forms in the uecis¢ve economic sec- ,
-tors, In today's terminology, a»ain. this means nationalization of in—]
‘ dustrx and worklngclass rule, _

i The concepts of "bourwcoiu-democratlc revolution” and "°oclalist v
. revolution" are clearly ' opp051tes. But life permits no such easy d1~‘
- chotomies. The Russian Revolution was manlfestly a2 socialist revo-.
“ lution; and yet the first act of the Soviet overnmont was to eotaollsh;;
+. private property on the land by dividing tho sreat feudal estates among.

- the peasants. g

The Russian iensheviks and bocial Democrats throughout the world S
covered their botr:yul of socialism with the argument that a "socialist
revolutlon is permissible only after tho “bourﬂe0¢,~oemocratlo revo-
lution" is completely accomplished, and so Russia should have remained
“capitalist. But for Marxists the relationship of ovnosnues is not se- .
o gggptial, but LnterJonetrating. o

i S The Marxist analysis of the relatlonahin of' capitalist “ﬁd soc;al- :
-~ ist revolutions in the modern world was L1rst suggcouea by Marx in ref—y
. -erence to the German revolution of 1848, and then in this century was
" fully devecloned by Leon Trotsky., That analysis is called "The Theory
* . of Permancnt Revolution.

; As cxpressed by Marx and Trotsky, the "lheory of Permaneant hevo-'
L lutlon" can be summarized in these terms: :

The countries which begin their economic devolopmeut after the

; initial flourishing of capitalism in Western Zurope do so under radi-

i cally different conditions than their predecessors.  In these countries
the bourgeoisic is much weaker than it was in Wesbern surope, because
it is at & vast competitive disadvantage against the capitalists of the

5 advanced countries, a disadvanta-e multiplicd by LOTGi”H political rule

< in the case of direct colonies, At the same time, the prolutariat is

“much stronger than its 17th and 18th century Torobears, for the simple

reason that is is based on modcrn, 1ar°e-scalu industry, to the extent
that industry exists at all,

- . The class struggle betwsen proletariat and bourgeoisic existed in
‘ embryo even in the #nzlish revoluuion, and played a qiunlficant role in

*~  the Great ¥French Revolution. But in modern times its importance is so
much greater that for tho bourzeoisie the decisive uolitlcal cmotion 1s
fear of the working class, Morvover cconomically, the bourgcoisie of
a backward country is most intimatecly linked both to the old landovning
class and to the foreizn colonlal power. lor these reasons the bourg-
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. eoisle and its partics are incapable of carrying throuzh the bourgcojs-
- demoeratic revolution. '3

?(ﬁv But the fight against the landlords and the tyranny is a matter of -
¢ supreme importance for the whole people, and particularly the peasants

. and workers! Tho peasantry, because of its dispersion and backwardness,
. cannot lead this struggle. Only the workingclass in the urban centers

> can carry it throush to victory. At the same time the leading role of

. the proletariat in the struggle for "bourgeois-democratic” mcasures is

~ combined with a struggle for its own class intorests against its owid

k- class enowmy, the native bourgeoisic. The conquest of political power

» by-the working class is simultaneously the culmination of the "bourgeois
¢ ~democratic” struggle and the decisive act in the class conflict be-

: tween capitalists and workers. Once in power the proletariat procoeds

: Wto wrest by dezrees, all capital from the hands of the bourguofsie,'s
"It does this not mercly in its own obvious class interest, but also be-
" -cause in today's world fast economic devolopment is possiblc only on

- the basis of nationalization and economic planning. -

' “Thus the "bourszcois-democratic" revolution grows quickly and cone
. tinuously into the "socialist revolution.” It is a permancnt revo-

£ lution in the full sonse of the word, unintcrrupted by any period of
- capitalist rule, It is permanent above all in the senso that the suce
- ces8 of a socialist revolution in a backward country, lacking the ma-

" Jor technical, material, and cultural productive forces required for
the establishment of socialism, can be sccured only throuzh the exten-
~8ion of the revolution uninterruptedly until it triuvmphs also in the
advanced capitalist countries, As long as it remains isolated in & hose-
“tile capitalist world, a socialist revolution in a backward country is
prey to the two perils of counter~revolution and internal degeneration,

e

’ThefRﬁSsian and Chincsc Revolutions

~ Such, in its main lines, is the Theory of Permancnt Revolution.
- Like any scim tific theory it sceks to predict and to explain the facts
of the material world, and its validity is tested by its success or
failure in predicting and explaining those¢ facts. To wnat extent has
this thoory becen confirmed by the facts of history?

IR I

On the basis of the period botwcen thc two world wars it is possi-
ble to claim a complete confirmation of the Theory of Pormanent Revo-
lution. In those years tho backward countries cxperienced two great
royolutions: the Russian revolution begun in 1917, and the Chinese reve
olution begun in 1925,

]
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The first, of coursc, was a "success,” the sscond a "“fallure.”
dowever in both the Theory of Fermanent Rovolution was tested, not in an
acadomic way, but as the central political dispute within the working-
class movenment. The split between Bolshevism and HMenshovism in thoe
Russian Revolution, carriecd forward as the conflict boitwcen "Trotsky-
ism" and "Stalinism,” centered on this point. The predictions bascd
on different theories turned into the most violently clashing political
programs: workinz class rulce vs. capitalist rulc.
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Lot us examinc bricfly both of thesc revolutions. In the Russian
Rovolution the Mensheviks, on tho basis of the thecory that Russia had
to go through a capitalist stage, supported and participated in the
capitalist Provisional Government of Kerensky and Miliukov. 'The Bole
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.+ *sheviks, “on the otheér hard, basing thiéhelvEs on“ths Theory of Pérma®
nont Revolution, (though not without ,ubst:ntlal internal rig ht~w1nb
resistance,) fought to establish tho prolctarlaa dictatorship under the
slogan of "All Fower to the Soviets," The debate was decided by the
argumonts of armed insurrcection and civil war: backward Russia cstabe

- lished workers power and began to move toward socialism.

3

- The Russiuan Revolution, howecver, daid not end with thoe delcat of

< . the White Guards and Mcnsheviks in the Civil War, According to the

- .Theory of Permancnt Revolution the success of the prolctarian rcvolu-
.~ tion could not be durably cstablished in a single baclivard country but
.-~ requirced the extenslon of the rcvolution to advanced capitalist coun- =
v »'tries. In fact the capitalist powers werc threatencd by rovolutionary -
" movements strong enough to prevent them from militarily dostroying the
.- infant Russian Rovolution. But if theose revolutions and thrcats of

. revolution were powerful enouzh to save the Russian Revolution irom =
.-military defeat they were nowhere successful in ovorthrowinﬂ the capi-f
-talist statc. :

T P Oy ET e S

N The conscquuncb of the isolation of the Russian Revolution was its -
-V«~internal degeneration, Stalin, repudiating the Thcory of Pcrmanont Rov-
. olution, . claimecd to establish "Socialism in a Single Country." What he
"~ actually established and what endures in cssence today in the U.S.3.R.
‘4's & bureaucratic despotism which murdercd most of thc old Bolshevik
leddership, placed the Russian workers under a totalitarian yoke, and ‘
externally, adopted a Menshevik policy of class collaboratlon w¢th
lcapitalism.

S A S T L i i

-.ﬁThus both the victory and the suoﬂcquont political dogonbratlon of‘.
fthe Russian Revolution are in accordance with the predictions deriving ..
;from the Thuory of thc Permanent Rovolution,

& The Chineso Revolutlon of 1925 was the second great test., It took,‘i
5 placo at a time whoen the degencration of the Soviet Union was well ade
i vanced, and the Communist International had come under the control of
qga&talin.a;v“

L '7 The immediate goals of the Chinose Revolution werc the "bourgoois-'vﬂ‘
;_;democratic" alms of natlonal unity, expulsion ol the imperialist powers, ‘
" and land ‘reform. In its first stage, leadership was taken by a cap1-~ ;
g talist party, tho Kuo=-ilin-Tang, hoadcd by Chlang ha1~bhcl : R

s v ‘What was to be the role of tho Culncsc Communists in rclation to
" this capitalist leadership? According to the ulenshovik thcory they

-+ should give complete support to Chlana Kai-Shek and aclp him to carry

. out a’'capitalist revolution. This in “fract was the policy imposed by
©".Stalin on the Chinese Communists: They were told to ceasc all indepon-

. dent p011 ical activity, to enter the Kuo-kin-Tang and accept its pro-.

<. gram,. to support Chiang Kai-Shok to whom Stalin gave the status of -
Sl Bympﬁthizing momber” in the Communist International,
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S he " Trotskyist "Left Opposition,™ basing itself on the Theory of =
Permanent Revolution, completely rejocted this analysis and policy. The f
o pposition contended that Chiang Kai-Shek would fight the imperialists
.)59@ warlords only as long as tho Chinese capitalist class did not feel
“:ménaéed by & real revolution: but that the development of the revo- i
luti would quickly lead him to turn his guns on the vworiers and peas-
The Chinese Capitalists could never carry through a revolution,
capitallst" one! only the uorking class and its party acting
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'1ndepcndent1y could lead the vast mass of poor pcasants in a revolution -
"whose principal aim had to be a complcte overturn of agrarian property.
‘relations, Consequently the Opposition called on the Chinese C.P. to ;,
prégérve its complete independence from the Kuo-Min-Tang and to oppose
Chiang Kai-Shelk for lcadership of the revolution by actually carrylng
through tho agrarian revolution.

i Stalln's policys of course,” prcvailed: and its consequences wore”
spoedy and disasbtrous. In April 1927 Chiang Kai~Shck massacred the
workers of Shanghai who had boen decceived by Stalin into welcoming him
.a8 a liberator. The Chinese revolution rcceived a terrible setbaclk: ‘j‘

.” which was to bo paid for by two decades of civil war;gand the rosoonsi- o
+bility for the disaster belongs to the Stalinist 1eadersh1p which dis-,'
‘f' *armod tho Chinese workers. . v L

. 1§= Thus, as the sueccess of the Russian revolution provided positlvo
proof of the Theory of Permanent Revolutlon, the failure of the Chincse
“ revolution was ecqually strong proof in a nogat1Vo' waye Both demon-

"strated the countcr-rcvolutlonary naturc of the national bourgeolsie 1n '
‘a: backward country - both showed tho necessity for an 11dopondent and
1eadin" role of the workingeclass and its party. o

The Colonial Revolutlon Today ' 7.o' §¥fﬁ‘

“But if historical enporionco uo to the sccond World iar demonstrat-f

ed that the historic tasks of the “bourgcois-democratic rovo‘uuion“'”i?g

i" could be fully accomplished only under tno hegcmohy of the proletariat =
- in the course of a rcvolution *“hich movoad un1ntorru\badly on to thc ac=
“complishmont of socialist tasks, a major question is raiscd by the ox-y

perience of the past 15 years. Tac entire colonial ”or*a, fron India .

“to the Ivory Coast, has gained its indepcndonce, many of the new nation-‘
alist governments have adoptod extromely "leftist" programs, and some .
have oven carricd through very sveeping cconomic roforms - all without
anything resembling a proletarian revolution, ; 5

The challcnge presented to the Theory of Permanent Revolution 15<*
. sharp and clcar: if the vital goals of the colonial rovolution have in
fact been accomplisheod under bourgeois leadership then it follows that: .
-capitalism still has a progressivo role to play in these countries and.
the Stalinists are right to support "progrcssive® bouroeois nationale-
ists like Nasscr, Sockarno, f'erhat Abbas ct al.

Obviouslv noithor tho 1mpor1allst nor tho colonial countries are
the "same® in 1961 as in 1927. Tho esscntial tcot of a scientific thee
‘ory is not the complote and literal conformity of reality to the theory
(such ooniorm1ty is; in fact, virtually 1mrosst1 c) but the success of
the theory in prodlctlng the cssontial aspects of the reality: the innor,
nature of the process, its moving and conllictiné forces, its llmits. f*g

- What are, in today's world, these essential aspects?" The "co= .
lonial world,” in vital rcspcets scems to show far morc diversity than" -
.unity. Take the problem of "land reform," for example: in many coun-
tries, such as India, China, tho Middlo iast, most of South Anerica, the .
problem is or was one of expropriating native Ysemi-feudal® landlords

* and usurers, In many African countﬂio 3y Where tribal forms of social
orgafization prevaily the peasants dlrocady "oun" tho land, and so the
problem scarccly oxists, In other ¢ountriss (Worth Arfrvica, lenya, Gen=
tral America) the best lands have boon taken by foréisn sottlers or _
corodratlons, and it is these who must be cxpropri fatcd, Morzover theso
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situp»;oas arc scldom "puyo,” but usually exiist in combination vith oach‘
ﬁb othop within a single country. : § ‘ ;
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o) querthalcss uesptte theesc vast differcnces, the underlying probe. 7
" lor B tho Bame for ell thesc countrics: to jlere 3¢ PlLll]V arriculs '
‘productivity, to raisc 1h0 tccnanlo*;co euionrkﬂ and _ooygl
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FE s Again, W torms of "nat ttonal 1nd g} qpqgg" the pictuyce: iu simdldr,
i Wﬂﬂdib?ﬁk%ard ‘@ountrics had the widest divorsity of politicnl forms: diaf,

,”ﬁ%' raat .¢olenles, disguisod colochu (thb "Banana Republics”,) partial -
»  Weolonles (China,) and sovorcign states (most of South Amcrica.) But Top
i 7 all, tho problem is tho samc: to eut1b]ish the basis for &.Eﬁﬁid and B
T autonomous oconomic develotmonts i

: .
: @hus vic hwve the csscutial criteria by which tho colonial revo~"‘f
o ’1ut1qn of today is to bc judzged, The validity orf thwe Thoory of Perﬁaﬁg ;
# 7" nent Revolution stands or falls on thc answcer to the question: Ar¢ T
L, Eggsa fundamyntll tosks to be accomplished by tho nnt:onﬂl boungco:giq,'57

¥

AR do thd uirce wofﬁln I0ss rulc? . e W
China vs.-Iggia - . ' - ”““”is*gg.

e ': A fert po,ponﬂc to this cucsiion is sup gcsfod by 8 comnnrison bo&AJ
.4 . btwcen the tyo gicnts of the colonial world, Chlnw and Ind : India® r*m.
*" o gained its’ fndepcndence vnder tho leadership of the capita ist Congress !
Party of Ghundl “nd Hohru, and tho Congress has remained. firmly in - eon~2 :

.' . tr°15 . Y B E g vf !
s mho victory ol the Chincsc Revélution, on the other hqnd, wha tnu W

victory of c} iang. hll-uhu ¢y the Communist Parly abxndonod the ¢citlc

anc cstablished a poasanb-based "Soviet Republic", ‘After the S"cong
~World War thb olenmsntal force of thc poasant rcvolution prov STax

stronger than the cfforts of Stalin and Truman to imposz 2 lit qnf
- povemament om Chiang Nai-shek and Mao Tse- Tung. Chiang had na choi',
“put to dostroy the poasant movement, and the Chinose C. P., despigé tﬁ
.StaLinlst strugturc and idco]ovy, had no cholcc but to talte 1c&dorship
- of tho rewvolution. .

]
]
outcome of a 20 ycar long civil war which bpgll vheny after the 19“7;_,fﬁ
i
|
!

The triumch of thc peasant armics led, not to the gmewth af. cn il
< tal¥emj but to cconomic devclopment based on virtually ecomplote’ hat"7“ﬂw
~alization of industry and economic plumning. Thus, despito the extréme *
~deformations imposcd by its Stalinist leaderahip, the Chineso revplus - .-
. tion’has dcvoloped in accordance with the Theory of Pormancnt Rowbly-" . "%
~tion ~ it has uniﬁtﬂvruntcaly moved forvard on a socinlist linc of do-‘*é

uvalppmont. ‘ 5 : x o 4 ﬁf

The goneral contrasts betweon China and India have bogn’ “dravn ofteng
enou~h' On tho points of theorctical intercst theoy lead to unambiguous
COHCluSIQnu. In India, 13 yzars aftor independcnce, land reform has o
scaregly bezun - in China a sweeping and complete cxprourlation of thq A
ilandlopds and usurcrs was the first act of the re cvolutions "In India.g'%?
thHe ¢ultural conditions of tinc peasantry have scarcoly boen gouched, & «
agpielltural production has barcly .majntained the pacc of population 4
grovikh, Whe problems of China, on the other hand, arc those fuposcd by*

_J.,theugﬂplg of .the cultural and economic transformation of the peason- .
<. brys-d2spito burcaucratie advonturism, Chinesc grlcultu“o has dcvolopaw‘
ed and is dovcloping far fastoer *han Indian,

P yrr +Prvodmoy - "‘%<~,~ R AR SN
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| glaring contrast: despite unquestionablo political independonce, India

", oconomic dopcndcnce, e
" bourgeoisie to solvo the basic problehs of the boursuois revolution.

~ tancol '

= The Significance of Land Reforn

“4ty" is something olse againe For tde ruling class in a backward

conomic alds The Third Indian ive Year Plan, beginning this yoar, rce-

spect to the critoria of "land reiorm'
unity?"

,%n;ﬂg?mgnd revolution; .. in India Nchru's projects have ramained stille

w‘" o

= In industry tho contrast Lo universally admlttcd and porfoctly deZ\
finiltive:s stariing {from a lovel, cven lower than Indial's, China in a ;i
decado, bocame a2 major indusirial power: and this industrlal dovclop-

ment wvas mainly Cinanced by China's intornal resourcos, lecanvhilo Inw
dian industrial devolopmoent hasg been virbtually stagnant: tvo "five year
plans? were geaerally lfailures, despito vory great Us8, and British c-

quires forclign aid of some § 6% billiony if this ald is not Tforthecoming,
oven the modest objectives of this plan will prove impossible, But if
the money is obtainod from tho Wost, what will be itvs priocc?

£

“And here, on the crucial point of national indopendence is anothor
has in no vay become geonomically independont of tho Western imperiale

ist powers, FHNot only have forecigzn investments in the Indlan cconomy
not becen touched,- but the ncod for foreizn aid can only increasc this -

S Comparison with China shows cloarly the inability of the Indian éi

Confirmation of the ossence of the Thoory of ¥rermancent Revolution in
this vital scctor of tho colonial rovolution is a fact of primc impor-

B R

But the contrast of India and Chinny for 2all its vital signifie-
cance, is only one part of a much wider rcality, Wiat more gencral
lessons can be drawn from the Colonia} Rovolution, particularly in rce

and "national indepcndence and

£

The first thing that must be understood, in any goneral discussion:
of land reform, is that, in itsclf, the distribution of land ovinership :
among the poasantry is the most moderatoe and ecssontially conitalist of
reforms, The dominance 5?“bapitalist private property on the land is
the cossential, and universally rccognizod, basis for capitalist 'soecial
stability" and private capital accumulation, - ' &

The "desirébility" of land roform is one thing -'its "practicnbil{i.?;,

country, whoso main clement is proecidely the landowners, land reform
is "practical” only if the landovnoers can count on puaranteed pavment
for at loast tho full value of their property. Bub whero is the cagh
for full componsation to como from? '

In a small country able to ¢all on substantial rforecilgn oid this is -
not an insuporable obstacle: thus Tunisia was oble to persuade France
to advance the funds necesseory to eompensate the large landowners, préw
dominantly French citizonse Almost universally however, this path is .
closcd, and so the funds must come from internal sourcos - that is to

say, oithor direcctly or indircctly from the peasantry itself.

How is this to be done? Givecn sobinl and cconomic stability, a
jradual rcform financcd by modiumuto-hong term loans to the pcasants

doocs not and cannot oxist in the colonial Worid today! In Ruasia gl
Princo Stolypin's attompt at this sort of agrarian rcform was wroelied B

'vwould do tho jobe But social and cconbmic stability is exactly what gﬁ"l

otk



born,‘hnd in most countries today such a program is perfecily utopiana

vqu.,;g ¥hy? DBecauso without "social stability" i.c., a Duarunteo against
«w'furtggg révolution, what rcason is there to expect peascnits rebelling

{ rxaal high rents to accept even more burdensome componsation paye-

monty? Without "cconomic stability," i.e., a guarantoc against runaway

inflation of the sort that TLatin America is oxaori cneing abt this v

- moment, what is the value of a loan répayable in local currcneyy Tidor
suchr conditions the only mcaningful compensation to the landowners is

oon tho terms which wore demanded of the Cuban revolution and which Dr,

‘Castro donounced before the U.W.: "Pay right now, in dollars, and what-
ovor- we may ask for our lands,"

7 Not onc colonial country can meet such terms: morcover any attempt,
oven partin 111 financed by foroign aid, to do so would destroy any pos=-
sibility of cconomic progress. 1t would mcan nothlnb less than diver-
gion of the scarcc foroign exchange available from vital projccts of
*economlc dovelopnmont 1nto the pockctu of thec former landlordsi

RV A

Thero remain only two ways in which a meaningiul agrarian rcform
_can bo carricd out: eithor by a totalltlr an m111tij dictatorship
which effectively guarantecs stubilit{ throush the suppression o the
", workingclass and poasantry, as in the "Unitod Arab Republic;" or olse
through direct oxpropriation of the land by the armced pcasants, as in
Chino and Cuba. 0f theso variants only the first can be considered a
possible “Yexception” to the Theory of Pormancnt Revolution, and so far
-1t cxists in very fow countrics ~ in most of the backward countries, ine
- c¢luding thc most immortant, the past docade has confirmed the cxpecta-

“tion that bourzcois regimea would be unable to earry out the cssential
agrarian reformso

-y VTW’:*‘%‘?”’?’R‘{?’W’?JW""‘“‘T‘H"‘»" ’wmq. T,

- So far this discussion has becn on the juridical lovcl, in terms

- of agrarian propcriv forms. DBut the problem of the asrarian revolution
today only bsainsg with the quostion of property. Truc, without pecasant
ownership of thc land no progrcss is possible, But in thic modern world
a mero tronsfer of propcrty rights is absolutely insufficicnt to accom-
“plish the basic historical task which we have stated: “to increase rap-

1dly agricultural productiV¢ty, to ra:sc tho technological, cultural,
and socizl level of tho pcasantry,

‘w s e
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What aro tho nccossary conditions for this proccss? First of all
it must bc a componcnt part of a rovid incustrialization which alone
can provide thc peasant both the modern tools and fortilizcers he nceds

I
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end the houses ond consumer goods roquircd for o mwnlmally deccent liv-

. ing standard, without which cven tochnolochzl prosress is frustrated

. by demoralization and inefficicncy, (as tho chronic azricultural crisis
in the Soviect Union shows over ond over again,) opcondlr there muut be
o fundamental cmphacis on the cconomic and social "infrastructurc? -
roads, clectrification, irrigation, and above all schools and hospitals.
Finally, individual proprietorship must be transccended by more advanc-
ed property forms permitting the Fullest usc of modern agricultural
technoloyy: and such co-operative proporty forms cwnnot be imposed on
the peasants without larzely destroying their valuv ~ they must rest on
% the democratic assent of the pcasants theomsclves

. Tho magnitude of tncsc tasks is indicatcd by tho diificultiecs and
disastcru which have besot China and the U,S.S.R.  (Zut let nct tho
capitalists scoff - for only thc countrics of the Sovict Lloc have cven
bgg_p to tacl:le the problom.) Clecarly agricultural devclonncnt, far
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from bo;ng aynoriomous wﬁth land rcforiy, fpequires a fuch deeper and
(}romdcn.chqn»<, Even at besk the most thorough Iwnd roform leavos the
Vulonial rovojuuiou sor10hu]y incomp]otc. | »

»

Tho hgogb of balkanl tio

- tf land refoem is in itsclfy aof such 11mttcd qT«nifi qﬁcQ, h
wrohL & rc is this the e¢ase for political Wquptnd0n00L T O‘hisboﬁ ¢*:
imporyiifice of nationanlfam has becn to create the polltical'ﬁnit Ghpx blog'ﬁ
of sot¥ing as tho bagoe fur cconomig dovelopmont, In.the great bourg- "%

cols pe g?utlonu this had tvo inseparable aspects: nqtional indepen- ,
dencg Aand nationsl unity. Tho first was indisponsable to remove the g

extorma} barrlor to dovelopment; to ond special foréign privilegesy odd . .
tablighi tori’f protoction for native industrica, pvbvide the military

. forte te protcct roypeign commercc, But equally iIndispensablo wag the -
. destruotion of intern-d barricra; of @buolote pollLlCQI divisjons, The.
~aln of all these revolulbions was to Gut“01)3h centraldzcd Lp;itlcg gg
iover tﬁp widcst: poessiblo arca,.: _ ;

L5 T s~the English revolution included the most ri orou3*qtbcmpt§ fﬁf
supprods tho national idontity of Scotland nd Ireland; thaé Ameriean .-
revolutiiem, after giving birvth to 13 sovercisn statgs; was Porced to po |
forward to: tho climJuatlnn of this °OVCP\L‘ntY by o« contrik gow rnment,“,
in tho?Fronoh rovolvtion the ficreost Int.rnak eonflict was betWoonm”. -

"eentraliszers" and "rederlists,® and the major historic ‘cﬁiév ment’ of
Jacobinism wos tho imposition on IMrance of the contralized Zov ont”
which has existed cver q]nuk, The nationallsm of the Lourgs oialtpvov
lutidns was anythinz but A fraguentiog iforce ! :

.
“

. Now compare the relationsiilp of pablonal unity qnd no]i ﬁ

gndonee in the colonial world of todnJ. Agnin, tho conrrast«o Gh n;
end india 1s most immodiately striking. The victory ol ther igeso
revolution was gimuliansously tho er)LTblLoHMLnt of a nat on %unity ,§~
- that ‘had bcen dretroyed in the precedin, contury! the uowpr ¥ ofe
‘lords was ended; Chinece rulc was re-est:blishod over iignehtr *L*"anﬁ Ti—’f“-,
*bct' only Taivin, vador the military occeupition of U,S, 1mp0#1alisﬁq
‘rcmains uninh rated In the Chinosc notion, India, on tqc_gxnor hand.
had never knowi the fragmentation experienced by Chinat uﬁdbr’Britfgh
rule the Indian subéontinent remain-d vwhat 1t had always ocen‘hndb

Hindu and Mogul cmperora: a unified ceonomic whole, - e s
F ,‘1 Sae .

. 2 Indian "1ndopcndcﬂco," then, we ont in tho oprosite dircction fnﬁ?
the& Chincsc revolution -~ the Bribleh colonialists- with the assonb

. the. Indion boursgeolsio, broke uwp Lhe unity of iuo svucontinont and es~ .
tabliahed the political monstrosity of ”;rvjst e Instoad of a cone, ;.
stiuctivo untfrying rcvolution, Ghardian ”¢Lctx*bn save India one f%“

the most bloody récial and 1@11gion, conflicts in h¢8t0?j and divided; %4:
. & singlo country into two armcd campr!  The baisic bankruptey of the Idb’ ﬁ
kéﬁl bourgcoisio waa visiblc right thero: for the baubles 0% pOIiti ﬂl
bl pcndencb it surrendorqd its birthright of natlional unltgo :
S e
5 Elscwho“c in tho colonial vorld the »nicturoc is no 100‘ soﬁbrﬁ”“’”ffﬁ
&P of the jct plarie and™atomic cnurzy cvon’the grcat capibalis¥ it "
j{on~statcs  ero  porfectly obsolcte, Dospltc themsclvos bhe Hudbos’
% capitalist powers aro driven tovard ocoromic and politieal, uni-
Qion. Daospite the pernicicus theory of "Socinlism-in a Slngio T
ry the statcs of the Soviet bioc z2ro drnn into over cloddy 0conu“
omi6* Interdependenco and cominon pln-inge  Desplte ita inceredivblo chaue
vinism the U,3, itsclf is tlcd by golden chains to the entirp rost of ™~
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. And in tho yecar 1900 what has boen hoppening in the colonial world?
" Vo find the Belgian Congo torn into at least four "independent" states;

~ the huge nation of Nigeria is grantod indopendence emasculated by a

. federalism which lcaves almost soverocizn power 1In tho handg of the tri-

bal chioftains of the backward north; tho freneh Alricon cmpiro is die- J

vidod into n dozen miniscule, but Yindeopendent” nations; and in thoe

wostern Homisphere nation after nation broals oi'f trado and dinlomati
rclations with rcevolutionary Cuba while antique rivalrics, lilke the B
uador-reru border disputc, flare anow,

Those current deveclopments typlfy tho gencernl situation., dverye-
‘where the nationalist revolution have beon unable to ovorcouwc the frag-
mentation imposcd by imperialism. The national bourgcolsic cvorywhore
in the colonial world has demonstrated its incapability of achloeving
national unitys

This failure is the moxrc strilking in that tho nced for unification
- has overyvhere been rccognized by tho natlonalist bourgeois leaders
- themselves., Tho paradox is not a now one: in South Amcrica the revo-
lution agoinst Spanish colonial rulc was lcd by men inspired by tho i-
. deal of continental unitye But instond of Bolivar'!s goal of a United
“ - States of South America the revolution aborted in a coangeries of sover-
.. oign statcy, cach mired in its own scmi=foudal social structure and cc-
onomically isolatod from its noizhbors, doomed to subservionce toward
British and North American imporialiconi . '

: . Bven the most "advanced" national capitalist classes are following
; the pattern of the South American failure, not tho North American sucs
~ co88, What part of the world is more n2aturally a unifiod nation than
the Arab Middle East? Devoid of physical and economic barriers, it po-
‘sessos a uniform lanpguage, religion, and culturoc and a tradition of

¢ 2,000 yoars of political unity. What 2 magnificent perspective would
be oponed by tho combination of the oil richecs of Iraq, Arabin, and the
Persian Gulf with the industrial and agricultural potentisl of EByrypt,
Syria and Lebanon (not to mention Israel!) And yot how totally has cve
ory attempt to unite the Middle East failod!

As we remarked carlicr, the Egyptlian rovolution is perhapes the
most "successful' and far-reaching of contcmporary bourgcois-lced nations
alist revolutions, HNevoerthcless, faced with the crucial tosk of achieve
ing Arab unity, Nassor's leadership rcovoeals itsclf as fundoamentally ine
~adequate,

As its name indicatos, the union of Egypt and Syria in tho "United
Arab Republic”" was an attempt toward general Arab unity: this attempt,
however, has led to a dead cnd. The formation of tho Usi.He Was pre-
cipitated by the development of a workingelass revolutionary movement
- in Syria - the threat of social rovolution threw tho Syrian bourgcoisie
procipitously into thc arms of Nassor,

The immcdiatc conscgucnce of the union was, in fact, the crushing
of tho Syrian labor movoment, the outlaving and porsccution of the C.P,
- and other indcpendent loftist groups., But at the same time the Syrian
bourgeoisic found itself subjugatcd by Zgyptlan capitalism and suflering
L‘orious lossos therby, since the Syrian ~nd Ezyotian oconomics, both
«acking oil, arc not strongzly complomentary. Thus dospite the comnlote
:p?litical cssimilation of Syria into the Egyptian dictatorship, th) bae
isis of the U,A.R, itsclf remnins fragilo and subjoct to contirmal
strains threatening its dissolution}
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: Moanwhilec tho expericnce of Syria has hod its political oficct on
: ‘the Arab world, - whero an indepcndent lobor movement cxists it now
. knows that it could not survive under MNasser's rules Above 2ll the
‘(f Arad’ rullng clasncs, particularly thosc in posacssion orf 0¢1, arc pu
on guard aguinst tho consequencos of too-close tics Lo Egypt.e Conse
4 quoatly when Nuri Said was overthrown in Iraq thc now ruvo]ubion“ry
i povernment of Kassem, instcad of movinhg toward unity v th the UsdeRey "
was dimpelled to wage 2 fierco strugzle againgt Nassoer. Tho very siml-gg»
larity of the oourgnoi"—nat;onmliot military ¢y dictatershins in Ezypt and
Iraq bocomos a poweriul sourco of conilict within the Arab Liorld.

© Endless obher oxamples of the "balkanization" of tho colonicl worlé -
could bo found - suffice it to cito only thc ironic coso of LeS. Seughor:
who once spoke loudest in warning against "tho balkanizotion of Africa,™
- ond who last yoar was the primc nover in destroying tho all modorationlj

dhmt is tho basic cause of this contradictory pnttern, tho uuccess
‘of the colonial bourgcoisie in gaining polltlc 1 indepondence and its:
- failure to sachicve national unification? To answer this 1t is .ccossary;
to start from an undorstanding of the aius 1nd policics of the impers’
ialist povers in thoir rclmtionuhip to thc colonial world,

ot ot D Saaca it el
t o - L

>

The impcriallsL relationship is ¢sacntially and abovo 2ll an eco-_f';u
nomic one. The rolationship of "colony" to "metropolis" is dofined, 7
not by political forms, but by the fact that tho formcr is gconomically:
exploited by the latter. This oxploitltlon takos throo main iorms: . %
‘tho colony scrves as a cloged narket, as o ficld for canitalist investe -
~ment, and as a provider of rw. notorials. Booause tho workers and PCaSe -
ants of the colony can be forced to Labor for the barest subsistonco .
wagoy the monopolistic position of the imperialist povicr cnables it to - -
reap hugc_prorits from 2 minimal investmont, '

N TR A TR I

_ "The cxplolitation rests ba sicallJ on the enormous and constantly :
growing disproportion of cconomic strength between tho advanced capitale
ist statc and the backward colony. The function of colonial political
rulc (asidc from the spoils it offers to a host of burcaucrats, crimin-
als, soldiers, ctc,) is to nrevent any intcrference with this cconomic

rolationship, whether by a rival imporizlist po‘or or by soclal rcvo-
lutlon in thoe colony,
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The U.S. of coursc, nover resorted on a large scale to dircet co-
lonialism. confidcnt in its vast cconomic pover ib was always contont
with an "open door" and rcgardoed Buropecan colonial forws as barriors to
© 1ts own imperialist expansion, The goal of the "anti-colonialist" U,S,
i Tor the cntire world has almmys boen thc rcprocduction in Asia and Afri-

ca of the cxisting pattoern in Latin America! And tod.:y the old cmpiros,

under the proessure of the colonial rcvolution, havo &CCOptud this pro-
grani,
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The essence of "neo-colonialisn” thus is the attenpt to nervnetuate
inmperialist econonJc exn101t1tiog througb noxre modﬁrn anu supple no=
ditical forr These new forms must be oa ed on tne "new eLi tes,*~on
the colonial bourgeoisie, because only a "progressive," "nationalist"
government can hope to contain ani cbanuel" the rovolutlonnrJ surge of

the colonial massess Brutal reprcssion by itself is no longer a vork-
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fable policy. v (ffz;y.“

(’ “What, in the neo-coloniallst view, 15 to hold the “new elites"

subject to the 0ld rulers? On the one hand they are offered a share in
the profits from the exploitation of thelr ovn countr*, under the guise
of "foreign aid" and "mixed entcrprises" -~ on the other the fragmenw
tation of the new states guarantees their ceccononic,; cultural, even mili-
tary dependence on the old colonial powera FPolitical indepcndence withe
out national unity: this is the formula whereby neo-coloniallsm secks
to establish the new, American-style, politlcal basis of imperialist
exploitation,

Has-National Bourreols Leadership Worked?

“ Has this policy worked? This, from the imperialist angle, 1s i~
dentical to the guestion we posed earlier; Has the colonial bourgeoilsie
- - proven capable of carrying through the national revolution to the cone
I quest of real independence, economic as well as political?

"On the basis of today's reality the answer is clear beyond doubt:
thoue former colonies whlch have not entercd on the path of socialist
revolution remain dopendent on the Western 1mper3a1*st povers, llktrumah

48 fond of posing as a "mMarxist Socialist:" the economic development
- of Ghano depends on the Volta River PPOJGCL to be financed by private
. Western capital; the Ghanian government is staffed by British civil
~ servants; and the Ghanian army itself is commanded from top to bottom
by British officers!

o . Is the acquisition of economic independence by the colonial bour-
- geolsie even a theorctical possibility? It is obvious that no nation,

- most of whose productive walth is owned oy foreign interestis, can even
pretend to independence in this vital senses, And of course this is the
case for every colonial country which has had any real economic devele
opuionts, But the nationalization even of foreign-ovmed industries is a
measure that any capitalist regime, and porticularly & colonial one,
will only take in real desparation,

Even when foreign interests aro natlionalized thlis represents only
the nginnin, of real independence, Immncdiately two fermidabdle dangers
confront a nation which has carried out asweeping nationalizations,
First is the problem of compensation, In discussing land reform we havo
already exposed the diificulty in compoensating nuLlVO proprietors, The
problem in regard to foreiqn ovners is at least as intensc, If reason-
ably full cowmpensation is paid, this amounts to mortiaging the future
of the country to foreign capitalists. instead of profit and depre-
ciation, the tribute to imperialism is now called intcrcst and amorti-
zation, And this change of form is no blessing to the pecople of a co-
lonial country. The abilmty of a private corporation to repatriate '
profits is limited by the market and thus subjeet to wide cyclical
fluctuations, Payments of prlncipal and interest on government bonds,
on the other hand, must be met in both good and bad years, cven if it
requires great sacrifices from the nat¢ve population,

( - Conmpensation payments thus have the cffect of transiforming the
national government into a medium for the extraction of surplus value
from the native working class and its transfer to foreizn cqpltalisru
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The system is state capitalism, to be surc = but a coloninl state oapi-
talism in vhich the possibility for autonomnous economic development is

(ﬁqstroyed by the drain of foreign payments.

The second problem, equally difficult, is that of marlets, The
raw materials produced by a colony must be translormed and evesniunally
consumed in the advanced capitalist world. Moreover the postewar trend
has been toward increasing oversupply of most raw materials, whether
petroleum, foodstuffs (Brazlil alone expects to produce this year a
quantity of coffce greater than total world consumption!) ox mebals,
The market for raw materials is very much a buyers market.

It is also, and this id a key point, & market that can be control-
led, through intervention ol national governments if need be, by a feow
great capitalist Inteorests, Where a nation is completely dependent on
one or two products, market manipulations cen in fact foico it into

~virtual bankrupteys

The experience of Bolivia is a case in pointe In 1952, under
pressure from the arimed reveolutionary wminers, the bourgcois MR regzimo

‘nationalized the tin mines, whose output is mainly sold to the U,S,
~Although the mines ‘rcre not predominantly U.S, owned, the U,S, capital=-

ists responded by a campaign to drive down the pricc of tin; a campaign
that worked so well as to drive Bolivia to the point of famine, Onco
consolidated, the MNR regime completely capitulated to the U,S, capi-
talists on the question of compensation, internal economic policy,.
wages and working conditions in the mines, The low point of ignominy
was reached in 1960 when the Bolivian gfovernment was reduced to borrowe
ing money from Antenor Patino, the greatest of the old tin barons!

‘In the context of "ncowcolonialism" the dependencc of the colonies
on world markets 1s assuming the status of the »rimnry medium for their
exploitation by the imverialist economies. Since 1$53 tihore has bsen o
steady divcrgence between the prices charged by the capltalist coun=-
tries for their manufactured goods and the pricos paid to the backward
countries for their raw materials. Yor tho U,S., Great Britain, Goere
nany, et al,, cheap row materials played a vital role in containing ine
flationary pressures during the recent and continuing boom, But for
the backwnard nations this spells disaster! runavay inflation, declining
Iiving standardsf economle stagnation, Latin America, the model for
"neo~-colonialism” has suffered worst of all, "Hiddon away behind the
facade of spectacular new buildings," writes Prof., Shopiro, "is a con-
tinant sunk in hunger and misery, the only major arcea in the world
vhere productivity and living standards have not risen at 21l in the
years since World War II." '

Faced with these overwhelming pressures, how can a backward country
hope to win its economic independence? If onc thing is out of the ue S
tion for any country it is economic selfesufficiency, "autarchy," For
a small country isolation literally ricans starvation « cven for a couns-
try as vast and rich as China, isolation from tne world market imposos
huge obstacles and forces painful sacrifices on the Chinese people,

What is necded by tho backward countrics is to maintain thelr trado
with tpe capitalist powers ~ but on a now basis, on an c¢oual basis, How
can this cquality be achioved, when the rolation of ccononic strongth
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,‘: » aro currontly using against Cuba.
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"ty. The existence of tho Soviot Union doos give an extornal point of

s

For this rcason Soviet cconomic aid involves rcal dangers for any
rcvolution dependent on it. The Soviet burcaucracy is much more sympa-
thctlc toward the anti-Comrmnist dictatorship of Nasscr than toward the

xistence of workers councils in Yugoslavia (not to spozk of tho worke
ora councils of Iungary in 19561) Tho rolo of tho U.S.3sR., since the
rise of Stalin, has bcen to restrain (and thus dostroy) revolutions,
not to stimulatc and assist Theom, 1ts cconomic aid corwos at a politie
cal price! and given tho nature of the Soviet bureaucracy that price
can be ruinous,

The international offcct of the Soviet Union s thus a contradice-
tory one, rcflecting tho contradictory internal naturce of Soviel socie-

support to modern revolutions: but in no way does it climinate the :
necd ifor spreading tho revolution, The oxtension of rovolution within
the colonial worlds as wo have scen, 1s nocessary to creatc tho large

socialist federation vhich today arc tho only way in which tho historile
aim of nationzl unity can be achicveds At the same tins, the spread of
revolution to the advanced countrics remains nccessary to pormlt real
economic independence and above all to provido the basis for rupld eco=
nomic progress, : -

This analysis lecads to a cloar conclusion, On tho contral points .
the agrarian question, national indepoendence and unity, extension of
the revolution -~ the cssential aspcote of the Theory of Pormanont Revo-
lution havo been confirmed by the dovelopment of thoe colonial revolu-
tion sinco World War II. From this thoorotical conclusion follows vital
political conscquoncos. )

, The nationalist bourgzcoisie in scoknng to hold the colonial revo~.
1ution within a cxnﬂtallst Franovork, is in fact frustrating the esscn=
tial ' bour~00¢o-democrau:c goals of tno rcvolution. Thcroforo_thore
can be no such thing as a progressive capitalist goveriment which
should bo suvported by the workinzclass and its p&PLIOS. The Stalinist
strategy of "oloc with tho nnunonqllst bourgeoisie” under the lattor's
hegemony can only lead to the defeat of the rcvolution and tho destruce
tion of thc labor movements Thoe colonial revolution can move forward
only along the path of struzzle against the native capitalist class and
for workingclass rulc,.

Py

Tho colonial rovolution has scoroed great triumphs in tho past de-~ '
cado - butb with the oxcoptions of China, liorth Korea, North Vietnam and
Cuba it has so far been succossfully contninad within capitalist limits,
As a rosult tho colonial pcoplos remain under imperialist cconomic dome
ination and continue to face insuperable obstacles to cconomic devolop-
ment and quick improvement of living standards, The farther devolop-
ment of tho colonial revolution rust be on the socialislt path, and this
domands tho resurgence of socialism in the advanced western capitalist
states. The ultimate recsponsibility for thoe victory of socialisnm in
the world remains with the workingeclass of the West,




