page 1 Editorte Hotes \

pages 2=12 The Cclonizl Revolutlone:
Tvo Caues = uy Wiike
Eerrington

. ;. 2 g Tl ot At
pages 1320 4 Mariist Understanding
$ N LT toyr MY
of mhalinisa = by Tim

T et
Wohlrorin

pagst 21e2h Isresl and the Arab
Pevolution « Shons Fage

INFORMATION AND
DiscussiaoN BULLETIN

VOL.3, NO. 1
AUG, 25,195
10 ¢

o os

9 THE YOUNG SOCIALIST LEAGUE

588
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The Colonial Revolution: Two Cases

by'Mike Harrington -

;(1) The p031t1on of the ¥SL with regard to the various manlfestations of

“-: %he.oolonial revolution was determined by the 1955 Convention (International

Resolution, YSR, Vol 2 No L, pe 29ff)e That discussion was, however, more
politicel than analytio, ie0e it turned on the questipn of support Or None
support to the Viet Minhe Beoause of this, it requires supplementing.

“(2) The task of the colonial revolution is the .oreation of an independent
national stete. In Western Burops, this was acocomplished by the bourgeois
_revolutiones However, it has always been necessary to see the bourgeois reve
olution in its specific context, and this is all the truer todey in the case -
-of the colonial revolution when world 'social relations-are dominated by the
“existance of, and struggle between, two powerZul systems.
(3) Even in the olassic ocases of tha beu'weois “evolutlon = the over-
throw of feudalism in Western Europe = there were profourd differences in the
wmay in which the new netional states were. oreateds The earliest of the bour-
goois revolutions, the Znglish, took what. Marx called "the revolutionary wey",
it developed through a movement in which .petty producers. became oapitalists
and fought areinst the feudal powere The Frenoh Revolution involved e tre-
merdous upheaval from belon, was oarrded out by a truly revolitionary boure
geoisie, and resulted in a thoroughgoins transformation of the anolen regimee
The Gorman Revolution, however, was serara+ed from the French by half a osne
turye That meant that it took place in e world in whioh capitelist ;owers
wsre alrsady in existance = and in which the challenge of the morxingclaSS to
. the bourgeois order was beooming apnarentes The German bourgeoisie, to use
Engelst phrase, saw its shadow; it ferred a thoroughgoing destruotion of the
. feudal past because suoh an event would open the. wey to the socialist futuree
As & oonsequence, German capitalist only challenged the feudal ruling olass
to the extent thet wes gbsolutely necessarys.. Signﬂflcant elementu of the
old feuﬂal order carried over into the new soelal systoms .

(h) In Ru531a, the bourve01s rovolvtion was even more delayed, It took
place within the contesit of ‘" world- aomlnated by, oapitalism and torn by impe-
erliast ware The Russian bourgeoisie was weaky: incapable of fulfilling the
minimal tasks of the national revolution; the Russlan workingolass was small,
but concontrated, its "Sodial whight"was out of proportion to its numbers;

the peasantry was determined to tale the lande This partioular relationship
of olasses was afunction of the peculiarities of Russian development and of
the position of Russia in a oapitalist world (the.jintercomnection of feudal
state and bourgeoisie is an example of the first point; the importence of fore
eign capital in Russia, of the second)e. Consequently, even the accomplish=
ment of the immediate tasks of the bourgeois revolution = land reform, work=
ingolass rights, boufgeois eivil libertises, eto = wasbeyond the Russian bourw
gooisio, as the Kerensky Govormment made olears The peasantry and workingolasc
mede the Ootober Revolution, and power passed to the Soviets; the bourgeois
ravolution was carried out, oould only be carried out, by socialist measures.
But, as Comrade Shaohtman has pointed out, though Russla was ripe for a soo=
ialist revolution, it wes not resdy far socialisme Onoe the European Reve
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olution failed and the Soviet pover was isolated, the sooialist revolution
was destroyed and a new sooial system, bursaucratio ocolleotivism, took its
pleces By the end: of World Viar II, this soolal system was a conterder for
“world, pOWer.. L

'(5)- : After ﬂorld War II, the dogenaration of ocapitalist 1mner1allsm and
the growing oonsciousness of the oolonial masses led to a tremendous revoe
--lutionary bursts to the colonial revolution as we now know ite But this
took place within the context of a polarizing world whioh was the scere of
a .rivalry hetween two super-imperialist powerse Beoauss of this, the site
uation has beooms tremendously ocompliceteds A new olass faroe has eppeared
"in the colonial world, counterposing itself to both the bourgeoisie and

the workingolasse - In Chine, it 1s this olass, the bureaucratic collectivist,
whioh is ecarrying out the colonial revolutions In thoss nations where
buresusratioc colleotivists have not succseded in taking leadership = Indis,
for example = the forms of development are profoundly modified by the
gensral world contexte Only if %e place the colonial revolution in a histe
.. orical. perspective oan we understand its various manifestationse

1
" (6) Firéﬁ,’let us turn to China, where bureauoratio collectivism has
suoseeded in takirg~OVBr the leadership of the oolondal revolution,

(7 In 1932, Trotsky gave a pioture of whet a revolution in China withe-
out workingolass partioipation would look likes "In the absence of a strong
evolut;onary party end the organizetion of the proletarian masses, we ocan
only heve the rule of the leadsrs (of an army based on the peasantry =mh)e
The - Crmmanrcrs and commissars would then appear as tho incontestable masters

.of. tha. 51taatlon and, in enterin. the oities, they will look down on the -

'."workerv from an hxgh..." (ﬂorlts, vol 1, p 315) £nd, a little later, "In

_the actual zitvation, the peasant amy bj itself, w,thout the immediate dire
ection of:the prolotarian vanguard can only give power to a new oligue of
the bourgeolule.' (1big, ‘Pe 316)

(8) : Thus Trn sky on the kind of e revolution which aotuelly did take
plaoe in Ch%na. ‘a passant-based revolution made withcut the intefvontion

of the viorkingolasse, Irotsky was, of course, right in rnoting that such a
movemant coild not bring socialism; he was even accurate as to the psychole
ogy of the leaders.= tha Chinsse CP told the workers to keep quiet, not to
rise. up, whon tcoy ocams  to the ol tles. But he wes wrong in sssing °uoh e
ohain.of events es simply leading to "a new cliquo of +ne bourzeoicioe"

This is partly a vesulc. of ths earliness of his romarks 1910), but it*also
_follcws from his gasnersl failure to reccgiize tho olaess ne.rut o of Stalinisme
Let us. loor at the reality of the "oommazaors and commissars" of this
peasont bas d revolu+1rng .-

(9) . Tha Chinsse Stalinists who came to power were not simply the lésd-
ers of a Partyo .They wsre the rulers of a state which hed existed, in one
form or another, sinoce the Long liarch of 1927e Ilere is how one acute ana-
1lyst desoribes tho olass ocomposition of this unique (stato within a state)

59|



" movement: "During the two deocades following 1927, the CP had become a

party of de~urbanized intellectuals and peasantx leaders whose main strength
lay in tho military force vhich they oroated and with which they ultimately
won powere Apart from its broadly agrarien character and pre-ocoupation,
this party anl this military foroe had no steble or oonsistent olass base
through the yearseseit shifted from one section of the peasantry to another,
now seeking the support of the lover strata, now of the upper strates, et
times edepting itself without difficulty even to the landlordse It oome

es e force from the outside, bringing its program with ite" (Harold Iscaocs,
" Tragedy of the Chinese Revoltuion, Reve Zda, Ps 312)e And, desoribing
Party members, "They were, by and large, deolassed masses of men, held to=
‘gother by submission to the authority of the party ard of the army, and by

. moceptanoe of the Party's programe" (Ibid, ps 313)

(10) Thus the CCP's road to power offers us an illuminating insight in=
tq the sooial nature of the regime which it established, The Chinese Stal=-
inists road to power on the backs of the peasantry, but were not of the
peasants; theoy ceme to the oities to rule, but without the support of the
workerss Their base was a state, a party, an army, their alliance with the
Russian Stalinists: they ocame from the outside, as Issaos puts ite This

is hardly a bourgeois. olique = as tne relationship whioh they established
with the various classes of Chinese society makes oleare

(ll) _ :Immediaﬁely{aftér the Chinese Stalinists took powar,vthera was
talk that the CCP would go slow on collectivizetion, that it would work
through voluntary co~operatives, etoe In 1955, this anslysis was totally

" frustrateds, The CCP announced a vigorous program for the tdtal oolleotiva

ization of agriculture with a target date of 19590 for the complete accomp=
lishment of its programe In his speech of Descember 27, 1955, Mao olaimed
., that millions had "joired" the colleotives in e period of four monthss Thus

" in agriculture, the Stalinists did not simply destroy feudalism (inceod,
Chinese agrarian relations were much less foudal than the Russian of 1917)
end oreate an independent olass of peasant propristerse They replaced the
_ feudalebourgeois relations with those of bureaucratio colleoctivism, 1leoe
atate ocontrol of agriculture through enforced colleotivizations

(12)  After their victory, the Chinese Stalinists also put forward an
economio plan 8alling for a "national capitalist" seotor of the economye
 This has oontinued to this day, but it is a transitional situation with
the bourgecoisie under the rigorous oontrol of the state spparatus and with
an offer ~f managerial posts for businessmen who go along once the economy
is completcly stetifieds By 1953, the CCP oalined that 80% of heavy induse
try, LO% of Light irdustry, S0% of export-impori trade, had Leen nationale
izede Investmenc was, of ocurse, controiod by the bureauoracye

(13) Truelal, from a sociclist point of view, is tho relation which the
CCP has eztablished with the workingolass, As noted tafore, thers was
practically no workingclass vartioipaetion in tho revciution itsel’s Today,
evary vestlige of workingolass independence has boen dostroysde The "All
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China Federation of Trede Unions" is-a typiocal Stalinist labor fronte -
Its Constitution, proposed by the "union" itself, states the following pur=-
poses "to ensure ehd oonsolidete labor discipline, corrsotly organize labor,
fully and rationally use working hours, raise labor productivity ard turn
out quality productse" In other words, the Chinese Stalinists maintain .a

tight oontrol over the workingolass so that they oan impose “he speed=up
and inoreased produstions : .

(1L) Finally, Chinose Stalinism is an integral part of the world Stal-
inist oampe This is not to sey that it is simply a satelite, or to deny
thet it has its own veriations on the liosoow lines As a nation in whioch
Stalinism came to power through e national Stelinist revolution, iecee on
the momentum of the native Stalinists rather than througn the intervention
of the Red Army, China occupies a position of a oertain autonomy within the
Stelinist oamps But meverthesless, it has remained firmly in that camp =
it is part and paroel of worid Stalinist imperialisme.

(15) Thus Chinese Stalinism: a bureaueratio collectivist social system
in polidiocal alliance with the world camp of Stalinist imperialismo. As
such, it plays a profoundly reactionary role in the world todsy = it solves
problems, to bure sure, it industrializes, it oleans out the flys ( a fsot
which Jooms large in the imagination .of British Stalinoids), but it does

80 in e reaotion, anti-workingelass, imperialist fashione When Comrade
Wang saw & progressive aspect to this reasoctionary social system (¥I, Maroh
April, 1951, ps 107), he did so on the basis of a desoription of it more
epplicable to its road to power and its very first days of vicbtory than to
what has followode At that time, the CCP did indeed turn, mow to the bour-
gooisie, row to the peasantry, now to the workingolasse But since then,

it has oonsolidated its bureaucratio rule over all olasses in Chinese soo=
jety; it has emerged as a rew olass engaged in the areation of bureaucratic
collectivismae

Ly

(16) “hen we %urn to Indie, we find certain similarities with £he - 5itm

unation in China, but 4in terms of social system there is a basio differences

India is state oapitalist, not bureanoratic colleotiviste

u£(17)'. 7 Tha;ﬁituation in whioh India fournd itself at the-timerflitS'

independence is exactly what one would expect in-a oountry whose egonomy

. had boen developed under imperislisms This is how the Indian Government

desoribed its "Till recently, the major emphasis in industriel development
in India was on the consumer goods industries; thus the development of

~-basic capital goods industries lagged behindeeeIn the case of capital -goods

4ndustriss and irdustries manufacturing intermociate products, the avail=

.. able .oapacity is inadequate even for the presowut requirements, while the

productios of ivon ard steel represents hardly 5)% of the country?!s pres-

‘ont demarc," (From India, Reyererce Annuel, 19353 Ministry of Information,
~.Dehlig oauod as inds hereafters po 253) - : R :
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(19) As a result of this imporialist pattern of economic development,
indeperdent India is primarily an agrioultural nations Here is how-its
workingforae is distributed (1951-52; Inde ) .. - o

. . in 00,000's. . . . - Zage of total |
Agrioulture 1,063 e - 72:L
Mining .
Faotory 29 2
Smdlljshdps'. . .115' A, " ,;;2.:?5J., o 840 f “
Comm@ﬂioations ’_-’l T ;'}f o vlh i~ - ol
Reflways 1. . . . .8
Benking [ ol
Transport - . 95 o 6.7
Other 132 b 953

: | LI
(20) Once indéfendcnﬁ, India pfoceedsd to defeiop its ecopomye The

mein foroes ars the native bourgeclisie, foreign oapital, and the states
Acocording to the law of April 7, 19L&, threse sectors wers marked oui: (a)
the armaments irdustry, atcemio enorzy, raiiroads, and other industries, %o
be under complete governmsnt conirol; (b) the coal, iron, stesl, aircraft,
eto. industvies, to be a mized area of sSate and private investment; (o) a
private sgotor in other indvstries, to be under statersgulatione

(21) The reason for this pattorn is olear encughe The areas marked out
for state intorvertion eare irdustries in which ths bourgeoisie is either
unable (because of the megnitude of canital requirsd) or unwilling (beoause
thero are more profitable ssoicns) to teke over, This is recognized by the
Congress Party. Thus, E,V,K. Tongak, Seoretary of the Ministry of Commerce
end Tndusbry, notsd: "The volums of irvestmont roquired for the industrial
prégrams in view is so lerge that these programs could not possibly be acocme
plished only by the privatc ssctor. Government must oome in, not merely in
certain basic fields, but also in other oasss whers the private sector is
unwiliing to risk capital eithor beouuse a vanture is likely to be unprofite
able or not profitcble for a fairly long pesriods :

(22)©  This sitnation is, of courso, a purtioular consequenne of the per=-
isd in whic. India®s nebioral vavolution tock placse The plant investment
which muet v madn is not of tha type whioh the 19%h cewbury Europesn boure
gooisie pro:ided; rather it muct be cn a lovel with hugely developod and
concontrated indusirial raSion- like the U.Ze anl Russis, Here again, the
historical contex® is of oruc’cl importunc: in duvtamining the oheraoteris=-
tios of the national revolutios, bubt in tnis onso, the solution is not burw
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eaucratle colleotivism, as in China, but state capitalimm, the most advansed
of capitalist formse o e

- (23) - The First Five Yoar Plan (1951e56) must be sesn in this perspeotives

- It was largely a holding action, partioularly beoause of a severe agricultural
- orisis whioch gripped the nation at that time, . As a result, investment in

- heavy 1ndustry was not -given prioritye . 1745% of the furmis went o agrioulture;
-Bel% to irrigationy 1249% of powerj 2L% to transparts 8eli7 to industrys 16,4%
to soeial servioess lLel% to rehabilitation (the DP problem); end 245% to
nisoslanecuse Ths goals of this plan were not, in gemsral, met,

(2) The Second Five Year Plan was announced as havinz the "goal of a
"sosialistic puttern of svaietees" It plaeed a muoh hesavier emphasis upon

the industrialization of the nations The total projected inwstment wes fixe
.ed & Rse 13,000 million (10,800 million) to be divided: irdustries, transe
port ard communieation, L8% irrigation and powsr, 187} agrioulture, 1273
sooial services, 20%. During the sam period, privite investment wesestimcted
ot Rey 23,000 million (84,830 million)s $1,050 million to industry end
- mininge Thus, in the second Five Year Plan, the importance of the state
~seotor.dmoresseds 0 . 0 RN

(25)  mIn teras df.bééiél;rolatioﬁéhips;_€ﬁs'piéturéfwhich this dewelcpmant
glves is ecomplex. Thia is espacially trus since various reforms are being
oarried out on ® lodsl (state) level, and vary from plase to plaese

- {26) " In sgriculture, ths British imperialicts set up & landlord (Zamine
© dar) system s their mathod of eontrol over the econonye And, of courss,
they esompletely diarupted the village industries: "The gereral deterioration
dn the egrericn econtmy resulted from ths gredual elimenation of oottega ine
© dustries in ths fecs of growirs ocompetition from British mamufaotured goods
axd quickoned ths pace of the impoverishment of the Indian peasantryd (Inds
Pe 187) - Sines indepandenas, there have been various reforms aimsd st ebole
Ishipg the zemivdor systen and rotionalising egrioulture inte largesr units
of produciios, but they h proessdsd on thy basis of compensation, in s¢ o
sases evon eontlipuing wurlovs feudel rights ard claims in effoot, ard have
“failed to mect the probion. (Tt is interasting to note that the Stalinists
890 sonc nossivulity vf_;J:Li':aroym vhreugh thle giaducl roforme Cfe Vobie

- Singh, Lend Teizso i ab Iniimn Stabe, Sclonce and Sosiety, Fall, 1955,)

A27) - vinowii o tiln, ths pasis poovlen L¢ the meke o system of intensive,
lergeesoale farming. ‘In sews Indion states, laws have besn passsed which
pProhibit tho nlienution of land in units of less than 5 sersse 1In others,

el ‘WIUntary'coéuaraﬁiva‘Sszerss hays besen enoouraged, and in still othsr casaes,
eampulsoery coopsratitcs favme have toen introdussd, The rook bottom of the

problem is tii fast that the great mass of the Irdian peasantry is olossified

g "ruinel” (wrldicse of loss than 2 aores) or "poer" (holdings ef less than

5 aorss, In ndditicn, 554 cf 3 psasant populetion is, for all intonts and

-Purpeses, lawlizss (cfa.yshti;'DQfsenﬁ, Spring 1955, ps 216)e The Bhuve
« movement (voluvisry le:i rodistribution) has only cperated on the mergin of
the problems - Agrienliure roraing the most serious situation in the entire

T Indi&m e::f‘)‘j.,:«»::{r& . K . 595



(28)  Foreign oepital continues to play an importgnt role in the Indian
eoonomye Various Indian firms have "ieohnioal agreements” with companies
‘1ike Chrysler, American Cyanemid, Imperial Chemical Irdustries and the Nue
ffield Group (the last two are British), etés The recent Indian Companies
 Aot, however, aimed at & certain limitation of the rights of foreign capital
in the, economy, especially with regard to the "managing azent" systeme A4s
one would imagine, the politicael end social policies d the Congress have
~not stimulated too much” investement from abroed since irdependence: between
1948 and 1953, foreign private investment {ncreased by only a querter of a
billion dollers, and o oonsiderable proportion of this was re-invested profe=
4it, -Novertheloss, Congress continues to appeal to foreign investors and
gives some guaruntees that the rights.of their oapital will be.respeotede

(29) " .- The Indien workingolass is, of course, small in reletion to the
-rest, of the oountrys It is, however, fairly well or ganized = in'1953,
“* the Government repcrtad about two million workers in various unions, and

- thision the basis of incomplete figurese The sooial weight of the workinge
.olass, is oonsiderable in-certaif urbanoetners, but in the country as a
wholg .the workers do not play a leading roles The rural proletariat of

landless farm workers is huge and it has provided a certaein base for both
.the sooialists and Stalinistse In the province of Uttar Pradesh, the total

. agriouotural population-is ‘12 millione 5548% of these are. "ruined peas=-
“ants" (holdings of less than two aores), 25.4% are "poor peasants" (be=

" “tweon 2 and 5 acres), 12.7%‘are'"middle’peasants" (between 5 and l0acres),
and only 6e1% hold over 10-soresl Hore is another manifestation of the -
‘basic Irdian egrioultural problem, this time as 1t casts light upon the
olass stratification of the neti'one The possibility of an alliame betwsen
the ruined and poor peasantry and the workingolass is, of oopurse, & coehtral
point for sooialists.in-such a situatiohn. - S

(309 In all of this, the actiial achievements of the Irdian economy:since
‘independence heve been considerable if they are taken absolutely (with, .
10li6 equal to 100, irdustrial production in 1953 stood at 1352, and this

~ despite the sever agrioultural orisis of the late forties and early fiftiese
But relative to the dimensions of the problem, India is still in a period
.of the most turbulent transitions This ishow Gols Mehta, Ambassedor to

_ Amerioa, summerized the situation in.Qotobor, 1955: "Ve heve no more than
oompleted the task of reconstructing the ecoromy from the effects of war
and partitioneesThe per oepita income of the Indien people, althouzh it has
“increased from 53 to §58 is still woefully lowe There is continuous presse
ure of populetion.on land sinoé factory undertakings acoount for a little
over 3 per.cent of the total number .of workers' employed,” There is oonside
erable unemployment, and undeYempl jyment in both the villages and tainse
Further, there is an annuel inorease of ‘between l¢5 mnd 2 million people to
the work-foroce seeking opportunities for employmente"

(31). .In this sense; India must bo vieved es a nation which is in orisise
Tt follows the path of stete cepitalist, but it has yet to mal ernize (in
the sense-ofﬁdapitalizing)fagriculﬁure.,.Its irflustry s weslk, its problem
of employment and unemployment is greate And all of this is a typiosl cone
sequence of the years.under: British imperialism, the situation is not of

~India's oreating, but India must solve it if independence is 'to be moaningful.
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(32) (As this was béing’written, additional Information be=-
came avallable, = Hence this lergthy post~script,

(In IHay, 1956, Nerhu announced -a deepening of two of
the policies discussed above, He called for an increase in the
state sector, adding Industries to the category under total state
control, and he came out for more controls on foreign capital,
This ammounts to a continuation of the policy which has been
described, and in 'a direction which was quite predictable.

(The additional information on China also confirms much
of what has been said, but 1t 1s of much greater significance.
It is taken from an article by Leon Triviere which appeared in
Saturne, the monthly of the International Commission Against the
Concentration Camp Regime - David Rousset'!s group. The bulk of
Triviere's piece 1s talten up with long quotations from Stalinist
sources. ‘hat follows in this paper is a swiary of his findings.

(When the Chinese Stalinists came to power, they announced
a three stage agricultural line: (1) land reform; (2) cooperatives;
(3) "socialization of the land." In 1951, there were indications
of a crisis in the relation between Party and peasantry. Po I-no,
a member of the CCP Central Committee reported: "Certainly the
peasants were the principle force b8hind tiae revolutionary move-
ment in China, but the.-victory of the revolution was a turn to-
ward the workingclass represented by #he Corwnist Party. But a

" certain numoer of Farty members ol peasent 6. traction hLaven't un-

derstood thiss..." (my emphasis) The formulation, "toward the
workingelass represented by the Cormunist Party" 1s a Tfascinating
one. What Po I-Po is describing, of course, is the conflict be-
tween the bureaucracy and the peasantry. :

, (By 1952, the Chinese Stalinist press was speaking of a
"blind, massive ezodous" of peasants from countryside to city,
éspeclally in Iianchiria, Setchouan, Chansi, and Xiengsou., This
was part of a growing peasant reuistance to the regime's agrarian
line, On llayy 15, 1953, the Government had to report that a com-
bination of naturel and political factors had resulted in a fam-
ine, Duning 1954, this crisis continued, The official Stalinist
press reported on March 15, 1654 that "In certain regiors, the
phenomenon of a blind exodus of peasants to the clties contirues
without diminutionees"

(By 1955, the Stalinists were faced wlth a furdamental
choice: whetlier to go slow in the face of the peasant reslstance,
or to push it through by force. In July of that year, l'ao armounced
the decision: force, In his speech on a<rarian policy that rnonth,
he told the Party that 1t didn't kmow Its oun strergti. Thls was

the baclground of the arnouncement later in the year of a policy
of total collectiviaation, It is a clecr indication of the
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struggle which 1s golng on between Party and peasantrye.

(Finally, in an article published by the Second International,
an Indian socialist G.S.Bhargavay, has some Interesting things
to say on the whole 1szue of state propertys. Those comrades
who are impressed by the nationalized sector in China, please
note: "The assumption of State control of industry 1s an ortho-
dox method of forcing the nace of development, of which Javan
had made use with advantage in the paste 'In the initial per-
1od of development, especlally in the 1870's and 1880's, the
State dominated the scene in providing capital for public worls
and industrial expansion. Revenues were channelled directly
into investment,

("In the inter-war years, long before the Soviet shadow fell
‘on them, Latvia and Poland, and Turkey today, provided cxamples
of the 3tate dominating in the national economy. Defore VJorld
War II, in no country in Eastern Zurope did the public sector
comprise less than 507e Among our Asilan neighoors -~ 1n Burma,
TIndcniesia and Thailand - the State plays an important role in
investmont actlvity. :

~ ("Formosa which, in the eyes of us all, has a very unpopu-
lar and rcacticnary regime, has today a nroportionzitely nwore
Stato~drninated econaxmy than any other country in the world
withh thé excantion of the U33Re The State has a practising
monopoly in the aluminwn, cewment, cosl, Tertiliser, gold erd
copper mining. ship-building, petroleunm, electric power, paper,
stecl, machine-manulactaring, gugar and chemical Industriese
As many as 188 sugar-cane planbations, covering half the total
acresge growing susar cane and employing 200,000 worlers, are
also run by tho Stato. Dies thisg rale t.1®8 economlc set-up
there soclallst or socialistiz?eec’)

ITI

(33)°.  How do we acseas these two cases of the colonial rev=-
olution? Vihat theorctical conclusions must we draw?

(34) The first point is obvious: in every marifestation of
the colonial ravolution, the state will play a role of tremen-
dous slgnificance., Thia 1s inevitable glven the periocd and

the protlem of these nations - it iz a function of combined and
ur.cven developmente

(35) Fut whose class interest will tho state express? The
“bourgeoizle cannot develo)d these 13w economices by lteelfs It
necds the assistarnce of the statee Thus, 1t 1s possible to
have the stale e state canitallist ~ as iIn Indla. This means
that once the revolution has reached 1ts Initial political
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ain - frecedom from the rule of the Imperialist opprcssor -, the
bourgeolsie cannot undertake the social and economic steps vwhich
then become necessarye They cammot build up the heavy industry.
of the eccnomy; they camnot solve the agrarian crisls (if 1t is*
sdluble at all on a bourgeols basis). But their political
strength may guaruntee them an important place in the society,
€eZe the Congreus Partye And yet, the general movement of the
society 1s toward an increase of the state, and a decrease of
the private, sector.- Such regimes are transitional, and the
historical perspective of the bourgeolsie cannot be optomistice

(36) China glves us the plcture of another tyne of state
power, that of a bureaucratic collectivist classe This class
has already made 1t clear that it is the iImplacable enemy of

the workers and peasants - 1t exploits the workers througih labor
fronts; it explolts tlie peasantry through collectivxkization,

1t uses the national capitalist for a time, promising them man-
agerial status when their llquidation is called fore This sit-
uation 1s qualitatively different from the one obtaining in
Indiae.

(37) But what of the workingclass? The workingclass has,
since Vorld War II, played a relatively minor role in the col-
onial revolution in Indla and China, In the case of China,

thils was encouraged by tho Stalihlsts themselves, HMoreover,

in that country, one rmst still contend with the terrible Stal-
inist betrayal of the 1920's. In India, the workingclass 1is
divided into four union federations and its social pover has
been subordinated to the "socialistic" national leadership of
Nerhu. But obviously, one cannot predict that this will always
be the case, In the past, the workingeclass of colonial coun-
tries has demonstrated exceptional qualities (China in the
Twenties, Indochina in the Thirties, for example) and a resur-
gence of thls mllitancy cannot be ruled out, Nevertheless, at
this particular time, admittedly one of transition in all coun-
tries of the colonial revolution, the workingclass does not play
a decisive role,

(38) In all countries of the colonial revolution, the masses
ol the peasantry are, of course, tremendously important. Yet,
nothing that has happened in recent years alters Trotsky's
.thesis that the peasants cannot establish their own social pow-
er, and are forced to choose among the urban parties, This 1is
most obvious in the case of Chinese Stalinism vhere a Party
which came to power on the backs of the peasantry has already
become the chief rantagonlst of the peasantry, In India, where
limited democracy is still in foce, the landless peasant prole-
tariat 1s an important polltical factor, and progressive devel-
opments can only come whon 1t 1s allied with the workingclass
In the cities.

(39) Thils brings us to a cruclal and suimary point: the ques-~
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tion of sociallsm and the colonial revolntion, Iven though
the colonial revolution occurs in backward, unindustrialized
nations, socialism, and. the orpganization of mass socialist par=-
tles, becomes an imiediate necessity,” The stave will dominate;

D ——

the only problem left up in the air is whose state?  In India,

l;nit is a bourgeols state, but with the state sector pmaining more
and more power; in China, 1t 1s a bureaucratic collectivist state,

The only alternative in this historical period is a soclalist
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- . evio. of ol p
Loomoiot h"aljslc"l g
Todor i vTe no oo A T, ”i,ﬂ oot endous vl In
wwoslo o0l e sevellites (olish vo*ke are beling claushtercd in the
strects os I write) on” with the con:ﬁus*on and disorienuhtio in the
renks ol the world Communist novenent and its cenp follouer tlhie

Russicn question more than onv tine in the pest becories thc bcs ic
question focing the roedical movenconi. :
It isc not enourh sinply to develon our present "line" on Ruscia
end attenpt to nollulc“llv embprrass (nd destroy the stalinist nove-
ment. We must Xeep our ninds alert aba allve. Ve imect not only follo
w the Ruscian eveants with the utrost strutinit; ve rust clso rcecod, taln
k , and diccuss. Ve hove to continue our ovn 4theoretical cevelonment
at an ever increacing rote os the invoricnce of ou? novenent and ol

"

-the role of independent sociclicsts throusiwout the vorld becoiies ever

clearer vith the begiuaing of the dis inuegruuion o; the stolinist
govement that we are witneesi todea!

For the above recsons the eppecrance of Tony Cliff's Stalinist
Russia: A llorxist Anclvsis is o>p cli lly & pronos. Here re hove a
boolr with a verltable werlth or inforncation on the nature of +tiic stal-
inist regine. Not only that; he%e ve hwwve 2 book writienr Tro.a the
saie polltlc:_ aoint of vieu as thae Lndcv ident sociclist novenent in
this country but from a significecntly diferent theoreticol point of
view,

- The boox reises many quesitlons for sociclisis to thin': about ond
regarcless of hether one grreces with its formulctions it can perforn
tno extrenely imlortant function of stimml oting theorctical thianking
¥within our ovement on this all- ll)O“tcﬂu question,

SIUILARITING DETVEE! SHACITIAN'S AYD CLITE'S ANALYVOIS

It is simificant that botr ClLifT and Shachtnon coue PO the
same socclolist trodition, the tortskv1st moveirentv. Thvie is no mere
coinsidence, Tor Trotslky and nhis sunioriers nHorforyred the cztrenely
imvorient role or Xeeping rev014110p"r" meorzien clive in the thirties
and Tormmleatin~ the fundailentel onalis sis of theo recsons Tor the feilur
of the Dolshevil: révolutlon and for the rise of counter r-revolutlonory
stolinism, 60,
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Iith thic :i' ilez theorciicdl Leelrround they both have split
from Trotsliy oan the Rucsicii quess: 100, Tue LDiendit of e Book under
discuscion nulc"fuae sflie Lenerdld chalrtsin of;Trotsﬁy's'thoary ol the
dcgener be vorkers' stcte o8 Shcehtuon éoes in The Ltiu~-le for the
Xew Course.

As inmoricnt es their bosic - roun

Cii in Trotslrict theery is
thelr understiading thaot Rucsic - far Troo weins o workers' stote - is
& elocs soclety wivh o ney rulins eloso, 4o burcnucr-cy. For thlic is
the foundoitlicn upon aien eny mfrx st understending of stclinish rmust
bose itcell. From thic Tlous the recornition of the criistoncs ne

eless cirusrle in Otoelinied Russic cnd 4he loolin: to %
rether thon the wreouercer Tor beslc-»ro-rescive chiranre
SOC-LO b_‘; .

Followins also fron this 1s o realizotion of the neces:itry of &
socicl, not cinnly o w01“31c~1, revolution to briars the "o“kgaf'class

boek into 00“0" in the coviet Unien and ito sctellites

Anotne* 11uerc ting sinllcoritr bHetreon Dhoeutnea's cad Clifs's
theoriee iu tho reco-nition of 4he furion of ccononiics ond nolitics
‘under Sttlinisi.  CLIfL muts it this uwer: M., in Ruscic "tocey, the
double- function o: the gveve, o8 the rmucrdicn of the ruling, eless and
as onzonmlzer of toclcl Hrocduciion, lecds to o %0%hil fucion ol econom-

.ics ¢nc nolitics." i o S

o i

. Lastlv it mu:L be Dolmted out thant both Shoehtnon ond Cliff tcle
a fresh oo roceh tovard Auscic., Nelther cssumes oot nouailins hos
ehcired or uﬂu& oae ‘e 18 soue mosiccl phrase in licrn Lol viil tiXke
cere of everytialns. . They both reclize vach Prcoirn sociey is unique,
thourh ce ve wili sec, CLLiff holds %hct it is ecsenticlly o veriction
- of 0“3* clisii vhille Ohochtnen holds it i on catirel:s neir f0"1 of
jzsocial”system;“ They both cidhesise the cll-imoriond noint thot one
Comst 3Endr and 'hld" Coout the Ruscicn cuestion. :
. Thus 7e see Lot on,mazy theorcticcl: Doints and on F11 bosice
pPoliticel »oints, CliTI ond Bhcelitmon orc ia oorecnent.

. DALIC. DIZ'F i ..NC:..;. B“JT" "J'I' CLIFZ 2D SHACHT... X

- One of the vweo knec g )f Clli"'; POO’I Iroi our Noiat of vies is
- thet he coeo not recldlr decld vith Lhnehbia's theor-. He onl' nen-

 tlons Sheehtiton tuice rnd in thoso > 2loees only brieil- nd incdecuately.

. Ané ret it ic nob oo diTficult to aic cover wherc the tuvo diver-e
ond excetly ot is bonind Cliff's 'eJCCuLOH ol Bure.ue:: tic Collect-
ivisn, Let we S&y o the ounvset thot this cilfer nee is nore then a

ternlaolo icc} one. - I the onlw nuo0b107 vere waevher to eoll Lt lin-

"Durcruerctic Colleetivicu™ or Dups. ve— i ic wbote Conitolisn™ I

ﬂoulg ne for gionnia: e vhole Jiscusrion ond Covoting our tire to

1ndin” & nev uern, Tor thvr cre both cutreely cluis: terns.

3

Tno follo* 13 cvote fron Cliii 111 serve, I tI'in’, to “a0int up

GO
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his dificrences ot with Lhoehtien cnd thooce who attemdt Lo sindlw
ap)Ply the »Hre-1°00 ierzist stote coditclist notions o Duscic toder:

"Po scr thot o burecueratic closs mles in Dussic oad
that (here in my opinion e is Ceceridinsg choehtiwnisn - T7), ic %o
circuinivent tiie cordincl issuc -- thc ceitaliot relotione of Hroduc-
tion »revciling in Ruscii. To oo ot Tuocoic 1s stote conitielisy is

u
“vperfectly correet, but not suiilicient; 1t io eolco nececs.rr to noint
“vout the differcinces ia jv“idiﬂal "h1{u+“73 Detien the rmulinc class

““Russic is renlece the muling burecoueroey vitha rronliers
o

)

with Lorris Rubin throve swyie 1hrht on this noic

L)

in Fusceic end thct in o stote cagi “lioit tMlel evolved croduclls froin
mono»oly ccnitelisn. The most »iccis none :o: the Ruscicn socieyr

315 therefons Sureciueriiic bhote C?)Ju~]ls‘

Cliff's criticisn of Shoehbtuon is esseaticll- not theit et he
8c.’s iu urons bui tact he dnes not soy enoul, To sor that Puscic
‘hce o "eolloctiviot" ceonomr is %o sov litile. A)1 i% ecne is thot
the coote o a8 tie wertng of »roduction. It Coes notv, thersinrs, dis-
tincuish the econoiny fron o sociclict one. It could lecd ous to the

“poin of vierr thaot 2ll that is accessory Lo driag obout cocillisn in
' voer and the

vorkers vill not Twwve Lo touch the 1h0le econonic cad socicl structune
of the oociety. Thet shoeniucnites hoven't (Lo nr Imovledrz) cconted
thic point ol vier showrs thal tueyr cre VilWin' to siecrilice uthcoret-
lecl consistencer Tor Dolitierl corrcciacs “his obilit- in of
cox"se onenhuii 8 eavins rirate.

hus we see tht Dumecu rotic Collectivien is in & congse wn
onen ooy tharousn wilich (Liost cuay RKind ol erecturc con eute:n. he

..

‘shachtmonives soy thet Rusu;u is o new eless socizsty mp Foil Lo re-

“lote it vo thwe only otlicr nmajor cloes goelebty in the vorld, ercitol-
iegm. ‘lmueh of the richwest porut of nariiiet Luhlvcis oo Cevoted to
on encl;sic of cenivclis ., To uwiecy exvent ore the verlous lovs of

oecapiielict cevelonaent apnlicadle (o whboll ﬁi'”? Thie ic tho nojor
‘quesiyion thet Clify ¢slc but vhleh ohochinwen i-norec,

To ¢l Twscic Suraiucratic Colleetivicst wells
the rclaiiont of produciinn in Juscic cud »rites nore cuenti

-

Cth.on it . nowvere,

It ie obvious Irou {he nicsase chove quotPG fror. CLLTT thet he

recor xisnf thet thers is o Glife cnce betireen e stute copit.lisn
L of Tweoic end waot oo, Ingels, Trowcli-, DuXaarin, it others recnt
by stote copic lisii,  Theoir najor Cifrercnce lics in their hictorical
OPA‘D 10 one ig whe lo icil develoliciit Trom nono ol conit. 1ism and

uhe.ou-vr Tlous Tron %ic Loilure of the fuscion revoluition. Uader

onec e ruling 1:w lives OfT of -stote Wonds; unde. e otherr the

Murcouerae: encusunes 1ts chors of the surnlus Hroducty Larousy elroX-

bitont salories.

The Tollovis suctenent from Illro Zhrenbur: curing i interviewr
: e Nve nothing
reeenblin, vour bov“'003¢e," he crrued. MFo ¢lrsren 10 Lo cranted,
in the Veshorn seass, thens necds to be cecwrulitio of cooit.l over
Lo or three Len ,r::'ons. In the United SHtctes rou coir icle more
dollcrs out ofi the Coller:o TOU Love dere thic igs imposmihlc.’ One
ccin onl:- soend.  Thot ic the funde ,uqu.l ¢ifference

Y o~

In o sense he is pointias to o beelic ¢ilfsrence hetirecn Pusslicn

co3
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ate canitalis, croving
out of mono»oly capiic lism. In Ruusiq onlv the stote "eon. weXke more
dollars out of dollars" end 41t does 1t in imeh the same war thet on
Anericen corporation wecuimlaotes cwinul.

Thus we hove no sinmnlis tic stote copnitelist theor" he e & la

- Forrest, Johncon, Shacne, Xoutsky, et zl. (In this repord it is inter

.estin- to note that vhile Shone rects hic vhole theorr on the cxist-
ence of frec lobor 1l Ruscies, Cliif denies its wistance thore as
-well oo to & certcin exwent its ciistence under the Nazis,.)

Ko thot we hove sécn Cliff's eriticisiis of shcchtmenicin und of
simplistic stote conitvellisa e 2till heve to treat the quesiion,"ilow
does hc ae f ia nis charceterising the stcliniet systen as 'essentially
Cu“?it& rb [ ]

To 'nsucr this me rmst first roise the difficult quesition of

what io scentially cconitilist™? Yaen onc compores thie canitalisnm
of Adan SmiuJ to the monopely cepltclisn of todar vith 1ts nernaonant

Cwer econony ve Tind thais a diffisult gquectioa to ensver/. Cne wor

o; metiing gomnte ideo of the differences (ird sicilaritics betwesa can-
dtelisn 12 oXl ibs *orws is 1o commore fasclism uader Hitler (Sspe:laol-
ly in its last deys) with early cepitclicon., Ve wrill fiad far creater
differcnces biotwaen these tuo' forme of coritalisn thwaon we uitil butieen
Bureaucrdtic Liate Cepitalisn in Nussic eand nonopoly cenitilism in

.. Faecist Geraeny, Hilferdin~ vrote, "In Ceracny... the Sbgte, striv-

| e

in~ to meinteo n and strengthen its poverm deter:incs the choracter of

production and cccurmlations Prices lase thelr reguleting function
anc becoite mo"clymeans of distribution. The econony and with it the

.,“nonunus of economic ectivity, arc wmore or less subjected to tihe
State, becoming its subordind es .t ' :

Another uhy to aprooch thisc quecstlion is to consid
thou-ht to be the essentlel role of the copitalict clas
cad see wvaetiher the stolinist burecoucracy in perforning
Ruscic, '

(] \-7 (D)

Harx vurote, "ZIxcent asc personified cunit 1, the conit
no histiricel velue, end no rirpt to thcot historicel exictonce..
980 fop as he is perconified in ccoitel, it ioc not velues in use and
the enjorrent of then but the eichanse value and its "ugtca%nzion,
that spur him into action., Fanacticelly bent on naliling vedlus omhead
itseTL, ne ruthlessly forces the hunan race to ~roduce Tor rroxwction
's sole... Trcrefore save, cave, save, l,e, reconvost the RS
possidle )o”tion 21 surHlus volue, or suprnluc rolunt. Int.
Accuimletion for cccuimlation's soke, production for Heodu
82kese."

If this isn't an exoct definition of the »nle of the
burecucr..cy I'd 11 (¢ to kov vact is. For cs ﬁrrt Doints
above quotatlon 1t is not velues in use onnd the enjerent
that is fundarmentel hore, Thus 1T the Soviet strio sovinaT L
the indiviZuel burecucrots! uoluity to personclly cceccvimlate i} iec
only to enhcince the ub'lib‘ 0¢ Lue bureaucracy a8 a closs. to Maccun-
ulcite for accwmlction's uh1e tmich 18 corried under stolinisnm
to a po nt inheord of under norlrl conivolicsm, This is the driving
force of tlic entire stclinist socictr, it is-itsc cescence. The rule

ko4
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of the burecucrcey is bised on thae nover this cceurmloied wenlth sives
it; the ruthlecss e:w]oitﬁtion of the Miceicn vorker ©id neasant hos
n.de this cecurmlotion of surnlus velue porsible i1 ruech the sooe ey
28 thoe erploitetion of the workers hos cons Lhis uncen nNnonoly cop-
itclisi,

From this beasic »noint flows on uacerstonding of thic socliety cs
a whole, In every cshect of stelinist socict” serutinized b clirr
ve find the domineation of capitcl over the urolers nd neosonts, of
properiy rizlivs over numen »ishts. For instance personal erines are
punisihed 1li-htly in Russcic, but eriies agcinst aroncrur, unich couce
injury to stote pronerty, ere dedlt with ruthlessly.

This point of vieu enzbles one to bet imvortcnt insishats ianto the
present loosening up in Russia, The followin: brilliant cvote, fron
Cliff's book, vas writien beolre the nresent caa:*e in soviet te ctwco
but clecrly presents one of the basic delimmas of the Pussion rulers
that has lem then to avtennt sonc sort of concessions to the nacces,

o

)

cl'

"The historicrl tes!: of e bureaucrecy is to reise the »Hroduct-
ivlty of labowr. In doin-. tiis thﬁ bu recreracy enters into deen con-
tradictions. n orcder to rolse the »rodicti v;td or labour above a
certain point, the stenderd of livin- of the massess must rise, es
workers who cre underhourisneéd, brdly houced end uncducrted, are not

capevle of modern »Hroducition, Tie bvrervc ra.cr endrocenes the nroblen
of the stendard of llVlAﬁ of the macces in much the sanme vary (s a
pecsont enproccued the fecdins of his horees:'How imch shall T five
In order to get wmore worlk done?' 3But worlers, besicdes hevines heonds
hove hecods, THe raisin; ol the stcndard of living and culiure of itle
mosses pleans roisin, their self-confidence, increcsinf their -ooetite
their inpotience at the lacir of deilocrociic »ishis and »ersond) cecur
ity, ond their iwmdetiecncy of the buresueracr vhich Hreserves these
burdens. On the other hrnd, not 4o roise the steondopd of 1ivins of

|

-

the nasses meons to perpetuate the viresent low productivity of Icbour
vhich would %

situetion, rnd
revolts of deswa

Tovel for the burecouerees &n the present international
011( tend. 1o drive the nmacces sooiel or liter to
i

Another quotr, this time Trow Cliff's excellent pamphlet "Pussia
Trom 3tclin to Ihrushchev", anles o similer point on Rusesia's policy
tovrardes slave labor caids,

"Aroin, slove 1abouw, oncc velcomed cnd encrurased br the bur-
ecucracy as o netiod of wreakinr bottitlenecls in the cconomy cand of
usin- che "bundc;t unskilled lohour force as 'shéclt “troops for
capitcl acecurml letion, is beconin-. too exnensive. Olove lcohour is not
broductive, ond uvhen lebour becomes short, as in Puscia todey(be-
cause of tuie GXTCdulu indastricl econony and the sternation of asri
culture vhich still Icens uJO- uhv*du ol the momulation in thao coua*“"
gide) it DGV01C° uneconoiiicel, Thus it is nost Unlikelj thet in
futu*e there 1111 be nese errests for fillin~ the ccups; renzoted oil-
nesties will coatimue denletlins noany ofvhe e: isting oncu. The ccanc
in Russic wouldilhen fulfil 4ic scie function os PitTef S or iuscolini
» Wnlch served oi vernoas of politiccl terror end nov as o mecns of
econonic c.ctivlty(e,.ce_av duriag thie wer yorrs).

Another crco into wvalceh Cliff's theory throvs mich licht is

o5
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RuUQian Impericlism. In thlec coanection Iile ia““ln;:
in YGOSR last ycar on Burcaucratic ColTchivi”m and imporialisn are very
interectin~, Herrinston cleimed thot Ruscio is not "isperialist”
because its donincivion of otiers does wnot. _ﬁov firone ¢ l"uﬂid’ besic in
its sociel systen. de thercfore celled it oxpauuionl 't", “Oponants
pointec out thet this Gistin: tion losicel: ¥ lead to a position of
defense of thec USSR os Iarrinsion Gronned it. hot nig epritics did
not point out was th. ¢t it 2150 floved loric. ly from Bureaucratic
collectivisi theory. Acain losical controdictions -are eniercé into
in order to mcke poliuiccl sense out oi Shachinmonisni

n's discussion

Cliff's chapter on inmerialisn, contrar; to thz ahove QDGCUlmtiOH
econteins a pointed.and thorourh anelysis of uow*et imocm1»1Lkm and ite
relationship to the burscuercile stete cipit.list systen, "The nra-
- vileges of the Russlan burcaucracy", CLiTT utuueu,' “S,thOme of the
- bourgeosie, are conditioned by the unecec sing uLVdnCG of accurulation.
It is thues rdecesseary for Russiz to: seek ot:cr erece of the vor ~1d to
dominate and oxploit. "stelinist Pussia looted . uhe countries of
Ecstern Zurope ond lianchuria. She ¢id so by trensfercing fuctories
to Russle, and, as Nazi Gerncny. did, by COﬂulh(inr ‘barter arreémentc
wlth her vascels which vere ruinous to thena". Tuais poirnit CIiff roerx
-on to docunment in considerable detoil. Anouher motive behind FuUBLan
imperialism ls the need of o relatively bociarerd countrv with a
sacarity of cepitel for labor, pover. W"Ihe cadition of_lOO mil ion
people from the countries.of Eastern Europe is therefore on ﬂhportapt
mo+ive for the exhansion of RPusscian imperiilicn, correspondins to the
of carital fo' the countries of edvonced copitelien, he con-

; A finel byt extreumely lmporicat motlive 1s of course utrhteﬂiéal
conuiderutions.Thiv houever rust:be COJSi(O“Pu in conjuacblon Wluh the
‘others and not as the whole story, .

b It is Interestin: at this point to consider national resistance
to stalinist imperizlism in the satellite countrics, For here as

_ yndcr monopoly canitclish imwericlism we hove {wo basic conflicting
‘etlasses lecdlng the noiioncl strus;le, in this cose the burecucracy
-ehnd the vorkers, Titolsnm is &n eiciiple of the foruer. lHere 're find
allthe vacillating ond inebility to clezrly oud cou31ctcly'achieve
‘nzational inaeﬁendence(lt is;s*rrificcnt o note;Tito'sA receont moves
to re-enteor the stclinist fold) thot is characteristi accircing to
Trotsky's brillicnt analysie ol the- ckn;uxli t clasu 1a colonial
-8truggles, The other trerzendous force is the vorking cless which as
‘We ccn see.most clecrly in:the recent P lish events is fighting nob
only a cless st:uf'le but 2 notlional s*wuffle(ve mst never foirget
the” cual nature orf “the stru-sle) and hes COmnleeLV sejzed tihe lezder
8hlp of the nctioncl independence moveient in thot country at uho Dre
“8ent time, . I .

An inte”e tll" nSl'ht into the cntiimperielist aspect of the
revolt is piven By o nevspoper women wiao vitnesced the outburst. A
‘reported in the TlUCS, "She said she hod seen demonstirators tecring
up Soviet flass and pictures. .She scild trhey cried, 'Give us the goods
thot are being exported to the. ‘Soviet Uaionl! " xh,ro'is.cn inter-
estin- possioilitj thot the Soviets mov atteapt to plecate the nasces
at uome in the coming perioa with its invnri lion cbroad as we°te“n

L 66



/9

cepdtrlists hove done. Witness -in this resnect the fonbestic .out-

burst of Great ?us::an chuuvinism durln' the lrot var. Ye moy see

“this osein, - , .

Therc are mony other extremely interesting questions in reletion
to the noture of Ru°°ian imperielisn that decerve CuTGﬁ’l study and
taousht. o .

Another 1ntcrcut11~ cnd inportont oree of inves ti tion which
Clirf indicates  in this ook 1s the functionin olthe 1 7.0f vaule
and the podsi JLllt" of an egononic crisis occuring vithin Puscic.

. This is an extfemeWy imdortent and Aifficlt tonic and I wall not

attenpt to discusc it here gitcept to sucrest tothe recder thot he
recd and scriously consider whet CLAILT hos d‘itoen on this subject in
the concludixﬁ-chapters o” tnc booA.

(To. put aiu vie\s b*ieflv ond thercfore. inudequkteIV, Clifi fcels

'thdt the leu oi value and co, modltv production exicts to o limited

extent in the Soviet Union when its econonty ls viewed in isol:tion
from the world economy. Such limitations acrc siniler to the limito-
tions on the law of vilue found in monopoly arcas of our econoily and
found to ca far greatcr cxtent in the economy of Nazi Germcnys. Hovw-
ever, "law of vclue. is. tius sgen to be the arbiter of the Ruscion
economic ctructure as soon as it 18 seen in the concrete nistorical

situetion oftodcy~ the egnorciic world rarkot"(unde*l¢n" adced ™).

As Tar as the no.klb*litv of an econoaic crisis in the Ussr,Qliff

feels that &8 lonz as Russia trmllu the West in production (ona this

vill not be f)“ 101”) it ic relctively sofe from this particul:r mal-
ady, but once "the »roduction of mee ainery succnels in brin~in~g the
economy up to tine level of the rest of the world, will this stcte
capnitclist systew be feced with overnroduction? There ecn be onl: one
renly to this cuestion ... thot the economy will be oructicrlly Stai“
nant. Of course the var economv may offsct tuls develonment. In
this res»ect he states, "Given the vorld situction today, it ap: ears
thet the wvir-econony sélution is the on1v expedient for the Russicn
bu”egucrecv until such tiue cs citaer oc;\lisﬁ or borborlism will ren-
der & 'solution' to the contracictious inhereat in copitceliss - orth-
odox or stete - suparfluous." It may be that soon Tussic will have
as much to losc by disermement a&s the ‘iest has nov.

In my opinion Cliff ‘has onl< initicted the discuesion on this
point. luch more aecdu to .he cdone, biit I co fbe1 thiat the dircction
Cliff points out is 1e aost fruiuful.ono noesible.

One lest rencrl chout ShuChtx~ﬂ's It voulc secm to e thet
consictent vwith Zurecuerctic uOlleCthLuJ ig vhe vievr thct burnhem and
Oothers have held, thaet we ere enterin* into a nev epocih, the enoch of
the burcoucretic ele 58 ond of the burecucraotic society. Otccrvish if
stelinism is simply 'd mutation '~ hot o basicallr new end ¢ifferent
Societv wit: an historic role - tnen it must be o vh*ibtioa of ccpitel-
ism »leyins the come historic Fole cng’ hevin: the sciie historic fate.
Arol Sha Cﬁumcu,makcs & correct noliticel er"meat ct the expensce of
1oric «n6 refusés’ 1o consider stélinism s o viable socicl form with
& hlstO“ﬁc futu“e o . .

PR NN . PO .,'-.)l fh ia‘.i"' ae S O PO T o
ihe ontlro fuwscien question 1s ¢ very comdlex one. In moay
Pleces in the course of this review I have Jjust berely touched on
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munv impo*t:nt qbeutijns vialcell neeca thorou;sh @ad thour htful ianvestl-
LatiOn. ‘It is, in my oninion, the cutr of cverr YSLer to bhecin to
~thiak about thece questione . to “c1cct the foo11;raj notion thot wve
hove in cny wev "o finished pro-rea" cc our sectorien OVP fiiends
clainm. You inay discorec with nreh thiat Cliff hos to scy, but for
those grouncded in burcauvcritic collectivist thesry he offere a grocst
Chullcu’ to ceccptea thcor:.

_ Let e coaclude wltn oﬁotlb cuestion crouving out of the hanpen-
‘ings over the last weelk ia Polhn“. rolcad teoder is feced by c
~serious une: Dlo"menu nrobleul. bome roung nen told reporicrs ther
“had. Yecn out..of work for yecrs comments the Tines. ' This is, of
_course, & very enbarrossing rroolct Tor the stoliniste. DBSince they

" consider unemolovweat imposgibhle under socialisn there is no unem-
plOJﬁ“nu insurcince in Po nd.

ey But qule e are 1eu 11n~ ot the ste liniste we must cleco ask our-
‘selvet thne scne question they do: Vhy. the unemplowrent? Nothins in

i bureohcr»u*c colcht1v1st tneory would lecd us to ¢n exnlenction of

uhis., i.e Bu the. stelinist recimes cre afflicted wit: mcony more
beculiar ccpitelist ills tr"n meny of us sup ose. It is interest=
inc to tnin about 1n any case. :

EERE -~ Tim Vohlforth
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. ISREAL AND THE ARAB REVOLUTION
A discussion of the Anvil Editorial on the Middle East

by Shane Mége

The current issue of Anvil devotes a full page editorial to the Israel-
Arab crisis, The importance of this problem needs no demonstration,. and it
is heightened for us by the fact that a large portion of our campus arena is
composed of young people of Jewish origin, who are deeply concerned with the
survival of Israel. It is therefore all the more regrettable that this edi-

torial is so pitifully inadequate.

An editorial on the Middle East in a socialist magazine should attempt
‘to do three things: ‘ ‘ S
1. To clearly delineate the social and national forces in
- conflict and to evaluate the revolutionary role and potential of each,

' 2, To analyze the relationship to the situation of . the
world inter-imperialist rivalries, showing the political aims and policies
of each great power. B o

3s To set forth a socidlist approach to a solution of the
crisis, ' :

Of course this could not have been done really adegnately in the small
space of a page in Anvil, DBut a schematic outline could have made the impor-
tant points, in a clear and organized fashion. \ o

Instead, the editorial makes a mumber of sketchily related points, with
no attempt at programmatic or aralytical clarity., Worse, on a number of
important issues it seems to have a mistdcen palitvical line. '

The editorial begins with an appraisal of the balance of military forces
which is, to say the least, extremely questionablc. WIf nothing else is sure
one thing is--the fvictory! of Israel in 1943 will not and cannot be repeated
in 1956, The Arab states, led by Lgypt, are stronger today than ever before,"
Of course it is true that the Arabs are better armed than in 'L8., Bub so is
Israel. Even asswiing that the Arab states have improved their armies more
than Israel, there is no evidence that this improvement has overcome the enor-
mous imbalance that existed (in favor of Israel) in 198. y

The persistence of this imbalance is indicatzd by the fact that in the
border fighting between Israel and Syria-Egypt, large scale military actions
have been resorted to only by Israel and with enormous tactical success,
Syria and Egypt were unable (or unvi T1ing) to retaliate in kind--they have
been restricted to guerilla tactics.

Add to these considerations the staggering logistic problem of the Arab
states who have to fight across a desert against an enemy posessing the short-
est supplylines conceivable and the falsity of the statement . “For Israel the
qQuestion of war is a quection of its very survival" becomes apparent.

The source of this error is probably confusion over the proposition that
in the long run Israel cannot survive as a ghetto in an Arab Middle EKast, This
is true, and basic, but it is wrong to deduce from it that Israel camnot sur-
Vive a war at the present time, : :

 This mistaken view of the military situation is importent in itself, shce
. onds picture of :the military balance is a basic factor in a political andlysis.
At the same time, the view that Israel cannot survive a war has symptomatic
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significance; it reveals a failure to reckon with thc role the U.S. and Great
Britain would be likely to playin such a war.

It is highly improbable that a war would remain confined to Israel, and
the Arab states. The western imperialists have too much to gain by entering it:
the British could reestallich their lost supremacy over Egypt and Jordan, the
U.8. could, as its "saviour', force Israel into a position of abject dependence,
and for both there would be plentiful bases.  -This sort of intervention would
be politically easy, dnce it would take place under the "idealistic! slogan,
"Defense of Israel", Despite this, we would have here a classic imperialist
adventure, against which a defense of the irab peoples would be the responsi-
bility of every = cialist. - e

¥Failure to-even pose the problem of Western intérvention is not the least
wezakness of the editorial., = Lo

Its worst mistalkes come from a failure to understand the reality of the
Arab revolution. True, there is the abstract phrase "The Arab masses are in
motion", But this does not prevent the editorial from lumping all the Arab
states together as Veorrupt! and "reactionary", from passing over in s lence
the actuzl mass struggles in the Arab world and the reaction to them of Israel
and other states, and from assuming that only the Israeli working class can
take the initiative in the transformation of ‘the Hiddle East,

. The idea which pervades theelitorial that the rulers of the Middls -
Eastern Arab states form a reactionary mass  is both false avd harmful., Not
orily are these states split by power-politicil antagonisms (like the fierce
disputes over the Baghdad pact), but they differ widely in their level of
development and -internal regiues.

‘ There are countries still mired in the blackest feudalism and imperialist
~domination (like Saudi Arabia) but there are also countries (like Jordan,
Syria and Egyp%) vhich havs made enormous progress toward, or actually achieved,
their national independenca, : Coe TR ;

Failure to make this slementary distinciion does not merely render imposs-
ible any undsrstanding of the real revolutionary processes in the Arab world--
it leads directly to the grossest factual and political errors.

An éxample of the first is “he reference to the "reactionary rulers of the
- Arab nations for vhom war would be a soluiion of the 'Jewish euestion'". The
- error involved here is at least twofold, and both points should be apparant
even from a cursory acquaintance with the facts of Arab policy, .

1, There is absolutely no evidence for the Hitlarite anti-gemitic motiv-
‘ation imputed to the Arab lesders by ths phrase “sclution of the !'Jewish
Question!", On the contrary, the rule:s of Egypt and Syvia have consistently
denied any anti-Semitism, L
. 2, It is strictly fals2 to imply that the professed Arab aim is to destroy

Israel, The Axab governments hove repeatedly shoted their willingness to make
:peace on the basis of U.N, resciuiions (resolutions which would recognize tle
" right to existence of the state of Israel.) o :
f [V . . . )

This factual error is complamented by a - stapggering political error: "The
present reactionary leaders cannci be appeasod..il ie meaningless to enter
into tagreemoris! with men diose very politizel existdnce in most cases de-
pends on keeping the masses cf theisr sountrics inflimed apainst Israel.

is view would be fatal for any Isracli sucialist who adoptad its Only
one- party in Israel has oppostd negotiations with “he Arabs: the extreme
right wing, chauvinist Herwt, - Even Ben Guricn recognized tnat peace can be
achioved only throngh nepotiations bztween Icrael and tha Arab govermments.
But his offers to negotiate are vitiazted by his simultaneous tactivist! poligr.
The first point of a socialist peace policy in Israel (and in tle Arab states
too) must be a willingness to negotiate in good faith, '
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This would be true of an Israeli revolutlopary 5001allst regime (sznce pol- .
jtical exposure of the Arab leaders can only be brought about through: ncvotla-
tions). The need to advocate negotiations is even more crucial for a. revolu-
tionary socialist opposition to the Ben Gurion Social-Democratic regime whioh
has been incapable of taking any serious steps toward peace. Co

The revolutlonary movement of the Arab masses is not abstraction: it has
broken out into the open constantly in the last year - most notable is the = =~
epochal struggle of the Algerian people for national liberation. It is not
indispensable for an editorial on the Middle East to discuss the Algerian rev-
olution--except for one consideration: that the relative p051t10ns of Israel-
and the Arab states are absolutely inconsistent with the simplistioc description of
the Arab rulérs as "corrupt'and "reactionary". Israel voted with Rwench 1rpor-
jalism in the U.N., while the Arab states, and particularly Egypty have given
significant polltlcal and mlll tary aid to the horth ufrlcan revolutlon.

The editorial!s condemﬂatlon of Zlomlsm, Mits - deep cnauv1nlsm, 1ts dis-
regard of the Arab peoples, and ite dependence on the imperialist powers of
the world for support" describes very well the political basis for the Israeli
position. But what about the Arab states? What about Egypt?

The Egyptian regime is lumped with the other Arab statesin one reactlonary
mass, The only SpOlelC referonce to the Egyptlan reglme is to bhe "dictator
Nasser."

Now Nasser is certalnly a dlctator, but that tells us nothlng about the
social nature of his regime. History has known many “types of dictatorships--
revolutionary as well as reactionary, democraticas well as dllgarcalc. of
vwhat sort is the dlctatorshlp of Wasser? .

Like a*mout all’ the states so far establlshed by the colonlal revolutlon,
the Egyptian repime has sharply apparant. contrmdlctlons, stemming from the fact
that it reprcsents a small elite group attempting to- establish itself as a
natlon 1, state-capitalist ruling class (for a fuller di:scussion of this point .
seec my Draft I ternational Qesolutlbn, and my cr1t1c1gm of the Martin axd
Harrington documents).

On the.one hand, the ngpulan working .class has Ouffber severe repressions,
and indcperdent left wing. opinion has been almost totally suppresseds But at
the s@mr tlmo, Egypt has won its hational independence and chased Britain from
Suez, " the corrupt, feudal Farouw: gang has been kicked out of the country; im-
portant (uhoagh far from complcte) measurces of land redistribution have been
tﬁ”cn;-prOﬂocts inds spensable, 1o the devclopment of the country (such as the
Avwan ‘den) have becen )n1t¢atcd, ‘and a pouerful imeptus has been given to nat-
donal liberation mévements- throughrout Africa, not merely by example and agi-
tation but by concrete: material ahd political aid to the North African inde-
pendence rovomcntu. (of. coursc, this aid has gone to the right wing of these

gjmovemcntu, such as the Algerian FLIT; whose naticnal copitalist and authoritar-
ian, ouUTOJk corres,ondu closely to that of the liasser groupd)
; ‘ What fOTCOu could 1mre1 thls regime to a war with Israel? Ilasser must rec-
Lognize all too. clc:rlf that an agressive war, leading to British and Amcrican
intcrvention, would mcan hlquvn destruction. He rcalizes too (and has stated

% This was written pribr £o.the nationalization of the Suez Canal, an act which
confirms this point 100%, 6[/
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it frequently) that the arms race is a crushing burden to a country which needs
every available resource to 1ift itsclf from ages of backwardness,
The vital interests of the Egyptian regime therefore preclude agressive

-war against Israel---conseq.tently negotiat:.ons can lead to peace.

The editorial!s discussion of the role of world imperialism in the Middle
East is, at best, superficial., References to "the old game of jockeying for
position" tells us nothing about the concrete political reasons for llestern
and Russian imperialism, Xkx= It is not my purpose to analyze them here, except

-to point out a ncessary distinction between .the policies of western and Russian

imperialism, The U.S. and Britain are already installed in the Mid-East.
VWhile the U.S. would like to oust its partner for its own advantage, both are
concerned, above all, with preserving what they almeady have. Their first
objective is to prevent the further progress of the Arab revolution. Thus,
Dulles, defending arms shipments to Saudi Arabia, explained that the tanks
would be sent to a place from wlere it would be virtually impossible to use
them against Israel, and that their sole purpose was to suppress internal
Wdisorders", The U.S. needs the Arab governments as policemen, a fact which

gives these governments (even such a vile and servile one as the Arabian) a

certain latitude in bargaining i th the U,S. But this latitude becomes impor-
tant only when these govermments can rely on another great power against the
U.Se . . L

Russia is exploiting this situation by supporting the Arab governments as
they break away from the Anglo-American camp. Since it camnot hope to establish

. its own domination over any area in the Middk East, its policy is aimed at en-

couraging neutralism and breaking down Western imperialist rule in the region.
This polity is reactionary too, but in a very different way from that of the
Western powers--it is very wrong to equate them. While the West is simply in-
terested .in strangling the Arab revolution and maintaining its own power, the
Russians, supporting for their own reasons the national liberation of the Arab
states, pursue a policy whose effect is to prop up the present rulers and to
restrain the revolutionary surge of the Arab masses--in short, to confine the
Arab revolution within national capitalist boundaries,

.. The final inadkegnacy of the editorial is that it does not state any soc-
ialist program for Middle Eastern peace. It merely enumerates a number of
progressive measures that could be taken by Israel---and considers them the
basic elements of a solution.

. Its essential error is expressed thus: "a solution of the crisis lies in
a basn.c change in the Israel policy. Why Israel? Because in Israel there ex-
ists a modern, educated working class which can take the initiative in a pro-

- gressive policy which would necessarily embrace the whole of the Middle East.%

This outlook is wrong both vractlcally and theoretically. Theoretically,
because a "modern and educated" worling class is not necescarily more revol-
utionary than a more backward one, And practically, because the revolutionary
forces in the Arab world are very strong and operate in a highly unstable sit-
uation while there is not s:.gn of a revolutlonary sl tuation in Israel.

Therefore, a socialist peace policy must rely on the progressive forces in
both camps. Its main points should be: (a) the demand for immediate multi-
national negotiations on all .disputed points, assisted by the mediatdion of a
neutral figure like Nehru, and (b), the proposal of a MiduEastern federation of
both Israel and the Arab states, as the only form through which a progressive
solution of the enormous problems besetting this area can be reached,

bi2- End.
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