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BALTIC STATES

Growing support for

Lithuanian

independence

movement

I FOUND Vilnius, the capital city of Lithuania, relaxed and calm
in the first days of June. There were no deployments of Soviet
troops in the city center area, and the shortages were not
notably worse than in the other Baltic capitals, that is, about
normal for Soviet conditions, or maybe even a bit better. There
seemed to be no shortages of basic foodstuffs, only
occaslonally of coffee and tea. The main hotel was nearly
empty, but tourists are a jittery breed, and the ban on travel to
Lithuania had only been lifted a week before.

The attitude of the nationalist Sajudis leaders was confident.
At the time they were hosting delegations from the Moscow
and Leningrad people’s fronts, and their main office was filled

with solidarity aid.

GERRY FOLEY

OLIDARITY WITH LITHUA-

NIA has become a mass move-

ment in the Soviet Union. In

the other Baltic republics, the

governments themselves, rep-
resenting around two-thirds majorities in
parliament, support Lithuania. In other
areas, specific solidarity organizations are
developing. For example, a representative
of Rukh, the Ukrainian national democrat-
ic movement, at the congress of the Eston-
ian People’s Front told me about a
network of solidarity committees across
the USSR ’s second largest republic.

The Lithuanian model for
Russia

It was also seemed that Lithuania had
become a magnet for the democratic
movements in the USSR. Tamara, a mem-
ber of the delegation from the Leningrad
People’s Front in Vilnius, told me that her
organization saw Lithuania as the future
of Russia as well. She had no hesitations
about supporting Lithuanian indepen-
dence and no fears about the fate of the
Russian speaking population.

She stressed that since the Lithuanian
people had been forcibly incorporated
into the Soviet Union, they would have to
recover their independence before the
question of their participating in a
“renewed union” could be posed. Her

remarks were seconded by members of
the Moscow Popular Front delegation.
Representatives of the whole spectrum
of the Lithuanian national-democratic
movement told me that they were now
relying essentially on the support of the
opposition movements in other parts of
the Soviet Union, including Russia. In
fact, the most outspoken criticism of the
attitude of the Western powers toward the
Lithuanian struggle came from Antonas
Terleckas, leader of the Lithuanian Free-
dom League, asmall hard-line pro-

independence party.

Delusions about attitude of
Western governments

Other figures in the Baltic national dem-
ocratic movements told me that they
thought the attitude of the Western gov-
emments was changing and becoming
more favorable to them. Among such illu-
sions was the idea that although Thatcher
received the Lithuanian premier Pruns-
kiene coldly, the iron lady warmed to her
as the discussion went on.

However, the fundamental fact is that
Sajudis has found its allies among the oth-
er mass democratic movements in the
Soviet Union, and has moved toward bas-
ing itself on an international movement of
solidarity initially in the Soviet Union but
which could be extended more widely. I

found a general interest in, and sympathy
for, the national-liberation movements in
Western Europe. ( “We understand their
aspirations.”) They were not seen as being
able to offer effective help now, but there
was interest on the theoretical level. (I
noticed a sticker from a Catalan national-
ist group in the Sajudis office.) On the oth-
er hand, there seemed to be a general
recognition now of the need to appeal
directly to popular movements in the capi-
talist countries and not just to govern-
ments.

The mood of the representatives of
Rukh and Adradzenie (the Byelorussian
national democratic movement) that I
spoke to durigg the congress of the Estoni-
an People’s Front was ebullient. From
being isolated and persecuted dissidents,
they had been catapulted into being mem-
bers of elected governing bodies. Both
were buoyed up also by the continuing
growth of their movements. They were
confident that Gorbachev's campaign
against Lithuania could be defeated, and
certain of their ability to defeat their own
local neo-Stalinist enemies.

Byelorussia still has a neo-Stalinist
administration. And the Ivashko regime in
Ukraine, while recently installed by Gor-
bacheyv, is not very much reconstructed. In
Byelorussia, the national democratic
movement has made a breakthrough in
some areas, notably the capital, Minsk. In
Ukraine, the democratic opposition (of
which Rukh was a component) won about
a fourth of the seats in the republic’s
Supreme Soviet, but Rukh made impor-
tant advances locally, notably in west
Ukraine. The representative of Adradze-
nie said that while national consciousness
in Byelorussia had been in fact quite
weak, it was now growing very rapidly.

Circumventing the economic
blockade

The various representatives of the Baltic
and other democratic movements that I
talked to gave an impression of a rapid
decay of the Stalinist regime in the USSR.
The Balts said that Gorbachev had only
managed to impose an effective blockade
of shipments to Lithuania by rail and air.
Blocking over-the-road shipments would
require a huge police and military mobili-
zation, of which the regime seemed inca-
pable. Furthermore, Lithuanian managers
told me that they had no difficulty in mak-
ing individual agreements with enterprise
directors in other parts of the USSR,
including Russia. These deals are awk-
ward, but they give the Lithuanians
maneuvering room.

An enterprising editor of the new pri-
vate daily in Vilnius, Respublica, told me
how he travelled to Russia in search of
newsprint and managed to buy it at a rate
of five kilos for one kilo of meat. The edi-
tor of the Sajudis paper, Atgimimas told
me about making a similar deal, only in
return for a chemical product produced in
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the republic. The papers are generally run-
ning reduced editions, marked “blockade
edition.”

There is a great hunger for newspapers.
The more popular ones are rarely seen in
the kiosks. They sell out immediately.
Whenever there are independent or oppo-
sition newspapers, a long line immediate-
ly forms. Respublica goes essentially to a
list of subscribers closed months ago. It
has had to keep its press run at about
75,000 for lack of paper.

One afternoon, after passing line after
line at the newsstands in Vilnius, I saw a
table heaped with papers, but with no line.
It was Sovetskaya Litva (“Soviet Lithua-
nia,” the organ of the “night party,” the
Moscow loyalist CP). Those selling it
evoked neither enthusiasm or indignation.
They were simply ignored.

Lithuania has become a focus for the
national democratic movements in gener-
al in the USSR. At the congress of the
Estonian People’s Front, all the represen-
tatives of delegations from other national
democratic movements got standing ova-
tions as they went to the platform. But the
ovation for the representative of Lithua-
nia, the speaker of the Supreme Soviet, a
tall dignified figure, was of a different
order. A wave of emotion swept through
the hall.

Representatives of a gamut of views in
the Baltic republics told me that the Lithu-
anian declaration of independence had
given impetus to the struggle for national
rights. Sajudis seems to be a center for all
the national democratic movements. First
of all, it fosters cultural organizations of a
whole range of nationalities resident in the
republic. I talked to a representative of the
Mordvin cultural organization, Danguole
Bickauskene, who is married to a Lithua-
nian. She is a poet in Erza, one of the two
literary languages of the Mordvins, a Fin-
no-Ugrian people whose historic home-
land lies to the east of the Urals.

Demands for genuine cultural
rights

There are a number of Finno-Ugrian
islands in the Russian republic. All of
them are small, the largest, including the
Mordvins numbering about a million, and
have been under Russian rule for many
centuries. The Mordvins, in addition, have
been largely dispersed. Their language is
not used in public life, and school children
are taught from the beginning in Russian.
Even among this people, a national move-
ment has started to develop, mainly
around demands for genuine cultural
rights. Bickauskene also told me about a
national movement beginning among the
Komi, another Finno-Ugrian people.

Politically and culturally the strongest

of the Finno-Ugrian peoples in the USSR, |

the Estonians also maintain contacts with
their linguistic relatives in the Russian
republics, and are very much aware of the
russification of these peoples. The editor

of Looming, the principal Estonian liter-
ary magazine confirmed Bickauskene's
description of languages and cultures on
the brink of extinction.

However, a worker in the Sajudis office
who keeps in touch with the national
movements told me that the Komi people
had become a factor in the new labor
movement in the Vorkuta area. A small
but significant minority of the miners (up
to 15%) are Komi, and the new union
movement had had to take up some of
their demands. The movements that are
getting underway among these small peo-
ples will pose a challenge to the new
“sovereign” Russian republic, where
most of them live.

Contacts with Caucasus and
Central Asia

Sajudis has published a pamphlet in
English (The Lithuanian Way) that
includes addresses for a very wide range
of national democratic movements across
the Soviet Union. The Sajudis office
worker in charge of contacts with other
national movements had made trips to the
Caucasus and Central Asia, and told me
that these movements tended generally to
look to the Baltic for their inspiration.
That included the progressive sections of
the Azerbaijan People’s Front and the
Uzbek front Birlik. But she stressed that
these movements face much more diffi-
cult conditions than in the Baltic, in par-
ticular a politically more repressive
atmosphere maintained by Moscow.

The Russian Supreme Soviet was in ses-
sion while I was in the Baltic republics
and the election of the president of the
Russian republic was going on. Every-
where people, in all walks of life, were lis-
tening intently to the long and (to me)
numbing speeches of delegates.

The election of Boris Yeltsin clearly
raised very great hopes. Wherever the
enfant terrible of the CPSU ends up, his
defeat of his conservative rivals has inten-
sified political life in the Soviet Union
and thereby increased the possibilities
and the challenges for all the democratic
movements. Leaders of the Baltic move-
ments that I talked to said it meant a “new
situation.” %

Look AT 1T THIS WAY, MKHAIL
IF RUSSIA BREAKS AWAY,

CCORDING to the interna-

tional observers, the proceed-

ings were more or less fair.

Whatever fraud or incompe-
tence there may have been, it was not of
such an extent as to invalidate the result.
As for the December events, there is not a
shadow of a doubt that the media, both in
the imperialist countries and in the East
European countries engaged in a massive
campaign of intoxication and misinforma-
tion at the time.? It is, furthermore, true
that opposition groups existed before the
events and, notably, that an appeal for the
overthrow of Ceausescu, signed by the
National Salvation Front, was distributed
on the eve of the Communist Party con-
gress last November.? Nor can it be ques-
tioned that the decision of the army to let
the dictator fall and to fight against his
praetorian guard had a big influence on the
happy outcome of the clash.

But none of this means that the mass
insurrections in Timisoara, Brasov,
Bucharest and other cities did not also play
an essential role. The overthrow of Ceau-
sescu was the outcome of a movement of
broad social layers, especially workers
and students,* backed up by the going over
of the army to the side of the insurrection,
and the political initiative of the alterna-
tive leadership provided by the National
Salvation Front (NSF).

Cosmetic changes to
Securitate

There can be no doubt that the Romanian
regime is far more strongly marked by ele-
ments of continuity with its predecessor
than elsewhere in Eastern Europe. The old
state apparatus is still in place, the Securi-
tate itself, apart from a reduction in num-
bers and cosmetic changes, has not
disappeared, and the main support of the
new leaders is the army. Furthermore no
important privatization has been attempt-
ed and no steps have been taken towards th
formation of joint ventures with foreign
capital. Apart from the reforms in the
countryside, there has been only a decree
recognizing the right to private initiative
and the legalization of small enterprises.

In this context, what led Romanians both

1. In his book Un mensonge gros comme le siécle, the
French joumalist Michel Castex has described (and
denounced) in great detail the origin and development
of the media campaign during the December events in
Romania. However his insistence that these events
were orchestrated by Gorbachev to get rid of Ceauses-
cu is an example of the conspiracy theory of history.

2. It has now been admitted for example that the figure
for those killed was inflated a hundredfold. Unfortu-
nately these corrections are being carried out very dis-
creetly in order not to undermine the intended result
— moral revulsion at the exceptional crimes of “com-
munism”.

3. In March 1989 an open letter attacking Ceausescu’s
policies was circulated signed by, among others, the
old party leader Gheorge Apostel and Silviu Brucan.

4. The demonstrations of opposition that preceded
December 1989 — such as the strike of the miners of
the Jiu Valley in August 1977, the 1980 strike wave
and the Brasov uprising in November 1987 were emi-
nently working class actions.
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After the elections

THE ROMANIAN election results — so different from
those in other East European countries — have
occasioned many disillusioned comments on the
“Stalinist” percentages won by the victorious
National Salvation Front. At the same time, the events
surrounding the fall of Ceausescu are being looked at
again, and a radically revized version is being
proposed: rather than an insurrectional mass
movement, the story now goes, there was a
long-prepared coup d’état with Mikhail Gorbachev
pulling the strings in the background .

LIVIO MAITAN

to give the NSF its overwhelming electoral
victory and support it with massive street
mobilizations>?

The main reason is that the NSF appears
as the political force that led the struggle
last December. Its central leader, Ion Ilies-
cu and others such as Peter Roman and Sil-
viu Brucan have been recognized as
people who, while belonging to the Com-
munist Party, were also long-standing crit-
ics of Ceausescu, for which they had been
demoted. It is the NSF that has got the
credit for re-establishing basic democratic
freedom s and for rapidly taking econom-
ic measures to improve, in however slight
a way, the living conditions of the masses.

It has also shown that it is capable of tac-
tical flexibility, by setting up a Council of
National Salvation open to all political cur-
rents, which amounts to a sort of provision-
al parliament with the right to vote on
government proposals for laws.The NSF
put forward the idea of a coalition govern-
ment after the elections. All these opera-
tions had the result, among others, of
neutralizing the old ruling communist par-
ty, which has dissolved itself, with a signif-
icant part of its members going over to the
NSF and also into other parties (according
to some this is infiltration). The massive
vote for the NSF, if only, as Silviu Brucan
put it, as a necessary passing evil, is thus
no mystery.

The objectives set out by the NSF — or
at least by some of its leaders — are of a
type that is reassuring to large layers of
workers. For example, while several times
calling for the introduction of a market
economy, the NSF’s spokesperson made it
clear that there was no question of privatiz-
ing key sectors of the economy or return-
ing lands to their former owners. The
agriculture minister Nicolai Stefan has
announced measures concerning the
enlargement of the area that peasants can

own around their houses, an increase in
the land at the disposal of the coopera-
tives and the freedom for peasants in the
private sector to choose what they grow”.
“Selling the country” to foreign capital
has also been ruled out.

Such affirmations go down well in
Romania, a country which had previously
been subject to the penetration of foreign
capital with all its consequences, and sub-
sequently had to put up with the pressures
and demands of the Soviet bureaucracy
including at the economic level. Finally
the declarations in favour of full employ-
ment will also have been favourably
received by the workers.®

The voters’ support for the NSF was
also reinforced by the inconsistencies of
the three main opposition parties: the
National Liberal Party, the National Peas-
ant Party and the Social Democratic Par-
ty?. These parties were unable to mount a
campaign outside the main urban centres,
and they also came across as remnants of
a distant past, incapable of understanding
or expressing the interests and aspirations
of contemporary Romanian society.
Their main leaders in particular were per-
ceived as people who had lived comforta-
bly abroad without sharing the sufferings
of their people and who had made no con-

tribution to the defeat of the dictatorship.!

Thus the National Liberal presidential
candidate, Radu Campeanu left the coun-
try in 1973 (according to some rumours
with the tacit agreement of the Securitate)
and only came back on January 5 this year.
The most traditional of the three parties,
the National Peasant Party — whose dem-
ocratic credentials before the coming of
the “People’s Democracy” were not exact-
ly impeccable — suffered from the drastic
decline in the proportion of the peasantry
in the country’s population, from 80% pre-
war to 25 to 30% now. Their candidate,
Ton Ratiu, could not even put himself for-
ward as a personality representing the pre-
Communist system: he went into exile in
1940 in Great Britain, where he considera-
bly increased his wealth by his activities as
a shipowner. A lot of people suggested
that Ratiu got the candidacy thanks to his
wealth (for example the Financial Times
on May 3). His campaign was centred on
the demand for the restitution of land to its
former owners.

Besides the electoral fronts, the most
serious opposition came from groups of
intellectuals, such as the Group for Social
Dialogue, and important parts of the stu-
dent movement. These groups are inspired
by legitimate concerns, insofar as they
demand a more consistent democratiza-
tion and direct their fire at the continuity

5. The vote in the presidential elections was 86% for
Tiescu; 10.2% for Campeanu; 3.7% for Ratiu, while in
the legislative elections the NSF got 68%; the party of
the Hungarian minority 7.4%; the National Liberal par-
ty 6%; the Greens 4.3%; the National Peasant Party
2.2% and the Social Democrats 1%.

6. Even before the coming of Antonescu’s fascist gov-
emment, the character of the Romanian regime was
hardly democratic.

7. Before 1985, agricultural land in Romania was
mostly in the hands of the public sector. State farms
owned 13.6% of the agricultural land and cooperatives
60%.

The private sector was made up of private plots (6.3%)
and individual farms (15.7%). Thus the private sector
was more significant in Romania than anywhere else
in Eastern Europe outside Poland (Cowrrier des pays

de I'Est no. 342 February 1990).

8. The NSF leaders openly expressed their concem
about the consequence of the measures taken in Poland
and Hungary, talking of the “terrible inflation” and
“very significant unemployment” (Interview with Sil-
viu Brucan in I’ Unitd, January 4, 1990).

9. More than 70 parties took part in the elections,
mostly wholly insubstantial.

10. Joumalists from several papers reported hostile
reactions in the course of demonstrations to people
who left for abroad and had not shared the life of the
people during the dictatorship.

A report in I'Unita on May 18 describes the difference
in the final pre-electoral rallies of the NSF and the
opposition. At the former were workers, adults and
many women, on the latter, young students, teachers,
intellectuals.

5
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6

between the old and new state apparatuses,
as well as at the opportunist transforma-
tions of the recycled supporters of the old
regime. But their violent attacks on the
NSF and its representatives, denounced
one and all as camouflaged and unrepen-
tant “Communists” shows a very schemat-
ic and narrowly sectarian approach that
could not have the hoped-for resonance
among the population. Far worse, this
approach has led them to put forward
demands which are hardly democratic,
such as the banning of the Communist Par-
ty and the ousting of all its ex-members.
They ended up looking like supporters of
the most conservative opposition parties.

For the moment the regime seems to
have achieved a certain solidity. Further-
more, unlike in Poland or Hungary for
example, the plans of the Romanian lead-
ers, at least in the short and medium term,
correspond to an extent with the largely
unchanged socio-economic structures.
Nonetheless there are areas of instability.
The economic problems are enormous.
The effect of the measures adopted, that
have until now ensured some improve-
ments in the living conditions of the mass-
es, will not last — we only have to think of
their impact on the trade balance — while
the costs of any plans for industrial renew-
al will be very high.!! Secondly, it is highly
likely that social conflicts are going to
erupt at every level — there have already
been many strikes in the recent months.

Important splits in Salvation
Front leadership

Finally, the NSF, despite its success, is
far from being internally united, as has
been shown by the splits that have already
appeared in its leading group. Two of the
NSF’s main leaders have left the leader-
ship. The first was Demitru Mazilu, who
was responsible for declaring to a noisy
demonstration in Bucharest’s Victory
Square in December that the NSF should
outlaw the Communist Party and bring
back the death penalty. The other is Silviu
Brucan, who is much more strongly in
favour of privatizations and the involve-
ment of foreign capital than the others.

The balance sheet of both the NSF and
the existing opposition suggests that if
there is to be a solution to the social and
political crisis that is favourable to the
workers, these latter will have to build
their own independent organizations. Such
organizations will enable the workers to
play their role in the battle for socialist
democracy and against capitalist restora-
tion.

11. In relation to other East European countries,
Romania has the advantage of having hardly any for-
eign debt — at what cost to its people is another ques-

tion.

“We must return to
the best traditions of
the 1920s”

'ihtor I3AAI KEACHOI ngH U
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HAT was the back-

ground to the setting

up of the “Marxist Plat-
. form” ?

Faced with the formation of the Demo-
cratic Platform of the CPSU we were a
group of Communists, who found that we
disagreed with the main, strategic objec-
tives of the central leaders of this platform
— people like Afanasiev and others2. The
main subjects of discussion were the ques-
tions of a socialist perspective for our
country and the place of Marxism in ideol-
ogy and science. We decided to organize
an ideological current — a platform, not a
faction — inside the CPSU. Five party-
clubs from Moscow and its surroundings
began to work out the declaration of the
platform, and it was published in Mos-
kovskaya Pravda at the end of March.

This newspaper also published the
announcement of our conference, which
was held on April 14-15. Representatives
from party organizations in 54 of the
biggest cities of the Union, from 22 of the
24 cities in the surroundings of Moscow,
and from Moscow party clubs, participat-
ed in this conference. Here we adopted
some documents including a new edition
of our platform and a resolution concern-
ing the open letter of the Central Commit-
tee to the Democratic Platform. So the
history of our organization is only one
month so far.

N What Is your attitude to the left
wing of the Democratic Platform ?
Are you trying to cooperate with
them ?

There are two currents in the Democrat-
ic Platform. The social democratic, or per-
haps even liberal, tendency — and the left
wing. Their ideas center around the
democratization of party and society, that
is political democratization. They have no
consistent economic programme. The
majority of the supporters of the Demo-
cratic Platform think that democracy is in
itself the central question in the Soviet
Union today, but still a large number of
these people disagree with the ideas of
Afanasiev and others.

One of the leaders of the left wing is
Mikhail Malyutin, who is a member of the
Organizing Committee of the Democratic
‘Platform® We have links to this left wing
and to the New Socialists — in which
Malyutin is involved — because our prog-
rammatic announcements in the economic
and political sphere are quite similar.

Concerning the Afanasiev wing — we
have very strong disagreements with these
leaders. But if I am not mistaken they are
now deciding to organize a new party — it
may be called Democratic Russia or the
Peoples Party.

I think these two wings will split and
after the 28th Congress there will be two
parties.

B How do you view the situation in

the movements outside the CPSU,
for example the many emerging
independent workers organiza-
tions?

We try to establish strong links with
workers organizations. But most of these
informal organizations — perhaps 70% or
80% — are orientated towards social
democratic thought, or perhaps trade-
unionist ideas dating from the 19th centu-
ry. However there are Marxist organiza-
tions — or rather Marxist representatives
in workers’ organizations, in the strike
committees and workers clubs.

Politically, and this is the main point,
we try to establish a united struggle for
self-management, the defense of workers
rights and for the freedom of labour —
against serfdom. The workers organiza-
tions should struggle together for these
ideas, and we will aid them.

Secondly, in a more general context,
we want to help build a broad bloc of the
democratic, non-political movements in
the Soviet Union — consumer groups,
ecological groups and so on.

And thirdly we want to build an alli-
ance of democratic left-organizations
with socialist ideas. This could include
the New Socialists — with people like
Kagarlitsky and Malyutin — representa-
tives of the Anarcho-Communist current
and perhaps even members of the Marxist
Workers Party - Party of the Dictatorship
of the Proletariat, who also have construc-
tive ideas on self-management*. It could
also include the left wing of the Demo-
cratic Platform, because in this movement
you meet many different Communists.

M It is today a fairly widespread idea
among left groups in the Soviet
Union that the Communist Party
should be fought with all possible
means — some even suggest ban-
ning the party. | have heard a lot of
people arguing that the workers or
the progressive members should
leave the CPSU as soon as possible.
How do you view this proposal?

Today the CPSU is an empire in
decline. The reason for this is the bureau-
cratic and totalitarian policy led by our
Central Committee for perhaps 50 years.
It is no wonder that most workers now
only perceive one type of representative
for the Communists — an “apparatchik”™
(bureaucrat). This “apparatchik” has
struggled all his life against labour inter-
ests. The strong sentiment against the
CPSU today is a reaction to this.

But we shall not forget that the Marxist
movement was established 150 years ago.
It exists all over the world and it will also
exist in the Soviet Union. Our task now is
to help the workers to understand the dif-
ference between bureaucratic organiza-
tion, which we had in the past and still
have, and the real Marxist and communist
ideas about freedom of labour and the free
association of the producers. These ideas
stand in absolute contradiction to bureau-

cratic organization. They are the ideas of
Marx, Lenin, Gramsci and so on.

B So you are building your platform
inside the CPSU. But by doing so,
aren't you giving legitimacy to this
bureaucratized party and its whole
Stalinist tradition ?

It is a difficult question for us. The rea-
son for our decision to fight the bureau-
cratic base of the CPSU and its
bureaucratic leaders from within the party
is understandable if you look at the gene-
sis of our organization. The leaders of the
organizing committee of the Marxist Plat-
form are all members of the CPSU — so
that is where we begin our struggle.

Another important reason is the fight for
the good name of the communist move-
ment in the Soviet Union. Because today
the CPSU is the symbol of the bureaucrat-
ic organization of society. But the other
side of the coin is the remarkable tradition
of the communist movement in our coun-
try in the framework of the Third Interna-
tional. It is very important for us to follow
the path of these great traditions of the
communist movement in the Soviet
Union.

It is absolutely necessary to distinguish
the totalitarian principles of the CPSU
from the best traditions of the Commu-
nists in Russia and the Soviet Union in the
early 20s and perhaps even the 30s, when
a part of the communist movement
became Stalinist while others tried to
develop thoughts and foundations of a
socialist economy and social structure.

H What has been the reaction so far
from the leadership of the CPSU to
the proclamation of the Marxist Plat-
form?

We do not know the official reaction of
the leaders of the CPSU. There has been
no official statement. In one of his speech-
es during his visit to the Urals Gorbachev
mentioned our platform — saying “now
there is a Marxist party in the CPSU"S,
However, we don’t see our platform as a
party. During the Pravda festival here in
Moscow there was a short discussion
between Andrei Kolganov from our plat-
form and Ligachev®. Ligachev presented
the platform of the Central Committee and

1.Pravda, April 16, 1990.

2. Yuri Afanasiev, a historian and Peoples Deputy, is a
central leader of the social democratic wing of the
Democratic Platform.

3. See the interview with Mikhail Malyutin, who is
also connected to the preparatory committee of the
New Socialist Party, in /V183.

4. This group held its first conference in March this
year with around 90 participants. It has groups of sup-
porters in the Urals, the main industrial centre of the
Soviet Union. It bases itself on a very “strict” interpre-
tation of Leninism, but seems to have a rather sectarian
attitude to other groups on the left.

5. In late April Gorbachev visited some of the main cit-
ies in the Urals and delivered a series of speeches char-
acterized by hard-line rhetaric.

6. Pravda held a festival at the exhibition-pack VDNH
in Moscow May 5-6.
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Andrei Kolganov made a speech about the
Marxist Platform.

Now the Coordinating Committee of
our platform has decided to make a state-
ment concerning the discussions before
this 28th Congress of the CPSU. In the
resolution we demand equal rights for all
three platforms — the Central Committee,
the Democratic Platform and the Marxist
Platform — to publish articles and state-
ments. Pravda and other newspapers are
printing documents supporting the CPSU
leadership or perhaps some articles with
the ideas of the Democratic Platform, but
even now it is difficult for us to get our
material published in the official press.

B One of the basic concepts of the
Marxist Platform is the idea of self-
management in all spheres of social
and political life. How do you envis-
age this?

The main idea in the political sphere is
the organization of democratic self-
management at all levels of the society. In
the factories and plants this means work-
ers self-management. Self-management
organs should be organized in the local
communities, where people live, and also
at the level of the cities and the regions —
as an organization of soviets made out of
peoples deputies.

These bodies should manage and decide
all questions conceming the social infra-
structure of society — housing, health ser-
vice, education, culture, sport and leisure
and so on.

The second important aspect is the
destruction of the monopolistic structures
of the state management — like for exam-
ple the ministries. Now these structures
distribute all goods and services in a sys-
tem of closed distribution. This is the anti-
thesis to the social regulation of this distri-
bution under the control of the soviet
organizations.

It is necessary to create a new model of
political organization at the state level and
at the level of the republics. This implies
broad rights for the all-union Soviet and
the Congress of Peoples Deputies. We
support all the broad popular organiza-
tions and the democratic movements such
as consumer organizations, trade unions,
ecological movements and cultural organ-
izations. We think that the main laws and
decisions, particularly in the social field,
should be made in cooperation with these
democratic movements and not in the
ministries or other official organizations.

Today the Supreme Soviet and the Con-
gress of Peoples Deputies do not possess
the real power — this belongs to the min-
istries and bureaucratic organizations,
because they draft and execute all deci-
sions, while the soviet organs only vote
about them. We think that the preparation
of the major decisions should be trans-
ferred to the scientific centres of the popu-
lar organizations and brought to public
discussion.

To make the first steps in the sphere of

self-management we think it is necessary
to create links between all democratic
organizations, to win the real political
power for this democratic bloc and to
destroy the power of the bureaucratic
structure. This could give ordinary people
in the Soviet Union the possibility to take
part in the management of society at all
levels — in their workplace, in the local
community, in the consumer organiza-
tions, in their trade union and so on.

B How does this idea relate to the
discussion about the introduction of
market relations in the Soviet econ-
omy? Do you see self-management
as opposed to market reforms?

The market is not in itself a strong deter-
minant of the democratic political organi-
zation of society. In Chile the market
economy under the supervision of neo-
classical economists was very closely
connected to the dictatorship of Pinochet.
In the Soviet Union market organization
of the economy can be connected with
different types of political structure. It
may be very difficult to create a genuine
democracy in the Soviet Union, because
power belongs to the bureaucratic struc-
ture and to strata such as the “bandokra-
tia”, where parts of the state and party
bureaucracy unite with organized crime’.

Market economy in society can be
closely linked to the dictatorship of these
strata. So they proclaim a free market but
the reality will be a dictatorship of the
monopolistic structures in production and
‘the bureaucratic ways of distribution. The
market will be an imbalanced one, where
the main type of business is speculation.

B What changes do you imagine in
the political landscape after the 28th
congress?

I think the conservatives will hold the
majority, and therefore the decisions of
the congress will be quite unclear. After
the congress there will emerge some new
parties or maybe factions inside the
CPSU.

It is likely that we will see a unity pro-
cess among some of the liberal parties —
the Democratic Union, the Constitutional
Democrats and other groups — they will
organize an alliance of some kind in the
near future, perhaps already this summer.
This will probably also happen among the
social democratic forces — like the Social
Democratic Association and the Demo-
cratic Platform. Then I think we may try
to establish a socialist bloc including forc-
es from the workers movement, the New
Socialists, the Marxist Platform in the
CPSU and maybe even some democratic,
internationalist forces from the UFT cur-
rents,

The leaders of this current, like Sergeev
and Yarin, put forward chauvinistic ideas
and we want to have no links with these;
but there are activists, young people, in
this front, who are democratic in their
orientation and in opposition to these

leaders.

So there will be three main political
forces — the liberals, the social democrats
and the socialists — and of course the
bureaucratic apparatus and the conformist
majority of the membership of the CPSU
will remain an important fourth force.

B How is the election of delegates
for the 28th congress taking place ?
Are there any democratic changes
in the procedure?

These elections are being organized in a
formally democratic, but essentially
undemocratic, way, because there is not
election on the basis of the platforms. And
in almost every district (okrug) and every
party organization the majority belongs to
the conservative wing of the CPSU. So
the majority of delegates will support the
conservative leaders. In some organiza-
tions leaders of the Democratic Platform
or leaders with a social democratic orien-
tation were elected. We will have only a
few delegates who stand on the Marxist
Platform. We have asked the Central
Committee to give a representative of the
Marxist Platform the right to make a
speech at the 28th congress, but we do not
know the result of this yet.

H You will arrange the second con-
ference of the Marxist Platform in
June, what is the purpose of this
conference?

There are two main points on the agen-
da. The first is a discussion of the political
situation in society and the tasks of the
Marxist Platform. This is a debate on the
tactical perspectives of the platform. Are
we going to build a new party or a faction
within the CPSU ? What relations should
we have to the Democratic Platform and
to the social democratic movement? The
second point is questions of organization.
This includes evaluation of the work of
our coordinating committee during these
first months. We have to find the represen-
tatives of our platform in the different cit-
ies and also to estimate the number of
supporters of the Marxist Platform. May-
be we will discuss some resolutions as
well — about Lithuania and other ques-
tions.

7. An example is the scandal around the ANT-
company. See David Seppo’s article in /V182.

8. The United Front of Toilers was originally set up in
Leningrad in the summer of 1989, but has expanded to
the whole of the Russian republic. It is a current that
combines workerist and anti-market rhetoric with
chauvinist and Great Russian attitudes. Its leader Ven-

yamin Yarin was app d to Gorbachev’s presid
tial council together with other conservative figures,
such as the author Valentin Rasputin.
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Towards
capitalism
or
socialism?

WE publish below extracts
from the draft “Marxist
Platform in the CPSU”
prepared by the Federation of
Marxist Party Clubs (see
preceding interview). The text
appeared in the Soviet
Communist Party daily
Pravdaon April 16,1990

DOCUMENT

HE country is at a cross roads.

The objective impossibility of

ensuring effective social devel-

opment by a partial reform of the

previous system leaves only two
roads for getting out of the crisis that is
hitting all aspects of our life. The first is a
more or less consistent repeat of the cen-
turies-long formation of contemporary
capitalism. The second road is to democ-
racy and socialism. The struggle to
resolve this question is reaching a critical
phase.

The crisis of the social model called
socialist has led to a discrediting of the
socialist ideal. Marxism has been gravely
weakened as a result of the fact that for
many years the label of Marxism has been
applied to over-simplified concepts, and
the betrayal of those who have found it
more profitable to join those who over-
threw Marxism. We are for a return to
classical Marxism, which means a critical
attitude to the theoretical legacy of its
founders and their followers, and a con-
stant revolutionizing of the theoretical
bases of scientific socialism in accor-
dance with a changing world. It is from
this point of view that we are trying to
offer answers to the challenges of life
today.

® The breakdown of authoritarian
bureaucratic society is releasing social
forces oriented both to the restoration of a
capitalist or semi-capitalist mixed econo-
my and to a rebirth of a genuinely social-
ist perspective....

The first tendency is reflected by lead-

ers of a bourgeois liberal inclination.
Those layers that by virtue of their posi-
tion in the social division of labor could
occupy a privileged position in the mar-
ket have an interest in the introduction of
market economic structures of the capi-
talist type. They include small sections
of the technocracy and the bureaucracy,
the specialists holding administrative
posts in the financial and economic bod-
ies, and the economic units that occupy a
monopoly position in the national econo-
my. They also include the private entre-
preneurs both inside and outside of the
law, who are looking forward to being
able to use their capital freely. Finally,
we find analogous interests amongst the
intelligentsia who are looking forward to
market relations to capitalize on their
monopoly of qualifications or talents.

In attacking revolutionary ideology,
this tendency calls for a radical breakup
of the established social system. Build-
ing capitalism here in the foreseeable
future could only bring benefits for a
handful of nouveaux riches and the top
layer of *“professionals” and cannot
assure a thoroughgoing modernization of
the economy.

® The so-called social democratic
current takes a two-sided position.
While not explicitly rejecting social-
ism, the social democrats reduce it to
a collection of humanitarian moral
and legal values, and in their practical
program put the emphasis on a
mechanical borrowing of the socio-
economic structures of the most devel-
oped industrial countries.

This current includes that part of the
working people, and especially of the
intelligentsia, that sees the social demo-
cratic mass movement as capable of
becoming a real alternative to the
bureaucracy. This layer forms the left
wing of the social democracy, which is
oriented toward a socialist option, but for
whom the transition to a market econo-
my is to be complemented by the crea-
tion of a system of social guarantees
blocking a complete shift to private
enterprise.

The right-wing of the social democracy
is more organized, and by virtue of this
partially determines the political line of
this movement. It is based fundamentally
on technocratic circles and takes essen-
tially liberal positions, considering that
the harsh conditions of a system of free
enterprise are the unavoidable price of
continued progress.

The positions of the social democratic
current might be supported by a part of
the peasantry, oriented toward a private
farm system.

The social democratic current in the
USSR, in contrast to the Western social
democracy, which is oriented toward the
democratization and humanization of
capitalist society, considers capitalism
rather as a goal, and only to the extent

that this is achieved, as a field of struggle
for a better future.

@® Any attempt to implement the social
democratic movement’s platform in prac-
tice will inevitably lead to its having to
choose between one of the poles between
which it is now oscillating — either tak-
ing the right-liberal direction, de facto
and de jure dismantling the system of
social guarantees; or developing and
strengthening social security, promoting
social self-realization and the activity of
individuals, taking on in essence a social-
ist character.

® We consider that a democratic move-
ment which is Marxist in ideology and
oriented toward a socialist option corre-
sponds to the fundamental interests of the
society. The social base for a Marxist
movement arises from the contradictions
of the whole preceding development. On

the one

majority
of working
people cannot solve their material and
social problems without an improvement
in the life of the society as a whole. On
the other, there continues to be alienation
of human beings from the function of
master of the economy and society, acting
as a brake on the possibilities for self-
realization within the collective....

A solution for people caught in the jaws
of this contradiction is possible either
through private enterprise (that is, in the
final analysis, at the expense of others) or
through the creation for the majority of
the people of free collective labor. The
achievement of the latter task is also the
most important for supporters of the
Marxist Platform....

@® Those socio-political movements that
share illusions about the possibility of
reviving the old model of socialism in a
somewhat “humanized” and democra-
tized form stand somewhat apart. These
movements are based on the section of
the working people which fears, and not
without reason, that the development of
the market and the liberalization of the
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economy and the society, will mean hard-
ship for the ordinary citizens of the coun-
try. These movements are attracting
people by proclaiming loyalty to social-
ism and its principles and ideals and by
promises of broadening social guarantees
for working people. While recognizing
the abstract truth of these positions, we
have to note that the mere repetition even
of once true slogans does not solve
today’s problems.

The disagreement of the leaders of this
movement with attempts at reform in vio-
lation of “principles” is leading them to
bloc with the section of the bureaucracy
that sees an unavoidable need for social
maneuver. The unnatural combination of
conservative and democratic tendencies
in the workers movement gives rise to a
disparate current, which in the final anal-
ysis will have to choose between a demo-
cratic struggle for socialism or defense of
a renewed authoritarian bureaucratic sys-
tem.

@ The conservative bureaucratic ten-
dency is based on the bureaucracy, the
civil servants that follow its lead and con-
formist declassed strata in the cities and
countryside. It does not have an openly
proclaimed program or a political move-
ment reflecting its interests. But it is try-
ing to oppose the restructuring of Soviet
society by exploiting its position in the
state apparatus.

@ National movements have gained a
significant influence in the country's
political life. They differ in their social
and political nature. One tendency in
them is a democratic one seeking the res-
toration of the legal rights of nations and
nationalities in the economic, political
and cultural spheres. At the same time, a
bourgeois liberal current has a strong
influence in the national movements. It
identifies its own goals with national
ones, presenting its class opponents as
opponents of the national interest, who at
bottom reject the equal rights of nations.
Such agitation particularly attracts lump-
en elements, who are inclined to seek the
roots of their problems anywhere but with
themselves. Against this background,
extreme nationalist and chauvinist move-
ments are growing, basing themselves in
part on the corrupt bureaucracy, shadow-
economy businessmen, declassed and
outright criminal elements.

Russian nationalist movements have
also begun to organize, representing both
tendencies oriented to raising the level of
national culture and consciousness, and
chauvinist groups, which divide into two
currents — separatist ones and great-state
ones. These tendencies threaten to give
rise to a new nationalistic version of the
totalitarian system.

@ Since the leadership of the CPSU and
of the Soviet state is not ideologically
united, it seeks today to maintain the for-

mal unity of the party and the society at
any cost, to avoid political upsets and to
pursue the reform policy by means of
maneuvering among all the social layers
and political movements. This is leading
to an eclectic, inconsistent position, to a
loss of political initiative and to the deep-
ening of the crisis in the country. With
the movement of events, this position is
gradually evolving from a bureaucratic-
conservative to a social democratic one.

@ The starting point for finding a way out
of the crisis must be political chang-
es...The political system of socialism
cannot be reduced to a multi-party, par-
liamentary democracy nor even to a sys-
tem of soviets. It requires genuine
popular power that guarantees to each
individual the possibility of directly par-
ticipating in the solution off social prob-
lems on any level....

The transition to such a system
requires:

— On the basis of a broad mass move-
ment, the gradual peaceful transition of
power from the hands of the bureaucracy
to the bloc of democratic forces of social-
ist orientation, while guaranteeing the
constitutional rights of other political and
social movements that respect the laws of
the Soviet Union and its republics, as
well as the Declaration of the Rights of
Man....

— the gradual transfer of power to the
local Soviets, and to the organs of self-
management that are their base of support
in managing the social infrastructure of
the regions.

— The transformation of national
social movements and organizations —
worker, trade union, consumer, ecologi-
cal — into the working democratic foun-
dation of the Supreme Soviet, whose
discussions and legislative decisions
must be prepared by the committees and
commissions of the Supreme Soviet with
the mandatory participation of these
movements.

@ The Soviet Union, as a socialist state,
can only be a voluntary union of free and
sovereign states based upon international-
ist principles.

In order to renew the functioning of the
USSR, it is necessary to propose to all the
republics to carry out referenda on self-
determination and to decide the question
of participation in a new Union agree-
ment. After these referenda, a new Union
agreement should be concluded on the
principles of sovereignty, and the equali-
ty of rights and obligations of its member
states. On this basis, the unity of all
republican movements of socialist orien-
tation should be brought about....

@ The progress of the scientific-technical
revolution and of all civilization in the
twentieth century has moved to the fore
the necessity of developing economic
relations that will permit the elimination

of the alienation of the worker from the
means of production, the liberation of the
creative initiative of the individual and a
high level of social and labour activism....

The transition to such an economy
requires:

— Changes in property relations:

— The key economic branches and raw
material sectors should remain exclusive-
ly national property with maximum
democratization of their management.

— Regional property at all levels
should be widely developed: full power in
management of the social infrastructure
should be transferred to the local soviets
and organs of self-management.

— The collective property of the work-
ers in enterprises and cooperative proper-
ty should exist mainly in the spheres of
small and medium industry and services;
hired labour in these spheres should be
limited to the transitional period.

— During this transitional period, pri-
vate property in the means of production
should be allowed, in a limited frame-
work and under strict state control, with
full social protection for the workers.

@ The transformation of the management
system involves:

— The decentralization of rights,
responsibility and resources at all levels
of management and in all forms of prop-
erty.

— Limitation of national and branch
organs to decisions of a strategic nature
for the development of the branches and
national economy as a whole.

— The development of a system of self-
management from top to bottom; from
Soviets of work collectives and worker
committees to their unions on the level of
branches, regions and inter-branch com-
plexes.

— A gradual, consistent shift to a mar-
ket in the means of production following
the elimination of shortages in this area;
economic regulation of this market
through agreements between state organs,
voluntary production associations and
individual enterprises.

— The neutralization of the dictatorial
power of the branches and enterprises by
associations of work collectives and citi-
zens....

@ We propose the following fundamental
measures to transform the CPSU:

— It must abandon all its direct man-
agement functions in the economy which
are alien to it. All power must pass to the
state and soviet organs;

— The ideological basis of the party
must be clarified; there must be ideologi-
cal differentiation of party members
through the formation of different ideo-
logical-political platforms.

— All those whose abuses have dis-
credited the party must be purged, along
with those responsible for the crisis and
the social stagnation....
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Workers of the USSR — Unite!

FTER the strikes ended
the strike committees
were transformed into
more permanent struc-
tures, such as workers’ commit-
tees, and a workers’ political
organization, the Union of Toilers
of Kusbass (STK) was set up at a
conference in November 1989.
This organization displays both
features of a political party and of
a trade union.

Since the strikes there have been
permanent tensions between the
workers committees and the Com-
munist Party apparatus in Kusbass,
which has tried to block the work-
ers’ activities. There are different
assessments of the relationship of
forces in this struggle, but during
the Congress a worker from Kus-
bass expressed his view of the situ-
ation after the elections to the Soviets in
March: “For 9 months we have been co-
existing with the local Soviets. For a peri-
od there were two powers in Kusbass —
but now we are in opposition. However
we have wide popular support.”

In any case it was the workers’ commit-
tees of Kusbass that were the driving
force in setting up the Congress and it
was the workers from this area that domi-
nated the proceedings — at least numeri-
cally, with slightly more than 50% of the
more than 300 delegates.

Official press covers
conference

The Congress gathered in the centre of
heavily polluted Novokuznetsk, which is
dominated by two huge metallurgical
combines, in a conference hall hitherto
devoted primarily to party meetings. A
large part of the Soviet press was present
at the Congress — with Pravda, Trud and
Argumenti i Fakti on the front benches —
and parts of the proceedings were broad-
cast live to the whole of Kusbass.

Besides the participants from Kusbass
there were groups from the other main
mining (and striking) areas, in Donbass,
Karaganda and Vorkuta. There were also
delegations from the big industrial centres
in the Urals and Western Siberia (Sverd-
lovsk, Chelyabinsk, Novosibirsk and so
on), different groups from Moscow,
Leningrad, Gorky and Kiev as well as
from the Baltic and Azerbaijan. !

Almost 70% of the participants were
workers. The overwhelming majority of
these weremale, and the average age was
surprisingly high, with 81% being older
than 30 and most between 35 and 45.
Already during the constitution of the

POUL FUNDER LARSEN

Congress the first discussions erupted,
concerning the election of an editing
commission with the task of rewriting
and drafting resolutions. The proposal
made by the chair, composed of two
leaders of the STK, Vyacheslav Golikov
and Mikhail Kisljuk, plus a representa-
tive of the Donetsk miners, meant the
domination of Moscow intellectuals.
Several speakers criticized this and
demanded that more workers should be
included, while others complained about
one of the members, a Kusbass profes-
sor, and allegedly a strong apologist for
the CPSU. Finally, however, the propo-
sal was carried with about a quarter of
the delegates voting against.

“The question of unity Is
essential”

In his speech opening the formal dis-
cussions Vyacheslav Gorlikov stressed
the prominent position of the working
class in the struggle for reform and the
need for working class unity: “The com-
mand-administrative system is a source
of bureaucracy, social inequality and
crime. In the struggle against this, the
workers’ committees are a step forward.
We have come from groups of intellectu-
als to a real labour movement. These
committees can facilitate a genuine
reform. But it is necessary to unite our
forces. The question of unity is essential.
We must intervene in both the economic
and political debates. We can’t change
economic life without taking part in poli-
tics.”

Golikov also touched upon the issue of

the market reform, coming out in favour
of freedom for the enterprises and a mar-

AT THE beginning of May, Novokuznetsk, ket economy combined with
the largest city In the highly industrialized
Kusbass mining area, hosted the first
union wide Congress of independent
workers’ organizations. Novokuznetsk
and the whole of Kusbass (almost 4000
kilometres from Moscow) established
itself as a central region for the workers’
movement in the USSR when tens of
thousands of workers from mines and
metallurgical factories went on strike in
July 1989 — a strike which also involved
the other mining areas of the Soviet Union.

social guarantees, though he
didn’t elaborate much on this top-
ic. Regarding the aims of the Con-
gress both Golikov and Natalya
Kotikova, a leader of the Moscow
Workers’ Club and co-organizer
of the congress, emphasized the
need for a confederation uniting
all the, very heterogeneous, inde-
pendent workers’ organizations
on an all-union basis. That is, a
movement of workers’ organiza-
tions rather than a free trade union
or a political party.

The general debate following
the speeches of Golikov and Koti-
kova gave an indication of the dif-
ferent political ideas present in
the emerging workers’ movement
— but also a picture of the diver-
sity of struggles and experiences
of these groups scattered over a vast area.
Most of the contributions were character-
ized by a very strong anti-bureaucratic
sentiment against both the party bureau-
crats and the bureaucrats of the official
trade unions (with, by the way, the central
trade union confederation being one of
the “sponsors” of the congress).

Bureaucrats try to block
independent organization

A delegate from Novosibirsk opened
with a strong attack on the central TUs:
“All the bureaucrats in the unions must be
purged. We must expose their methods
and condemn them in public.” Among
many others a representative of the Work-
ers’ Political Club in Gorky told of the
local bureaucrats trying to prevent the for-
mation of their club “In Defence of Peres-
troika™! He pointed to the United Front of
Toilers, which is supported by parts of the
trade union bureaucracy, as a dangerous
opponent of the democratic workers’
movement, and called for all workers to
leave the CPSU.

The aversion to the CPSU was a guid-
ing thread in many of the speeches —
even in some by the 22% of delegates
who were still keeping their party mem-
bership card. A series of demands against
its privileges were put forward, for exam-
ple that the party apparatchiks should
account for their savings and all party
pensions should be abolished. So the
meeting was suspicious when Alexander
Yevladov, from the CPSU Central Com-
mittee mounted the podium to greet the

1. The delegates from Moscow made up 7.2% of the
congress, the Donetsk delegation 4.8%, with the rest of
the delegations being smaller.

11

June 18, 1990 @ #187 International Viewpoint



USSR

congress. In his short speech he struck a
cautious and conciliatory chord: ‘T am not
‘here to defend the CPSU. The -party is

going to be rebuilt...Lech Walesa has’

voiced a very good idea: we have to bal-
ance our policy. The CPSU is. being
altered; we must follow a left-centre
course.”

At a press conference after his speech,
Yevladov developed his ideas on the atti-
tude of the CPSU to the new organiza-
tions: “I don’t consider opposition like
this: one party in government, and one
party in prison. Of course there are extre-
mists in all movements, but the real ques-
tion is: what is the essence of the
organization? I think we need an organi-
zation like this. It is natural to unite one’s
forces.”

Abolition of all kinds of
privilege

In the present political conjuncture the
CPSU is obviously still the main political
force in the Soviet Union, due to its huge
apparatus and dominant influence in all
spheres of social life. A representative of
the Marxist Platform in the CPSU, a left
opposition inside the party, tried to
address this fact in one of his contribu-
tions: “We shall not hand over the party
to Ligachev. There are many good Com-
munists in the CPSU....But the abolition
of all kinds of privileges for the party
bosses is a precondition for change.” He
also pointed to another differentiation
inside the independent workers’ move-
ment, as important as the one between the
CPSU and the opposition: “Today there
are two main tendencies in the workers’
movement: a social democratic and a
Marxist one.”

This was particularly clear in the parts
of the discussion dealing with the role of
the market and the question of workers’
self-management in the factories. In a
very popular intervention a delegate from
Kusbass put forward a line of reasoning
typical of many of the participants: “We
need economic independence for the
regions. This should be combined with a
market reform after a transition period. It
is true that the political and economic
struggle is linked together, but for some
time we must give priority to the econo-
my, that is a reform of the price system.
This reform of prices must not lead to
impoverishment.” At the same time he
put forward some highly popular political
demands including genuine public control
of the KGB, dissolution of the party
schools and taxation of the institutions of
the CPSU.

Other speakers — including a represen-
tative of the Anarcho-Communists —
supported the call for free market reforms
but the discussion on the character and
consequences of these reforms was never
very specific and the content of the term
“market reform™ was never clarified. In
the absence of a real discussion on the

market economy and other lines of eco-
nomic development a representative of
the central trade unions had ‘good reason
to ask: “Will this new organization be
able to solve the problems connected
with the market reform? I doubt any
organization will be able to do so.”

Anyway, references to a “market econ-
omy” were included in the final version
of the, rather vague, declaration on the
new organization (the main resolution):
“The ‘Confederation of Labour’ speaks
for the economic self-government of the
enterprises and for the development of
regulated market-relations, together with
the implementation of broad social pro-
grammes for defending and improving
the lives of working people.” According
to leaders of the left at the congress, pas-
sages of a more liberal orientation were
removed from the document because of
pressure from delegates.

A recurrent theme in almost every inter-
vention of the debate was the question as
to what type of organization should be set
up. A representative of Polish Solidar-
nosc in his speech of greetings, was clear-
ly wuying to encourage those forces
among the delegates who were looking
towards the creation of an independent
trade union. But given the obvious het-
erogeneity of the forces present — as
well as from a geographical, professional
and organizational point of view — most
of the delegates supported the concept of
a confederation of workers’ organiza-
tions.

Urals delegation takes
different position

In this respect, the delegation from the
Urals seemed to express views that were
not in tune with those of the majority. In a
very lucid contribution a representative
of the Chelyabinsk People’s Front
addressed the question of organization in
a thoroughly political way: “The Russian
Revolution was a historical step forward,
but the bureaucrats usurped the power.
We are now on the threshold of a new
political revolution. But this will not suc-
ceed without the working class as its
guiding force.

“During the strike last year the workers
had control, but now the power has
returned to the bureaucrats. To put an end
to this we need a workers’ movement.
We must unite the forces that are in
favour of socialism.” Other speakers
from the Urals supported this position.
One proposed: “We should form a work-
ers’ party. We also need an organ for this,
a daily paper.” And another added:
“What we have got today is minor con-
cessions. But our fight is directed against
the whole system. This organization
should be a political party waging that
fight.”

The social and political background of
these radical attitudes is the severe crisis
that the Ural region, the main industrial

centre of the Soviet Union, is facing. A
participant from Chelyabinsk explained at
a press conference: “In the Urals the
workers are not as strong as here in the
Kusbass. This is partly because of the
many military enterprises in the region.
They are imposing very strict rules on the
workers, and people are afraid of losing
their jobs because it will mean a loss of
social privileges. The Ural region is in a
very bad ecological state, even worse than
here. There is no democracy in the Urals
today — the struggle for democracy has
hardly started there. We didn’t like Gor-
bachev’s attitude when he visited the
region recently — his speeches only
expressed dictatorship. The situation in
the whole region is extremely tense.’?

Social democrats call for
broad organization

At the other end of the political spec-
trum were the representatives of the
Social Democratic Association, who
called for as broad an organization as pos-
sible. One of them even tried to water
down the concept of a workers’ organiza-
tion: “The task of this new organization is
to facilitate a democratic revolution. It
should be broad with other social organi-
zations as its members. The peasants and
intellectuals should also be included in its
declaration.”

These ideas fitted nicely into the purely
democratic orientation which a part of the
speakers proposed for the new organiza-
tion. Gleb Yakunin, a priest and a Peo-
ple’s Deputy, who mounted the platform
in vestments, expressed this clearly: “We
need a mass democratic movement....the
bloc ‘Democratic Russia’ is trying to
unite all democratic forces. You should
affiliate to this....The idea of organizing a
party will only lead to splits.”

It was evident at the Congress that the
de facto abolition of the sixth clause of
the Soviet constitution affirming the lead-
ing role of the Communist Party has
altered the whole political scene. At the
founding conference of the Union of
Workers of Kusbass last autumn, the dele-
gates were still spending much time dis-
cussing whether they could use the term
“political” without running the risk of
being outlawed. Now these kinds of con-
siderations are almost forgotten. At this
congress a handful of new parties or pre-
paratory committees for parties were rep-
resented, including social democrats,
anarchists and different kinds of Marxists.

Among the odder creatures one could
find Siberian anarcho-syndicalists under
the slogan “For a free Siberia and inde-
pendent trade unions” and the newly
formed Marxist Workers Party — Party
of the Dictatorship of the Proletariat.

But it was another proposal for the for-
mation of a party that led to the most heat-
ed discussion. Nikolai Travkin, a
People’s Deputy and former CPSU mem-
ber was given 20 minutes by the chair —
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as opposed to 7 minutes for dele-
gates — to promote his idea of a
new People’s Party. In a calculated
speech with strong populist appeal
Travkin attacked the ideology of
the system — “the communist
monster” — which according to
him was blocking every possibility
of change because of its “socialist”
and “egalitarian” rhetoric. He then
dismissed the different solutions
put forward so far — the ideas that
the new deputies or a strong presi-
dent or the market as such could
cure the problems of society. Seem-
ingly only Travkin’s own project
could do the trick! He therefore
called on people to withdraw from
the CPSU and invited the congress
to affiliate to his new party that will
be set up in the near future.

Populist project causes
controversy

The presentation of Travkin’s
project provoked strong reactions
from the delegates. A lot of differ-
ent, and mostly justified, criticisms
were voiced about the idea of a
People’s Party. “It is absurd to
create a People’s Party — a party must
defend a certain social class™; “Travkin
used to be in the CPSU, now he is search-
ing for a new career”; “We don’t need a
political party because trade unions can
give workers what they want”; “we shall
not give up the struggle in the CPSU,
when we don’t even know what party we
are creating”. So in the end Travkin's pro-
posal was voted down. Even so, this pop-
ulist project with no visible content was
able to attract much interest and exercise
considerable influence on the discussion.

On the second day of its work, the con-
gress carried the declaration of the new
organization, its main resolution. This
resolution was clearly moulded by the
strongest political forces in the majority,
notably a group of intellectuals of a social
democratic colouring from Moscow.

Significantly it was a leader of the
Social Democratic Association, Galina
Rakitskaya, who presented the final ver-
sion of the new declaration. But it was
another leader of this new social demo-
cratic organization, who in his contribu-
tion to the congress most graphically
stated the attitude of this current. He
urged the participants to get rid of all
Bolshevik ideas and return to Plekhanov.
And then he went on: “We must build a
coalition”. This was a particularly popular
concept among the realpolitiker present
at the congress. The pragmatic CPSU rep-
resentative Yevladov returned to this idea
at his press conference, stating: “The
future is with the coalitions.”

It was clear that this group of Moscow
intellectuals with reformist leanings —
some of them organized social democrats,
others members of the CPSU — played

an important ideological role in the con-
gress. Inside this group many would have
preferred to end the congress after the
adoption of the main resolution. They
explained that any further discussion on
more specific resolutions would be
“counter-productive” as were, in their
opinion, the discussions on the first day.
Their objective was clearly to limit the
debate and avoid the adoption of more
radical resolutions. They were not able to
push through this idea, but the fact that
they managed to dominate the majority of
the congress ideologically points to two
things: firstly that many of the new work-
ers’ groups are politically quite weak.
And secondly that in the unfolding politi-
cal situation the social democratic cur-
rents — in possible coalition with parts of
the apparatus — have some obvious pos-
sibilities to win influence over many of
these groups.

Delegations present from
seven republics

The debates were of course influenced
by the ever more burning question of the
national struggle and the mass move-
ments in the Baltic area and Transcauca-
sia. The congress was attended by
delegations from seven republics — the
Russian Republic (RSFSR), Ukraine,
Byelorussia, Kazakhstan, Azerbaijan,
Latvia and Lithuania (the last two now
being independent nations).

In general the discussions and decisions
of the congress were characterized by an
internationalist approach to the national
question, and not flawed by Great Rus-
sian chauvinism. However each time the

discussion of the nationalities surfaced,
the tension in the atmosphere in the hall
rose rapidly. Several times during the pro-
ceedings delegates from the floor
demanded that the chair bring forward the
resolution on Lithuania calling for an end
to the blockade (see /V186). When the
chair refused to do so “because there are
more important questions on the agenda”
there was a wave of protests including
shouts that “you are against Lithuania”.?
During the discussion and vote on reso-
lutions on the last day of the congress, a
heated exchange of views on the national
question erupted more than once. When a
resolution saying that the leadership of
the CPSU committed a crime by invading
Azerbaijan and demanding the immediate
withdrawal of the Soviet troops from
Baku was drafted, an excited dispute took
place. Some delegates advised the con-
gress to abstain from what they saw as
“premature judgements” (four months
after the intervention!) but a large majori-
ty rejected this view and carried the reso-
lution. In this connection one can mention
another resolution drawn up by, among
others, the Shield, a trade union for Red
Army officers. This text demanded the
resignation of the Minister of Defence
Yasov, because of the massacres in Tbili-
si and Baku. The resolution also attacked
the military-industrial complex as one of
the main sources of poverty in Soviet
society, and called for the right to strike to
be extended to workers in military enter-

2. Gorbachev visited the Urals at the end of April.

3. The resolution on Lithuania was re-drafted by the
editing commission more than once, and it seems,
finally carried, though I missed the vote.
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prises.

The chairman of the Latvian Workers
Union introduced one further aspect of
the national question in his first interven-
tion at the congress. “When we are orga-
nizing our confederation we have to take
into account in the regulations that the
Baltic republics are claiming indepen-
dence. Therefore we have to give the con-
federation an international status, so that
the organizations from, for example, the
Baltic states can affiliate.” A Lithuanian
speaker, greeted with applause, devel-
oped this point: “The conservatives think
that the links with the Baltic states will
now be broken. But they are wrong: our
liberation will not mean a break with the
movements in Russia.” This was also the
position of the Russian delegates, and the
amendment about international member-
ship was carried without much difficulty.

All motions had to pass the editing
commission, and during this process
many amendments and, apparently,
whole resolutions were removed. Still the
congress, during its last session, had to
vote on more than 15 resolutions many of
them addressing, in a very lucid manner,
central political questions in the Soviet
Union today.* Some resolutions dealt
with *“local” subjects — for example, one
expressing solidarity with workers on
strike in kindergartens in the Kusbass
area and another stating support for the
independent Siberian newspaper Sibirs-
kaya Gazeta threatened with closure by
the local bureaucrats.

Delegates commemorate
Novocherkassk massacre

In a resolution with historic significance
the delegates remembered the victims of
the Novocherkassk massacre in 1962, in
Khrushchev’s time, when participants in a
workers’ demonstration were slaughtered
by troops. The resolution compared this
episode to the 1905 massacre and called
for the immediate rehabilitation of the
victims.

A resolution concerning the Chernobyl
disaster, and the criminal conduct of the
government in dealing with it, sparked a
short and emotional discussion on nuclear
power. Speakers from the floor put for-
ward radical amendments to the rather
moderate resolution, demanding a stop to
the building of new nuclear power sta-
tions and a referendum on the future of
nuclear power in the USSR.

Other resolutions centred on the origins
and consequences of the economic crisis
in the country, attacking different aspects
of the party and state leadership’s poli-
cies. Some of these documents contained
interesting anti-bureaucratic demands; for
example a call for abolishing the party-
structures in all factories and condemna-
tion of the whole system of privileges and
secret supplies for the bureaucracy. One
could also find a few hints on the eco-
nomic ideas at large in the new organiza-

tion, such as the demand put forward in
the resolution on agriculture that the
resources now monopolized by the Agro-
prom agro-industrial complex should be
transferred to the local soviets.

But there was no attempt made by the
majority to create the foundations of an
economic and social programme for the
new organization. The question of self-
management in the factories and in socie-
ty was hardly touched upon in any con-
crete fashion and the idea of support for
struggles in the face of a market reform
was largely absent. This will inevitably
retard the organization seriously, as the
issue of the market and it social effects is
becoming an unavoidable challenge for
all workers’ organizations in the Soviet
Union.

A politically very interesting and
revealing debate took place around a
draft resolution on the defence of work-
ers’ rights, supported by the left wing at
the congress.

Resolution calls for working
class independence

The resolution started with a descrip-
tion of the conditions facing workers
today, as their rights are being attacked
and the possibility of electing managers
turns out to be fraud. It also proclaimed
the principle that the workers’ movement
must be independent inside the democrat-
ic movement. Finally it tried to connect
its analysis with suggestions of activity at
the factory level (a point scarcely touched
upon in the other resolutions) urging the
workers’ clubs to arrange meetings and
demonstrations and stating that is neces-
sary to build strike and workers’ commit-
tees in the factories. This resolution
created outrage among the authors of the
declaration. For example the social demo-
crat Rakitskaya argued that “it differs
from the main resolution”. Maybe so —
in any case it was rejected by a majority
of the delegates.

At the congress there was a left current
consisting of groups and individuals from
the left-wing in Moscow, the delegation
from the Urals and some of the represen-
tatives from the mining districts. General-
ly speaking this current, numbering
perhaps 25% of the delegates, did not
stand out as a well-defined alternative to
the majority, but more as a loose con-
glomerate of related political views. This
is hardly surprising given the short span
of time since the emergence and forma-
tion of many of these groups and the huge
distances that separate many of them
from each other, which makes common
discussions a matter of great difficulty.

The assessment of the discussions and
decisions of the congress also differed
among the delegates from this current. A
left wing leader from Moscow drew quite
a negative balance-sheet of the congress:
“What we have seen is a very strange alli-
ance between parts of the local nomenk-

latura here in Kusbass, with people like
Golikov and Kisljuk, and right-wing intel-
lectuals from Moscow. It is actually dam-
aging for the workers’ movement. Our
resolution on self-management and
against privatizations was suppressed. We
managed to avoid some of the most ultra-
liberal phrases in the declaration but there
has been no genuine political discussion
here.”

However the general mood at the con-
gress was far more favourable to the out-
come of the proceedings. Among the
organizers from Kusbass and also at the
grass-roots level, there was satisfaction
and relief because the congress had pro-
duced some results, namely the formation
of the new trade union — the Confedera-
tion of Labour (Konfederatsia Truda).

The Confederation of Labour is based
on the principle of collective member-
ship. Any type of political group that sup-
ports the declaration of the organization
can affiliate to it. The congress elected a
council of 58 people representing the
organizations present at this first congress
(of whom perhaps three support the views
of the left wing). This body is going to
convene approximately three times a year
and will elect a coordinating committee
and a president at its first meeting in Don-
bass in June. Until then four coordinators
— in Moscow, Sverdlovsk, Kusbass and
Donetsk — will be in charge of this new
organization.

Varying assessments of
congress

While the assessments of the congress
went from enthusiasm and optimism to
outright scepticism, a more balanced view
was put forward by another delegate from
the left: “With the organizations involved,
and the relationship of forces among
them, the outcome of the congress was
predictable. The groups attending were
extremely heterogeneous with both work-
ers’ organizations, like the strike commit-
tees, and intellectual ‘debating societies’
involved. The single most important deci-
sion was the launching of the Confedera-
tion of Labour. But the most positive
aspect was clearly that we were able to
make a lot of new contacts and to form a
left current during the congress.”

So if the Novokuznetsk Congress was
perhaps only a small step forward for the
workers’ movement as a whole, it could
give the process of mutual discussion and
cooperation among the Marxists on the
Soviet left a significant push in the right
direction.

4. Of all the resolutions only the declaration was dis-
tributed to the participants during the congress. The
rest were only read out by the chair and were not avail-
able in print. Thus the outlines here are based on the
author’s notes.
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A turning

point in Black

Africa

THE CRISIS sweeping over the African continent
provides an eloquent refutation of the “triumph of
capitalism” currently being celebrated by
Western bourgeois ideologues. In Gabon, West
Africa’s richest French-speaking state, the
mysterious death of an opposition leader has led to widespread
rioting and a French military intervention. This follows similar

unrest over the past few months in a whole series of former French

colonies.

At the same time, Nigeria has experienced popular upheavals and
an attempted coup. In Zaire, large-scale student protests have met
with brutal repression from the Mobuto regime. On opposite sides
of the continent, both the Ethiopian and Liberian regimes seem
doomed in the face of rebel insurrections. International Viewpoint
asked Claude Gabriel from the United Secretariat of the Fourth
International, who has written extensively on African politics, for
his assessment of recent developments on the continent. The
interview was conducted by Bernard Gibbons in Paris on June 1,

1990.

OW do you assess the

importance of the events of

the past few months in black

Africa? Does the wide-

spread unrest open up revo-
lutionary possibilities?

There is a very sharp acceleration of the
elements of political and social crisis on
the African continent today, in black Afri-
ca — I leave aside southern Africa — in
its totality. There have been very impor-
tant demonstrations, riots and strikes in
countries like Kenya, Mozambique, Nige-
ria as well as in a whole series of former
French colonies — Senegal, the Ivory
Coast, Gabon, the Cameroon, and Benin.
To this list we must now add Zaire, a for-
mer Belgian colony which has traditional-
ly played an important role in imperialist
strategy in central Africa.

There is then obviously a general
change. Despite the poverty and misery
that exists on the African continent,
despite the application of the austerity
plans dictated by the International Mone-
tary Fund (IMF) and the World Bank over
the past ten years, we have not until now
seen popular revolts on the scale of those
which have taken place in countries like
Morocco, Argentina, Brazil or Venezuela.
There has been a political delay in the
revolt of the masses. Today it is clear that
in these countries there is a kind of power
vacuum, a decomposition of the state
apparatus, for example in the Ivory Coast

where the soldiers are on strike, the cus-
toms workers are on strike, the taxi driv-
ers are on strike, the firemen are on
strike, and so on. In the face of this these
unsophisticated and very personalized
state apparatuses — the apparatus of the
state is identified with the presidency of
the republic — are extremely fragile.
This is a turning point, but it does not
mean we are witnessing a revolutionary
upsurge in Africa.

The big problem is whether political
and social forces exist which can repre-
sent an alternative. The twenty years old
strategic debate on whether the social
conditions exist to establish a bourgeois
democratic order in Africa, the debate we
had with the Maoist and nationalist cur-
rents, is again on the order of the day. For
the danger is that there could be, under
the effects of the crisis, an implosion, a
collapse of the state apparatus, in the con-
text of a popular revolt, hunger riots,
strikes even — but in the absence of, not
simply a political, but a social alternative
which is capable of proposing an alterna-
tive project of society, a new state appa-
ratus, a new form of economic
development, and so on.

And there is a very great risk that these
social forces do not exist, precisely
because of the depth of the crisis and the
weight of imperialist domination which
has limited and hindered the develop-
ment of these forces. Obviously this pos-

es the problem of whether bourgeois dem-
ocratic forces exist. Then for us there is
another problem; whether a genuine work-
ers movement exists, if a class conscious-
ness exists, even in the reformist sense —
I do not necessarily mean the revolution-
ary sense — which can transform these
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