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Dear Jack,

I am in the process of trying to finish up some things. So
enclosed is an article on Cuba and related questions. The

idea is perhaps it should be just circulated at this point to
leading comrades interested in work on this question for consid-
eration on a leadership level when, as we discussed on the PC,
we have a chance to go into these questions in a serious

way.

I have given a copy to Fred F. but enclosed are extras for whomever
you think is most concerned with these questions.

Also attached is a clipping which should be of interest even to
those who approach these questions from a different theoretical
outlook.
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THE PCSTWAR SOCIAL OVERTURNS AND MARXIST THEORY

A discussion has been going on in the world Trotskyist move-
ment tor over 30 years on the social overturns in the postwar
period. Judging from the resolution in Vietnam submitted to the
next world congress by leading members of the IMT, this discussion
is not yet completed.

Of course considerable progress has been made. It is diffi-
cult for us today to fully comprehend the very genuine c.nfusion
and disorientation which affected our movement over this question
between 1948 and 1956 when the Hungarian Revolution settled
many theoretical matters rather decisively through the actions
of the masses. The differences which persist in our movement on
Stalinism have narrowed considerable in scope since those days.

Extremely important progress has been made by the SWP and
the LTF. A theoretical assessment has been made of China
which has led to completely ccrrect Trotskyist politics in rela-
tions to recent events. The SWP was not caught by surprise
by the recent turn of China towards the American imperialist
camp nor discriented by the death of Nao and the purge of the
gang of four.

The party's position on Vietnam has also been crystal clear.
The party has carried out outstanding and consistent work in
opposition to American imperialism in the ccurse of the Vietnam
War without making the slightest concession to Stalinism.

The Cuban question remains. We are sure the party will
shortly fill this void in our thecry in a principled Trotskyist

manner.



We are still, I believe, a bit distant from what we really
need--a completely cunsistent overall theory of the postwar social
overturns which is fully integrated with Trotsky's own theoretical
assessment of Stalinism. Such a theory would be a development
of Trotsky's position, counsistent completely with it, and express-
ing the same methodology.

The international movement began ccrrectly in the East
European discussion. The comrades sought to apply Trotsky's
brilliant c.ntribution on the possibility of the Russian workers
state to be extended info new territories under exceptional
circumstances. Then this attempt was abandoned as many followed
Pablo in his impressionistic reaction to Titosbreak with the
Kremlin in 1948-~the source of current IMT theories on China and
Vietnam.

Cuba added an additional theoretical confusion because the
comrades abandonned any attempt to understand Cuba within

Trotsky's framework of understanding 3talinist expansions. They

turned instead to a section of our theoretical capital never
designed to explain such developments-—- the workers and farmers
government slogan. Then this new theory was applied retrospect-
ively in China and Vietnam. It fitted, in our opinion, that real-
ity even less perfectly.

The facts do not justify this abandonment of the currect
thecretical beginnings of Trotsky in 1940 and our international
movement in 1948. They require a return to this beginning and
a new development from this base. This article will only sketch
such an apﬂggach giving perhaps a little more detail on Cuba since

that question is still to be politically resolved in the party.



THe REPTCAL CONQUESTS OF BUFFER STATE DISCUSSION

A re-study of this discussion would be very useful at the
movement because of the montrous confusion presently being in-
tQEduced into the international discussion by the IMT Vietnam
rejolution. Their attempt to characterize South Vietnam as
a workers state at the moment of the fall of Thieu because of
the presence of '"bodies of armed men" representing another class
is completely absurd on the basis cf the facts of East Europe
alone.

Part of the area, Fi@:}and, Eastern Austria, was occupied
by the Red Army only to end up as strong capitalist states. Coal-
ition governments with serious bourgeocis parties and social
democratic parties abounded everywhere until 1947. Rumania even
remained a monarchy for a period despite the peesence of bodies
of armed men,

It is important to note the essential features of the
buffer state process because these features would characterize
in general all the social overturns which came later.

(1) Each country passed through a revolutionary stage

to one or another degreee of intensity. This occurred at the
moment of liberation by the Red Army and/or by an indigenous
partisan force. Capitalism was weak and discreditted. The
working class was on the ascendency with factory occupations
and various forms of locialized working class committees, peas-
ant committees, etc. All the conditions, outside of a revolu-
tionary party, were generally present for immediate socialist
revolution.

(2) In every case it was at this point that the Stalinists



Ja=-3a=-3a

insisted upon the bourgeois character of the regime and rev. lu-
tion. They bolstered existing bourgeois state apparatuses or
constructed new ones on a bourgeois model. They resurrected

bourgeois parties and formed coalitions with them. They demobil-
ized the masses andprotected what remained of capitalist in-

dustry. Thus they consciously defused the first, revolutionary

stage in these countries.
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(%) A ciunge of pulicy took pluce as @ result of 4
ctange in the lnternational situation, wtuiin responded
to the heating up of the c¢onld war by sceking to consolidate
the East suropean region as a strategic defensive buffer against

the imperialist :earma grent of Western Europe.,  Last Europe
could only be made safe through purging it of its capitalist
ele ments and transforming it into the same social system which
existed iﬁ the USSR, This vindicate#our assessment of the class
nature of the USSR. This took place between 1947 and 1949,

(§) The process of structfgijel assimilation incjuded
the following steps in each country;

(a) The destruction of the _political and social power

of the bourgeoisie., The bourgecis parties, never allowed to

be strong, were physically eliminated and the reé:;ants of

capitalist property nationalized. A five year plan was
instituted and the economy of the country tied more closely
to that of the USSR throigh bilateral trade agrcements,

(b) The consolidation of the monolithic party. The

social democratic parties were forcibly fused with the Communist
parties to produce a single party completely dominated by the
Stalinists,

(c) The interpenetration of the monolithic party with

the state apparatus, Suspected pro-capitalist elements(as

well as potentially pro-wprkdng class ones) were pprgud from the
state apparatuses and large numbers of CP cadres put in their
place, Note the old state apparatus was not destroyed; it was

P

purged and fused with the Stalini..t party.
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(%, Prdc oprocese Look ploce with a licitea amo¥nt of cintrol-
lod mass porticipation but boslcually from on top in a military-

burequeritic maane o, Note tihis process took place essentially

through the indigencus dtalinist roffles; not directly through actior
ol the Red Army, It took place in e:sentially the same manner

where the khed Army was not even present--Yugoslavia,
Albanis--as where it was brésent.

In seeking to understand‘thése events our moveuwent, lurgely
through the work of lirnest Mandei (Germain), reéted on Trotsky'd
pioneer work in assessing”'what happened when Soviet troops entered
Poland and Finland in the early stage of the war, This same
pattern wasgs followed in the dnc orporatlon into the USSR of the
small Baltic states of Latvia, Litho ania, &nd hstonia. | Trotsl.y
saw no contradiction between the counterrevolutzonary nature of

Stalinism and its ability to extend its social system into other

areas, lle noted it did this in a re ctionary;way, ag a defensive
mechanism, while at the same time seeking coliahoration with
imperialism elé%here and eontributing to the defeat of the working
class, He also was well aware that to the q#gent that the Soviet
bureaucracy expanded its:rule; it deepened ifé‘qwn contbadictions
ahd cume closer to its own déstruction as a ruling caste-—to
political revolution., Tiis latter point would be'fully born out
in the future devel.pment of the buffer states, |

Trotsky used the analogy‘With the counterrevolutionary period
- of the French revolution, the Thermidor of Napolean Bonaparte,
Bonaparte also extended the'boprgeois revolutioh against f@gﬁal
elements in Europe through miiiﬁary means, This extension
also had many reactionury aspects as Bonaparte was very fearful

of the radical dem cratic plebian wing of the revolution whecreever



his  arwien penetrated.

TWO THEORETICAL PROBLEMS

''''''

Phere were Lwo lmportant theoreticai probleus which bu&thered
the comrades w! o developed this thesls in the late 1940s. They
were never fully resolved and the resolution of them goes a long
way towards understanding the somew@ut more unique social
overturns wlhiicu occured outside kast rurope as well as Yugoslavia,

(1) Ihe guestion of the relative weight of the USSR and

domestic Stalinist forces in the process. Mandel tended to look

at this question formally and strictly in the light of Trotsky's
writings in 1940, lle expected that the Lkast European area would-
either remain capitalist é;é become an actual physical part of
the USSR as did the Baltic states, N@@ther lteﬂnatlve happened
accept for sections of Eastern Poland andsmotll:l{;ro states which
actually bordered on the USSR, It is quite possible that at
one@oint Stalin himself actually considered this alternative but
the national element was so powerful(Yugoslavia, Poland, Hungary,
Czechislovakia, etc testify to this) in the area that such a
process was precluded,

From the very beginning it was necessary to build up a
domestic Stalinist movement with its own apparatus, police, some
roots among a section of the workers, and many opportunist recruits
from the social democrats and odjﬁright bourgenis parties, Only
such a movement could carry through the social Lranﬁyamdtlon ubder
the conditions prevall@g} This ind¢genous movement was nog&helo
Stalinist and linked ideologically and in many other concrete ways
to the buré%hcrucy in the USSR, It was theoretically essentially
an exténsion of that bureaucracy,

furthermore, in most of Bast Lurope the ged_grmy was in Lhe
buck: round and was quite capable of comilny; intﬁyhe foreground, ‘''he

Seviet secret police was everywnere as Tito lester reveuled, 'T'he



countrice existed in any evenl under the protective umbreila of
voviel hegemrgly of the region, which the imjer alists were torced
Lo recognize, asnd wnich was qéked up by @ powcrtul military machilne
1ncluding atomic wedapons,

But it must also be rQ%lized that Stalinism is in essence
"souialié%"iu one country._‘ﬁ%re lay the contradiction, 'The
procection of "éocialism{bin the USSR required Otalin,  to set up
"socialism" in various East European countries. Yet as these
Stalinist forces began to consolidate their power in the strégkral
transformation process, they began to reflect the gpecific national
interests of their own developing bureéﬁcracy which did not always
coincide with the%ational interests of the USSR bureaucracy. Thus
the seeds for the disintegration of the USSR-dominated bloc were al-
ready being planted through the very process of the creation and coun-
solidation of this bloc,

Yet we must note that the period of closest collaboration and

with the USSR/

relations of each of these sfﬁteqﬁ?ﬁb precisely thﬁéeriod of their
structﬁgal assimilatioblprocess.

(2) The theoretical problem of the state. Lenin held that

soclialist revolution reQuired the destruction of the existing

state apparatus of the capitalist class and itf replacement by
a new state apparatus thrown up by the working class in course of
struggle-~-the commune or council kind of state, 1In East BEurope--—

and this pattern was followed without exception in all other

postwar social transformations-- the capitalist state had been
either preserved or fébuilt during the capitalist stage ol these
states from 1944-5 to 1947, It was not destroyed in the 1947/-

4y period but rathe. purged and fused with, I8 this not a varlety
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e obtipinkh nol, it rosultant stote Fornolion inooast hurope

wuo and 16 of a contradgictory charactor, It 13 bused on sociaiint

property roruwy, but in every othier respect is hootile Lo Lhe working

class und similar to a capitalist state, this 1s why a political

: . . AT v -
revolution is neceusary to overthepw it, Vg are not ta‘king of

the crestion of a genuine workers state wunich would reqguile

L+ uestruction of the cupitalist state completely and totvally,
but the exte '‘sion of the degenerated workers state in a

new and different manner which reproduced from the beginning a
fundamental contradiction between the state apparatus and the
working class property forms--a contradiction only ~esolvable
throi%h the formation of workenSLouncils as part of a revolution
to overthrow the buré%&%fb caste and its state apparatus;

In any event these theoretical matters tended to encourage
Mandel to hold off in éharacterizing the buffer states as workers
states well after these states had obviously changed their class
character, This c@ébed considerable confusion in the movement thus
settiyg the stage for Pablo to enter and "resolve" the problems

in a completely non-TrotgkyJﬁt and liquidationist manner,

YUGOSLAVIA: ORIGINS OF NON-TROTSKYIST CONCEPTIONS
: 1§ was in the Yugoslav discussion in 1949 that the
key elements of Publo's revisions of the traditional Trotskyist
conception of Stalinism were introduced to the movement, In 1948
Tito bfoke épenly with »talin and for a period verred sharply to the
left to gain support for an independent course. Pablo reacted
impressionistically to this temporary phenonemon(brought quickly
to a close when Tito suppcrted imjerialism in the Korean War in
1950) and developed a ceries of new non-lrotsiyist theories, These

can be summarized as follows:
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(1) wnife tac Yo wus originally Staiinist, it had bffhen
with blaiinism Lo twace u revoiuwbion and creste a workers state,

(2)1t is now & centrist party and the Yugoslav state, while
partially diuLorted)is cupable of positive evolution towards
democratization and we no longer need to create an independent
Irots.yist psrt; there fighting for political revolution,

(3) The YCI' was able to so change because of mass
pressure under conditions of & new reality which gives the upper
nand internationally to the workipk class, eJ Al [At T/Mc

(4) if this can happen in Yugoslav1a(and appearﬁﬂalso to be
happening in China) it can happen elgahere - perhaps everywhere -
to Stalinist parties under these new cqndltlons. But of course
distortions may still remain here and tﬂ%e and for a.long time to
come=-thus the theory of éenturies of déformed workers states,

In time three additional points 'were developed out of this
general approach:

(b)The war-evol .tion thesis, In reaction to the Korean

War)PablO'proaected a generalized world war in the next immediate
period., It would be a war between two class cfpbs. <+he .talinists
would head the working class camp andjas we learned from Yugoslavia
(and Chiiéd me would add)}sinée mass pressure can change the Stalinists
into adaquatl . ' ~ instruments of social change
Workers égtes o(a distorted varicty can develop all over the %rid out
of this military conflict, This theory tended to r:code i'v o
xablo's_repertﬁaise with the reoéﬁding of the war threat,

(6) Based both on Lhe impress’onist’ theory of war-revoluticn
and the new ideas about the chéégeability of the Stalinists under
essure all Trotshkyists were to try to enter the Ltalinist

S
i

purtics s aid in the transformation vrocess--entrism sui pencrus.

muss pr
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SUTP N l"‘&""“'" was to survive well Into Lhe 19oGs ever after its
ratlondic 1n the war-revolulbion Libesis was quictly dropped,
(7) Thc/uéuth of Stalin brouht about minor concessions
.
Lo the masses by the new burcaucratic rulers. This wjs seen,
followiny, the same basic idea of Stalinists changirg under muss préﬂ:

sure, as a process ol self-reform of the Utulinist bureaucrucy which

coul?éossibly produce a proletarian wing of the bureaugracy‘which
D .
would lead the political revolition. . \

- .

All these various theories actually hinge on one central

point: Can & Stalinist party change its basig character under

mass pressure? If it can then all the other theories have a

plausibility to them depending on changing objective circumstances.
The IMI' comrades still answer yes to this question in the case of

China and Vietnam, They ,of course,do not carry out the logic

/
of this position tothe extremes that Pablo d4id in his day. And
yet as long as this question mark remains over our basic conception
of Stalinism  &s evené:develoﬁ;%%ggédes will extend this theory
once again endangering our movement to the ravages that

Pablo's theory wrought upon it,

Does the real evolution of Yugoslavia justify such a major
and dangerous revision of Trotskyism? We think not, 1In all
essentials Yugoslavia followed closely--in many instances led--

the pattern of the rest of the buffer,
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£ito ¥ u huracned otulinist who carned his credentials be-
fore the wuap he urging purported Yrots yists from the purty. '
His rartisans soughty under slalin's directives, to coalesce %‘I'
the bourgeois Chetnik movement. But the Chetniks preferred the
Nazis to the Partisans and thus Tﬁto was rorced to fight on his
own, Lven the imperiualists realized this and gave their support
to the Partisans in the end,

The Partié%s liberated Yugoslavia with little Red Army support
(the Red Army entered Belgrade but later withdrew) . In this
sense the situation was similar to Albania which the Reqkrmy never
even entered., |

These{vents did give Tito (as well as Hoxha) a certain dis-
tinctiveness among the buffer states and a close similarity with
China, I'ne paftisan movement ﬁ%ve Tito's party a‘certain semi-
governmental base prior to final victory and thus a potentia.
for indepeulurce at un earlier stage than the rest of the buffer,

Tito's course after liberation followed the pattern of rast
Egrope--in fact led that pattern, A revolutionary situation existed

’ﬁ;ég deep or deeper than anywhere in East Europe at the time of

liberation, Vareous councils and peasant committees existed,
The bouryeoisie was among thy weakesqkn the buffer, All the
conditions were present for a socialist revolution,

But no such revolution took place at that time, Instead
Sub;;ich and friends, bourgeois politicians, were imported from
London to form a coalition government, This stage lasted shorte{”

in Yugoslavia than anywhere else reflecting the unstable conditions

tfor capitalism there, However it lasted long enough to demobilize

the masses and reconstruct the state on a capitaiist model,
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The proccss of structurul assuuilo tion bepan in Yoposlavia
sconer than in tte rest of the buffer and was completed sooner
giving 'ito a buse for his break in 194: with staline, 1In Lhe perié
of trG@mQ%}mation from on top(there wag little mass purtici-
pution in this process) Tito had close relations with btalin and
in fact was held up tothe rest of hast Lkurope as the model to
follow, There was in that period two wings of the bureaucrucy
in East Europe--the Golmulkaists and tie Titoisté; Golmulka favorél
a more gradual transformation process while Tito was seen as
the super-sStalinist,

Tito's break from Stalin in 1948 only proves what we have
stated--the very process of extension of the - depenerated
workers state produces almoét from the beginning conflicts
between the newly arisini” nafional bureaucratic sastes and the
"mother" caste, This again proves the temporary, transitional
character of Stalinism--its real crisis and weakness underneath
the appearance of its strength and growth,

The future evolution of’Tito no longer m&ﬂg Tito the
puopular example to support the“étalinistsuplus-mass,pressure
equalsmrevolutionists“theory. This is perhaps why the IMT is

®
rather quiet about Yugoslavia”

The future evolution of the buffer as a whole illustrates that
)
» . P
Pito was unique only ''the timing and degree of his ability to carry
through a course independent of the Kremlin for virtually all

these stutes now seek in one fashion or another such a course,



aer Liere 1s the problew of little sivaniuae U5 Tty wau
Lracstoanmed tato a centriut by mugs pressure tne same condilliond
weoe ulso at woris on Hoxlive 1'he unly difterence is thuat

conditions were such that Tito expressed his indepencence
R4
- mouthing anti=Ctalinist phrases while Hoxha soupht his

ind¢ vude...¢ from Yugoslavia through being a super-3talinist-—-

first blocking with Stalin aealnst Tito and then shifting to
the Kremlin
China against . as Tito ahlfted back closer to the Kremlin,
l.‘;

Certainly Haxholthe worlds éhpens ~>talin ,/makes a strange

figure of a man breaking from Stalinism . And 2o most have just

i

not wanted to discuss Albania, It is ) arteAall, a small country,

and perhaps no onéyill;miss it. | | .
THEWQE‘M

The next big theofbttbal challpnge to come along for the
movement was China, Chinese evenﬁs appeared in a surface way to
Jnstafy the reasonlng Pahlo had develOped around Yugoslav1a. of
couf?b China did follow very closély the Yugoslav pattern. And
Vietnam followed very closely both patterns. This 15 why once
Yugoslavia is properly understood neither China nor Vietnam offer
any serious theoretlcal problems.

Many comrades assoclated wlthThe LTF have quite thoroughdy
documented the evolution of Mao. 'He was a tallnlst and he died
a Stalinist, Those who now carry on his bureaucracy are-like-
wise Stalinists. Ag was the case with Tito and Hoxha he carried
on the liberstion struggle in the war largely on his own and was
unable to develoqa real relotionéhip with ngﬁng--and for similar

reasons,
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Atter tue war Ltalin hoped to establish on his eastern bééher
a fé%bﬁply but capitalist state jgst as he pursued the same policy
in bast kurope, He hoped toiachﬁjeve tiiis through a coalition
govern.cent with Ch@?ng Kai Qhek. Mao agreed with this policy and
did his best to implement it{ Cﬂq?hg did not agree with it un-
doubtedly feeling the bourge&is forces in China were too weak to
survive such a deal, So Ch@@hg went oh the offensive against

Mao,
|
Mao wa;Forced to fight back in self-defense, There is still
v Th Shil:

. . Y i~
a question as to whether at this point Mao had sharp differencesy

If they did it was not a dec#sive matter because differendes

of this sort arise from perslectives based on Mao's part on his own
situation in China ahd those'based on Stalin's situation in Moscow,
Mao, even more than Tito, had a base for his party, & semi-state

structure which went bacgk many decades and thus certain iq stej%ts

of the embryonic bureaucraoyiof the armx) : part? and parti al
governmental apparatus distidct and contrary to those of the Kreml{in
There?s every indicatio# that particularly in the last year

of Mao's march to power Staljn enthusiastically supported him,

He woul4have preferred & neutralist capitalist goverment on his

Eastern flank, But he did nét want a U,S, I&ppet government
which would place a stringLf‘U.S, bases along hislimmense eastern
border. +hus Mao's victory *as the lesser evil, B

Mao came to power in 1949 and acted precisely as did the
Stalinists in LEast Europe. ﬁe formed a coalition povernment
with rump bouryeois forces, iHe guarenteed private property
and capitalism, He maintain%d the lasye hunk of the old bourpgeois

apparatus which remgjned and rebuilt the rest on that model,
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Faae currled taroapgi. structural, ussimilation only aftegr the

borcan Jor  and especlally sfter Americun troops approacﬁ,the Yalu
: . l‘l".? . s . € A

diver forcceow Chinese troops to interven heavily, The process was
. o : T.

identical and the resulting stale 1n%etutlonb and economy were

3
also identical, Is it so wild, so strange, to assert a . I
L
do that the Chinese social overturn was : essentialy
\oovlet
of the extension of thexproperty forms into kussia's Lastern

the result

puffer through an agency of the buneaucracy, the CCP, &and with
the support of the bureaucracy? Is China quantitatively or
qualitatively different from the process of Yugoslavia and the buffe:

If the latter than why was the process so identical and the results

50 i dentlcal.

When the SWP xeaolutlon in 19§5 speaks of the entire system
in the UUSR with its bureaucratic qste being "reproduced on Chincse
#oil“ how else can this be explaiAed.except thubugh the theoretical
position 1 have sketched out here?g

Vietnam needs no special discqssion here b:icause it follows so
closelyxhe Chinese pattern. Everﬁone'a tqggry of Vietnam is depen=-
dent on their theory of China, Théoretically China, we maibjéin
is not distinct from Yugoslavia, And a proper undergtanding of
Yugoslavia Brings down . | . all theories wi:ich

attteupt to explain thease developmints as distinct and qgéprate from

the East European developments, }-
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The werkers and farmers qovernment theory, is not, in our
opinion very helpful when applied to China. 7This is for the
following reasons:

(1) it gives to a class--the petty bourgeoisie--which is
distinct from the working class, the role in the creation of
workers states. The petty bourgeoisie is a class of small
proprietors(peasants, independent artisans, small self-
employed businessmen) which therefore bases itself upon
capitalist property relations. 1t has sharp differences in
periods with large capital but its distinct role in history
is, no matter how radical it becomes, to limit this radicalism
by its defense of private property relations. We do not be-
lieve postwar events require us to change this basic Marxist
assessment of this class. At least China offers us no such
basis for change as it is totally understandable within the
framework of our traditionﬂ'theory of Stalinism. We will deal
with Cuba shortly.

(2) 1in order to apply this theory to China, comrades
have had to change our basic assessment of the nature of
Stalinist parties by asserting that the CCP is a petty bour-
geois party. This is a half-truth and therefore completely
wrong. Stalinist parties represent petty bourgeois forces within
the working class. “hey may be largely petty bourgeois in
ccmposition in one country and largely working class in composi-
tion in another. 1n China, for instance, they were almost totally
petty bourgeois for a long historic period, and yet after 1949

were ab@% to bring into the party an important layer of wcorkers.
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(3) There renain~ the question of whether the w. rkers and
tarmer: gcvernment label is a correct one to apply t¢ thevse
countries during the process of social tran=formation. We believe
this tends to distort the facts. In the first period, in all
these countries we had not workers and farmers governments but
bourgeois coalition governments based on a capitalist state.
During the next stage whatever petty bourgeois parties existed
(and they did exist especially in East Europe) were destroyed
along with any independent workers parties (the social democrats
in East Europe). it would be best to refer to the governmental

form in this transitional period as bureaucratic, as the bur-

eaucratic caste in the process of creation.

CUBA ~--A UNIQUE CASE

Cuba was, without a doubt, the most unique of all the
social overturns of the postwar world. For this reason 1t has
created a considerable amoint of theoretical confusion.

We are%%’of course, aware of the facts. Fidel Castro led
a petty bourgeois nationalist formation to power through an
extended guerilla war. His main base in the course of this war
was among the small peasants in the mountainous country. A he
approached Havana his victory was accompanied by a mas .ive
mobilization of the'working class, agricultural laborers,
and the middle clas .. |

He established a bourgeois coalition government with Urruti.

Up to this point his evolution was not particularly unique and

has been repeated many times since.
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The United States then reacted with eatreme hostility to
Castru's attempts to actually implement his bourgecis democratic
program--particularly when American sugar interests were threaten-
ed.

Castro at this point had three courses open to him:

(1) He could cantinue with the ccalition government of
Urruti and come to scme terms with U.S. imperialism by sacri-
ficing his program. This ccurse would have maintained capital-
ist relations on the island in a typical neo-colonialist fashion.

(2) He could turn decisively to the working class and
mobilize this class through its own democratic organs as did
Lenin and Trotsky carrying through a social transformation on
the model of October, 1917. Then we could utilize this base
for the extension of the revolution into Latin America and elsewhere
on the same model as the best way to defend Cuba.

(3) He could turn to the Soviet Union for support and caryy
through a social transformation from on top, modelled after the
East European pat¥ern, fusing with the local Stalinists, and

going over to Stalinism in the process.

"Clearly he choose the third course. He would not bend
to imperialism and the masses mobilized behind him exerted great
pressure against such a course. He no doubt could not even
conceive the second course because his movement was not trained
in Marxism, had no roots in the working clas+, or real aquaint-

ence with Trotskyism.
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All the evidence backs up this conclusion. It i3 not
accidental that the sccial transformation in Cuba was accom-
panied by: (1) close economic relations with the Soviet bloc
and sizable actual subsidy; (2) Castro's conversion to Stalinist
ideoclogy aﬁd the fusion of his movement with the Cuban Communist
Party(like the East European fusions but in reverse); (3) no change
in the direction of democratic control over the real state power
in the co@mntry.

We ask: What would have happened if Castro did not have
this tHrjd road open to him? Suppose the USSR and the other
Stalinist statefeither did not exist or refused to give him aid?
Clearly he would have collapsed before the U.S. or gone over to
or collg~Bsed before the working class. He was able to steer a
course partially independent of both fundamggtal classes in the
world only because of his special relationship with world Stal-
inism. | ‘ |

Cuba was, of course, high exceptional and its evolution
distinct in many ways from that of the other Stalinist states.
Cuba was and is not a buffer of the Soviet Bloc nations. It
was always expendable. It was supported by Khrushchev as a
peint of counterpressure well within the U.S. sphere of influence
to lessen pressure upon the USSR. This is one reason why other
Cubas did not happen-~the thkgh course was not open to them.

Cuba was the only place where the leading group which led
the transbﬁrmation was not Stalinist in origins but became con-
verted to Stalini-sm. TIts rule was therefore different and the

development of a ruling caste more extended in character.
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The posusibility of a relatively peacetul development of a
democratic werkers state was therefore not theoretically ex-
cluded in the early stages of the regime. However, it must be
recognized that the 26th of July movement did not have a working
class base before coming to power nor a tradition of democratic
centralism within its own organization. After couming to power
Castro never developed democracy beyibnd a bonapartist\%?biscitoyy
form. The masses were mobilized from oW top, coMsulted from above,
but never allowed to directly participate in degigion making
with the right to #Bgarate parties.

Even such a devélopment in the early period would have re-
quired attempts at the independent mobilization of masses under
our own leadership and cculd not be expected to be handed down
from above by Castro.

There is also considerable evidence of.Castro's partial
independence from the Kremlin. Interestingly, this took the
form of attempts to develop policies,which were not based on
Marxism but reflected a return to thinking which Castro had as a
petty bourgeois nationalist. Thus his strategy fof Latin
America, to the extenT that it differed with the Soviet Union ;

did so in the direction of guerilla warfare not in the direction

of the independent mobilization of the working class.
Internally, on two occasions, Castro moved against a sec-
tion of the local Stalinists within his own party. Both moves
centered on Escalante. Most interesting is the second move
against what was known as the "microfaction." Significantly,
Castro acted towards this supposed group in a manner similar to

the recent purges in China. The microfaction was never allowed
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to present its own views on matters. This illustrated that in the
struggle against bureaucracy, bureaucracy was already well developed

There are two other interesting aspect: of this affair. First,
it was not a move against<2?$ﬂole of the Stalinist group which haca
fused with Castro but only a small section of it. The rest of
the Stalinists played it safe and supported Castro against Esca-
lante. Secondly, the issue around which it was fought, material
incentives, was to be only a aémporary difference between Castro
and the general policy of Stalinism. Material incentives have
been reinstituted in Cuba and today are a central part of the
present five year plan.

Apjother difference which arose was over Castro's attempt
to develop Cuba independently by raising sugar production to
ten million tons. This proved to be a complete disaster, dis-
torting further the already highly distorted one crop economy of
Cuba, and the failure of this plan led to Castro's ever closer
relations with the Kremlin.

Looking at this process as a whole, it appears that Castro's
assimilation into the Stalinist camp has not been smooth at every
point. thhe extent that he has resisted this process, it has been
through a turn back to petty bourgeois conceptioms from which he
arcse and ndl a turn towards revolutionary Marxism. Each such turn
has led tc disaster. Thus he has now settled in to this rote as
admipistrator of a deformed workers state.

Let us now look at where Castro has ended up. The final
act of institutionalization of the deformed workers state, with

its developed bureaucratic caste occurred a year ago Decenber

when a congress of the Cuban Communist Party was finally held
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and the governmental institutions rounded off.

Today Castro is President of the State Council, Prime
Minister, Secretary General of the Cuban Communist Party, Com-
mander-in-Chief of the armed forces. This is a bit more formal
power than any other leader of a deformed workers state can claim.

The politboro of the CCP has three old 1lin@ Stalinists
out of 13 members. Some 91 per cent of the successful candidates
electtrL in 1976 to the National Assembly are members of the CCP.

Cuba has been admitted to the Comecon with full membershiﬁ;
and its 1976-80 Five. Year Plan is coordinated and synchonized
with that of the Soviet Union. There are 6,000 Russian advisors
stationed in Cuba to aid in this economic coordination. There is
no doubt that presently Cuba has closer ties economiéally with
the USSR than any of the East European states. Cuba's financial
indeptedness to the USSR is fantastic and new credits are being
extended especially since Cuba has been very helpful to USSR's
influence in Africa. Alsc important are the close cooperation
in fiéhing efforts with floating docks used in common, a whole
Cuba port built for the Soviet’fishing fleet, etc.

Thefe is no doubt thét'Cuba3s recent intervention in Angola
was carried out in behalf of the USSR. Even Andrew Young refers
to the presence of Cuban troops there as a "stabilizing" factor.
After ail, Cuban troops were deployed in Cabinda to prsgét
American o0il facilities &rom insuréent attacks.

Now we have Cuba aggressively entering the Detente game

seeking to better its relations with the United States.



To sum up: Cuba became structurally transformed intce a
w. rkers state in late 1960. This was only possible because of
the suppert the USSR extended to Castro and the support in return
Castro extended to the USSR. This process was distinctive from
all other postwar social transformations in the non-Stalinist
character of the force which initiated th#process, the vulnerabilit
of the resultant state apparatus before the masses, and the extend-
ed lengtﬂpf time it has taken to cohsoligate a bureaucratic caste.
Thus the possibility of a transformation into a democratic workers

P
state wﬂbaout a violent overthrow of the ex isting leadership was

present in the early stages . This possibiilty is today completely
ruled out as the consolidation of the bureaucratic(aste,
long in progress, has now been completed and formalized.

We do not feel that the theory of wwrkers and farmers govern-
ments is particularly helpful in answering the theoretical

problems posed by Cuba either. In the first place it makes an

unnecessary generalization--it attributes to the petty bourgecisie

in general in underdeveloped countries a capability to create
workers states which is not proven by the 17 year history since
the Cuban transformation. The Cuban revolutionary process was
dependent upon the USSR. But the USSR is a counterrevclutionary
world force. It is this which limits future Cuba%—does not rule
them out completely but definitely and specifically limits them.
The workers and farmers guvernment theory is flawed because theor-

etically it ccntains no such limit.
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The party, however, in practice, has acted as if its the ry
did have such a limit. The comrades obviously concluded from
Algeria that other Cubas would be most unlikely but they failed
to explain this theoretically. Certainly Angola--the product
of a civil war, led by quite radical sounding petty béﬁ@peois
nationalists, with Cuban troops present--was not viewed by the
comrades as a potential Cuba. And yet, theoretically, from the

theory developed around Cuba, that would have to be held as a stronc

possible development.

CONCLUSION

In conclusion, the theory I put forward has several
merits: (1) It explains why it is all social transformations of
the postwar era have created deformed workers states essentially
identical in all critical respects. How can we explain an ident-
ical end prcduct with diffefing and contradictory theories of
the process of creation of this end product?

(2) It is consistent with, and is in fact a development of
Trotsky's own theoretical work in developing his basic theories
in the light of the 1940 events. It is thus completely

Trotskyist. It holds to the offtlook that Stalinism is com-

pletely counterrevolutionary, thermodorikan in character,
basically a degeneration back towards capitalism, but a degener-
ative process that has not been completed. It thus sees Stalin-
ism as temporary, unstable and crisis ridden. It is however

capable of expansion in a reactionary way under exceptional
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conditions. That expansion, however, rather than strengthening
it in the long run contributes to its disintegration. While
expanding, it does not abandon but clings to and deepens its
anti-working class policies of collaboration with imperialism
under any circumstances where such collaboration is possible.

(3) It preserves in all respects everywhere the Trotsky-
ist perspective of political revolution, of a violent character,
against the bureaucracy of all these states, including Yugoslavia,
China, Vietnam, and Cuba, under the leadership of a Trotskyist
party. It preserves the central need to construct these parties
in every country of the world and to fight on the basis of a
Leninist strategy for leadership of the working class.

(4) It places clear and easily defined limits on the process
of social transformation not under a Trotskyist leadership. It
makes clear such transformations can happen--may even happen
again in the future--but that indigenous forces alone are in-
sufficient for such a development. Thus one must assess the whole
international situation in which they occur--the policies
of the imperialists as well as those of the Soviet countries and

their connections. A process of social change which is dependent

in any way on a counterrevolutionary force has by this fact

alone a great limitation put upon it.
(5) It happens to be correct. That is, it is verified
by the experiences in the world of the last 17 years. It
fits the facts, The theory deserves, at this point in the the-
orectical development of the Fourth International, scme

serious consideration.

--Tim Wohlforth 4/12/77
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Dr Castro: aremarkable
talent for survival
in Soviet-dominated Cuba

Last December, under the new highest leading force of society
Cuban constitution, Dr Castro and statg” as it was called in
became de jure as well as de the Dew constitution. At the

g ) _- same time three old guard,
e 2 i 5| ] Sl

d ¢ " t of lwere included in the newly
the Stute Council, Prime¢ Miunis- jcreated 13 man  politburo,
ter, Secretary General of the whilst at the qlwuoru for the
Cuban Communist Party aag C- 31“’ 1976 N“f“’“:l A‘fﬂmbflyi
inC of the armed forcgy, he [oo, !-‘d"“::nt o wtq e. lugce;: :y
holds the top four.jobs 'fn ‘h! mamberg or aspirants. '
country. - Byt {t"js in the restructyrin
One way aud #nother 1976 !gﬁpme natjonal ecpnomiu(hu‘t
was 3 good year for him, ye: see most clearly the ip-
The vigtory of his troops in flyence of the §oviet Union in
Angola was, as he sees it—and Cuban’ affalvs, emounting, in
he may be right—a w_ateuht‘d, ¢ cyses; 10 the integration
in black/white relations anonal programmes. First
Southern ‘Africa. At home—for came the settng up of a
services rendered in_Africa, no  Sgvjet-Cuban Commission for
dpubt—the Sovier Unjon hr .Eg ¢, 'Pcieptific ‘and Tech-
promised him an a:s:pded 814 nical Cooparatien foll ﬁed by
programme tw include ‘fhe ser- . ﬁh 's qdmlistance to lg mem-
ting up of Cyba’y firsr pucipge Jbership ' of Comecan and the
power plant, + . aangugcement that the Cuban
But is Castrq teday, in fsct, |and Soviet Five Ygqar Plans for

Vof b . 1976-80 ' .
R e e

couniry’s” dest .sqv.iden:e ol - it or ) easur
ever reaging viet ipten ater ' «confqrmity ~ with the
vemiouqu“_?ubau ‘politica] Fmd g?ﬁegmodfl;gwm% ‘Rus-
economic life guggests that 'he . $ " bavp” “Wwen
is+ mpe. - There ™, wbg. R

L} e, indeed,
srrong jugdicarions that Castre’s “gor mutyal ‘advantage in the
Cuby, & sotal tﬁ}:,n “atpte, . ¥Or Mutval advuntage in d
in which this onf:‘ wen -w'it.; fishing - 'induspy - the  Soviet
the aid of & small group of Uhien has' pravided floasing
associates, has hithextq control- |docks for the jeing garvicing of
led every aspect of '°d'?" is yban eand Soviet vessels in
fast being institutionalized on | ing " Aglanric gosbling ' Cuba's
the Sovier r under g f' . t :
Sovier direction, . & . - Q08P BOd Jeot 19 tish as far
The changes began {n the afipld as the African copat gnd
early seventes, toqn’. after the Guif. )
Castro’s  personally ' directed At ‘the same time, about
campaign to produce a 10 mil- thirty Bgvjet boats~—gome top-
lion ton sugar harvest had all heavy with sophjsticated equip-
but driven the country’s sh ment:  capable of  probing
economy into the ground. Jt dsfence $ysiems—operafe out
was @ar_this point ux‘{: the ¢ 'Hgywa's Sovietbuilt fishing
Soviet Unfen finally cide‘ pory. It will be mtarqstmt to
she could no lgpger gtand by see. hoy advantageous ta both
and waich per daily ‘\and—ou@ partigs’ current errangements
in aid of over a million dollars will prove to be when the con-
being frittered away in Ute. du‘nons for the pew lf and 200-
pian whimsy. < mile Hits are finally worked
1y the Sovier view nothing out. Its geographical situation
less than a basic reshuping of and sfatus as “a developing
the island’s social and politjcal Ceunl_rl.could give Cuba gccess
structure could suve‘wRat was t0 fishipg grounds ‘in Latin
for it a delicate situation, American waters denied to the
since, for peasons of styptegy Soviet Union. .
and prestige, it cou)d not allow Cuba's financial indehtedness
its first transatlantic proté &“w the USSR {s astro-
to destroy itself. With 1hh'?g dnpmical, bur yet more credits
view, the Soviet Union 'was were made available ‘to cover
able 10 persuade a somewhat expected (rade deficits for
chastened Castro—whose 19?3-75; contingent, however,
communism was more on Castro’s agreement to aban.
maverick  than  Marxist—t9 don his cherlshed, Guevara-in-
expand and revitalice the partyy spired plan to run the econamy
ar grass roots level. in order to“ winhou; monetary  incentives.
tura it inte a ruling party in So cost dccounting, wage dif-
the Soviet tradition, *“the ferentials based on levels of

skill and work norms designed
W 1aise prpductivity were re-
introduced. In December self
eniployment-—banned eight
years ago—became legal again
for. certain limited categories.
It seems o be “ each according “
to his work” agein, not 19 his
neads.

The improvement all round
huy, in facr, been considerable,
th.ovu’h last year's sharp drop in
world sugar prices has left her
short of cash for her imports
and she will be hard put 10
pay her forgign - suppliers; a
distressing  situation for a
country which has a good
record in this respect.

But it is all a long way fron}
the land, fres from oraign
domination, dreamed of by the
i'ooung Castrq and bls parly fol

Wers. ! Cy .

Nome disenchangment in the
country there ‘certainly is, but
10 talk of his being disgredit-
ed gnd on hiy way out, is 1o
say ‘the least, premature. For
the time being, at’ any rate,
Cuba js unthinkable without
Costro. Hp- saill enjoys an ine

spensible stqck qf goodwill,

hat is evgn more importapt
the recent ‘redistribution o
power under the mew constitu-
tion atill Jeaves the . Pqlithuro,
the Party Secretariat’ and the
Central ~ Committes ~ with a

ajori members, whose
allegiance to him is greater‘l
than to the Communist Party

s such. Among aotheér qualitiey,

asiro has & remarkable tglent
for survival. Time apd again
he has managed 10 tiploe out
of a corner into which he had
apparently painted himself.

Whilst Sovier intervention is
cleurly designed 1o - safeguard
the social structure and the
economy from Caswo’s intem-
perate eunthusiasms, it equally
clearly aims 10 ensure more
efficient governmant in the
presence, not in the absence of
the “Lider Maximo ”. Both the
Soviet Union and ‘Casiro
ardenily  wish  the Cuban
experinient to succeed; each
requires the other’s help;
together they make a hirhly
eifective partnership, able—
and in my view—likelv 1o
make the headlines again,
.;gr;;cwhere in ‘the world in

Sir Herbert Marchant

The author is a former British
Ambassador to Cuba.
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