l ternational
IEWPOINT

Issue 145 July 11, 1988

The aims and
contradictions of
Gorbachev’s

foreign policy

INSIDE:

USSR

Gorbachev’s
conference: how
much perestroika?
Plus:

Debate continues on
Moscow Show Trials

‘;4;,})
e
- L

Gl

Afghanistan
The implications of
the Soviet troop
withdrawal

Philippines
GABRIELA and the
women’s movement

Denmark
Sweden
West Germany
Haiti x Peru




CONTENTS

Contents:

‘USSR

* SOME indications about 3
Gorbachev’s policy and
problems from the special

| party congress — Gerry

Foley

% A CALL for quashing 19
charges against Trotsky has
been made in the Soviet press

| % WHAT sort of 20
concessions is Gorbachev
prepared to offer the West in
return for relaxing the arms
race and increasing trade? Are
such concessions tied up with
the policy of perestroika?

Ernest Mandel argues that
Gorbacheyv is seeking a global
deal with imperialism

* AN APPEAL for the 27
rehabilitation of Trotsky and

| other victims of Stalin is

| received by the West German

| Soviet embassy

DENMARK 4

THE latest elections set back
both the right-wing government
and the left. A collection of
articles on the maneuvers of the
regime; the reasons for the drop
in the left vote; discussion on
the far left and why there was a
big increase in the far-right vote

SWEDEN 7
MORE scandals follow the
investigations into Olof Palme’s
murder — Maria Sundvall

8

AFGHANISTAN

CAN the Kabul government
survive the Soviet withdrawal?
And could the Islamic Alliance
impose a fundamentalist
regime?

Salah Jaber analyzes the
changing situation in the country
and in the refugee camps in
Pakistan

d Subscribe

SUMMER BREAK
Please note that our next

issue, on July 25, will be the
Iast until September 19

PHILIPPINES 13
THE rise of a mass women’s
movement and its relationship to
the liberation war — interview
with Sister Mary John
Mananzan, chair of the
organization GABRIELA

PERU

THE growing people’s
movement is threatened with
repression — interview with
Hugo Blanco

17

® South Africa @ Philippines
® Yugoslavia ® Western
Europe @ USSR

HAITI 28

WHY the “civilian” president
hardly had time to warm the
chief executive chair — Arthur
Mahon

Payment: French francs preferred.
Cheques to PEC. Postal transfers to i
PEC, CCP No 2 322 42T Paris. Bank

' transfers to PEC, BNP Robespierre, i
| ‘Rr Account 230179/90,
nO Sterling cheques payable to Internation- I
| al Viewpoint. [ |
il Subscriptions and correspondence to International Viewpoint, I
1 2 rue Richard Lenoir, 93108 Montreuil, France. i
I SUBSCRIPTION RATES:
Surface Mail: ® 1 year 200FF; £18; $34 @ 6 months 120FF; £9,50; $18 l
I Airmail: Europe, Middle East, North Africa
® 1 year 245FF; £21; $41 ® 6 months 135FF; £13; $22 |
The Americas, Africa ® 1 yaar 300FF; £30; $47 ® 6months 165FF; £16.50; $25
l Asia, Australasia ® 1 year 340FF; £34; $50 ® 6 months 185FF; £18.50; $27 I
i (Dollar prices all US dollars)
|
I (BLOCK LETTERS PLEASE) I
I Last name ....cccceeeeveccnecnnne Lo o | |- DO ————— |
li |
LT [
B ol
L0 ) SHR———— Country ...ceeeceecceces = 2 s - J— ]
| |

(] Renewal of existing subscription/ ] New subscription (please tick)
L-------------------‘

International Viewpoint #145 e July 11, 1988



USSR

Gorbachev’s conference: how

much perestroika?

WH{\T DID Gorbachev achieve at the Nineteenth Conference of the
Sov_let Communist Party? Most of the observers in the international
capitalist press agreed that he got a display of “glasnost” with an
unprecedentedly open debate, and that he did not get the changes in
p_er_sonnel that he wanted. The results in the second area are most
difficult to evaluate, since fights over posts in a bureaucracy by nature
tend to involve complex intrigues in which none of the contenders are
likely to be very honest about their objectives.

It is clear, however, that there was frustration among the more
reform-minded elements of the bureaucracy, especially in the
intelligentsia, about the elections of delegates to the conference. That
was expressed in such liberal journals as the weekly magazine Ogonyok,
and the Pravda editors apparently felt obliged to try to respond objections
of this sort in order to smooth the waters.

The institutional changes that were proposed and accepted do not seem
to represent major new departures. The most interesting thing about the
conference were the political signals it offered about the bureaucracy’s
anxiousness to limit glasnost and perestroika, and the problems it faces in

doing so.

GERRY FOLEY

IMITED as it was, the openness at
the conference did impress much of
the Western capitalist press, espe-
cially after the direct argument be-
tween the out-on-a-limb liberal Yeltsin and
the conservative leader Yegor Ligachev.

In that sense, the conference achieved
Gorbachev’s political objective of present-
ing a facade of democratization. This con-
frontation, in fact, marked a dramatic
contrast with traditional Stalinist monolith-
ism. But there is a long way between una-
shamed totalitarianism and the emergence
of possibilities for real workers’ democra-
cy, even if, as the bureaucrats realize, it can
be a slippery slope.

The capitalist press, whose own ideology
is formal democracy, tended to be easily
impressed by some democratic gestures
and formulas, some conflictual exchanges.
After all, it does not demand more from its
own rulers than democratic pretences and
minimal tolerance.

In fact, Gorbachev’s role in the confer-
ence itself presented a bizarre contrast to
his declared objective of achieving a “state
of laws,” that is a system of rules and limi-
tations that would apply to all. He appears
in the transcripts of the proceedings in
Pravda rather like the familiar omnipotent
narrator of the nineteenth century novel,
breaking into the speeches of the partici-
pants, challenging them, admonishing
them. (It is interesting that the correspon-
dent Paris daily Libération saw this as re-
sembling the “presidentialism” of the Fifth
Republic.)

In fact, in Gorbachev’s introductory
speech to the conference was marked by

warnings against attempts to abuse peres-
troika: *Consolidation of individual rights
and liberties, an expansion overall of de-
mocracy and openness, must go hand in
hand with the strengthening of legality, ed-
ucation in unconditional respect for law.
Democracy is incompatible with either
willfulness or irresponsibility or lack of
discipline.”

Warning on “abuses
of democracy”

The prime example of such abuses was
the mass movement in Armenia and
Nagomo-Karabakh: ““As you know, recent-
ly we have more than once run into at-
tempts to use democratic rights for anti-
democratic purposes. Some people seem to
think that in that way it is possible to re-
solve all sorts of questions — from redraw-
ing frontiers to creating opposition parties.
The Central Committee of the CPSU thinks
that such abuses of democracy are in fun-
damental contradiction to the tasks of per-
estroika, and are at loggerheads with the
interests of the people. (Prolonged
applause).”

The other warning related to the forming
of independent organizations. “Another re-
markable aspect of perestroika is the tem-
pestuous growth of social associations
reflecting the whole range of social inter-
ests. This includes organizations of vete-
rans of war and work, associations of
scientists and engineers, societies of theat-
rical people, the Soviet Culture Fund, the
Children’s Fund, various societies con-

cerned with the preservation of nature, his-
torical monuments, charity....

“Of course, it would not do to close our
eyes to the fact that in the flood, some
groups have appeared whose interests are
far from the goals of perestroika, the inter-
ests of the people....I am confident that the
party organizations and the workers can
distinguish genuine contributors to the re-
newal of socialist society from those who
are guided by goals alien to socialism.”

The general secretary went on to refer to
“the one-party system that has historically
taken form and become consolidated in this
country.”

Limitations of the
“democratization”

“Statization” of all social activity had be-
come a problem, Gorbachev as well as oth-
er speakers said, and more room should be
opened up for the “civil society,” for non-
governmental organization. But in the
above statements, he made it quite clear
what sort of “independent organization”
was acceptable, that is, organization of a
completely neutral, technical sort, the kind
taken for granted in all but the most repres-
sive systems.

Permitting this is a step forward of
course, but hardly corresponds to hopes
aroused by the perestroika line. Moreover,
erosion of the totalitarianism of Stalin’s
time has been going on for a long time in
the USSR.

Thus, it is obvious Gorbachev wanted to
draw a line that put the two examples of ac-
tual democratic action encouraged by per-
estroika — the development of independent
organizations and the mass movement in
Armenia and Nagorno-Karabakh — out of
the sphere of what is permitted in the
“democratization.”

With respect to the Armenian question,
the Soviet leader showed no qualms about
continuing to use Stalinist “newspeak,”
saying that a movement of hundreds of
thousands of people who called for recog-
nizing the right of self-determination of the
population of Nagorno-Karabakh was mo-
tivated by “undemocratic purposes.” Logi-
cally, then, the incorporation of Nagormno-
Karabakh into Azerbaidzhan by Stalin for
the sake of diplomatic relations with the
Turkish nationalist regime of Ataturk was
in the interests of democracy. Black is
white, and white is black.

Most of the speakers that immediately
followed Gorbachev also stressed the limits
of what is to be allowed under perestroika.
V. V. Bakatin, first secretary of the Kame-
rovsk District party organization, and the
first to speak after the general secretary,

3




USSR ® DENMARK

said: “It was correctly said in the report that
we will not achieve this [the goal of peres-
troika] unless we strengthen the CPSU on
the basis of Leninist principles, if we give
up its role of leader, if we weaken party
discipline and indulge the attempts of some
voluntary groups to put the party under
their supervision. If we encourage attempts
to deny the party the right to have its
press.”

Cuckoo’s eggs in the
perestroika nest

G. B. Kolbin, the new first secretary of
the CP of Kazakhstan, began by saying that
the Kazakhs were especially happy about
the “constructive” public discussions that
had preceded the conference because “18
months ago the situation that developed in
Kazakhstan aroused serious fears. In that
period a real threat appeared to the trans-
formations sought through perestroika.” He
was obviously referring to the protests
against the removal of the former Kazakh
party head [who was of Kazakh nationali-
ty], which were the first uncontrolled mo-
bilizations under Gorbachev. They led to a
purge in the local organization, and a press
campaign against Kazakh nationalism. (It
was notable that Gorbachev cited Kazakh-
stan as a model of a “multinationalism” in
his report.)

It was Kolbin, among the first speakers in
the discussion (reported in Pravda, June 30)
who delivered perhaps the longest diatribe
about cuckoo’s eggs turning up in the nest
of perestroika. “'In the conditions of the de-
velopment of democracy, peoples’ activity
increases, so-called informal leaders ap-
pear. In part, they present correct demands,
pose really important, sharp questions, on
the basis of which they draw around them
advocates of a rapid tempo of perestroika.
But along with the activities of these lead-
ers, we run into instances of exaggeration,
maximalism, proposals that are completely
out of line with reality, and outright attacks
on party and soviet organs.

“This category of people require constant
attention from the leaders of all commu-
nists on various levels. Our task is to sup-
port their worthy desire to speed up
changes but to direct this into the proper
channel. There are others, I would say,
pseudo-leaders, among whom you find
some with party cards in their pockets.
They deliberately mislead the public with
hare-brained notions and seek to replace
democracy with naked anarchism....What
concretely can the organizers of all sorts of
rallies, demonstrations offer people....

“These defenders of rights and liberties
in their stupid ambitions somehow forget
about the other important side of democra-
cy. In their statements they fail to draw
people’s attention to the vital need of
strengthening work and production disci-
pline, and rather pander to those who stage
strikes, disrupt plans for speeding up pro-
duction. Such people are no help to peres-

troika; they are an cbstacle.”

It would seem that the allegedly corrupt
and conservative Kazakh CP leadership of
Dinmuhamed Kunaev was not replaced by
crusading liberals. )

AM. Masliev, first secretary of the Kir-
giz party, delivered a broadside again_st “ir-
responsible” criticism of officials in the
Soviet press. “In all-union and republic pa-
pers and magazines, unobjective and un-
verified materials have started to be
published. (Applause)” _

He accused “some journalists” of going
so far as to make evaluations of entire
“elected party bodies” and of undermining
fraternal relations among the Soviet nation-
alities. “They present themselves as the
greatest advocates of perestroika and try to
ignore the party organs and counterpose to
them public opinion. (Applause).”

It is notable in Pravda’s transcriptions
how often such remarks got “applause.”
Another indication of the feelings of the
delegates was the response to a reference to
the anti-Stalinist work Arbat’'s Children.
After this, the Soviet CP paper noted, there
was “noise in the hall.” The speaker, V.V.
Karpov of the Writers’ Union, responded
by saying “Whether you like it or not, I am
just saying that these works have aroused
attention.”

Strong pressures and
serious dilemmas

Karpov went on to denounce the harsh-
ness of criticisms being published, appar-
ently by liberals, and a so-called struggle
for positions in the press.

There were some disagreements, for ex-
ample over Gorbachev’s proposal for “cer-
tificates” of good standing of party
members, which was presented as a means
of fighting complacency and inactivity. A
delegate identified as a worker from Lenin-
grad opposed it. There were also some
frank statements about present economic
difficulties, as well as about the problem of
Stalinism.

The statement by V.I. Melnikov calling
for the removal of leaders he considered
compromised has been much commented
on, but it was quite exceptional in the con-
ference, and may have been a slip, as some
correspondents indicated. It is undoubtedly
hard to avoid slips when some openness is
not only permitted but required. That indi-
cates a basic problem.

It was also said frankly that attempts to
reform the system in the past had failed,
and that the party could not afford another
failure. In all, the report and discussion in
the first days of the conference reflected
very strong pressures and serious dilemmas
for the rulers, as well as an attempt to as-
sure that perestroika will remain in narrow
limits. Certain interesting information was
revealed, both about the state of the coun-
ry and conflict in the bureaucracy, and
more will probably come to light in the fi-
nal transcripts. %

Chances of
survival slim
for
Denmark’s
new
government

AFTER a four week
governmental crisis, an
unusual situation in
Denmark, a new bourgeois
minority cabinet was finally
formed on June 3. This
followed intense negotiations
since the May 10 elections.
More than a deadlock
between the workers’ and
bourgeois parties, this
reflected a deep split in the
bourgeois camp about how to
fight the workers in the
sharpening crisis that lies
ahead.

INCE 1982, Denmark has been

ruled by a minority government

made up of four bourgeois parties

— the Conservatives, Liberals,
Center Democrats and Christian People’s
Party. The parliamentary basis for this re-
gime has been represented by the bourgeois
majority in the Folketing [parliament],
which has also included the Progress Party
on the government’s right-flank and the
Radical Liberals on its left.

While the government can count on a ma-
Jority for its general economic policy, in-
cluding for its attacks on workers’ incomes
and its cut-backs policy, on a number of
questions it has faced a so-called Alterna-
tive Majority, made up of the working-class
parties and the Radical Liberals. This Alter-
native Majority has, for example, forced
the government to conduct a different poli-
cy on environmental and military questions
(on which there have been extensive popu-
lar mobilizations).

The existence of this Alternative Majori-
ty on military matters has forced the gov-
ernment in recent years to put footnotes in
official NATO documents, first and fore-
most because of the opposition o the de-
ployment of American Pershing and cruise
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missiles in Europe (the so-called double-
track decision). It was this majority that in-
duced the Schliiter government to call an
election on May 10, 1988 — only eight
months after the previous parliamentary
election in September 1987. Together, the
Radical Liberals, the Social democrats and
the Socialist People’s Party (SF) had
passed a resolution that henceforth any
NATO ship would be informed that it was
incompatible with established Danish poli-
cy to bring atomic weapons into Danish
territory in peacetime.

NATO question became
main election issue

Even though the resolution did not de-
mand an answer from ships that they were
not carrying atomic weapons, the govern-
ment and NATO chose to consider the res-
olution a break with NATO practice that no
ship reveals whether it has nuclear arma-
ments on board. The government opted to
make the question an election issue, with
the clear aim of liquidating the Alternative
Majority on defence policy.

Although the Alternative Majority lost
seven seats, it maintained its edge, with 79
seats out of a total of 175. The government
parties made no gains, but the rightist
Progress Party won seven more seats.

It was this unsuccessful attack on the Al--
ternative Majority that was the background
to the long governmental crisis after the
election. Premier Poul Schliiter’s problem
was that a continuation of the four-party
government would face an Alternative Ma-
jority on environmental and defence ques-
tions, and therefore could not look forward
to a long life.

So, Schliiter opted for a tactical maneu-
ver. The two small bourgeois parties in the
government (the Center Democrats and the
Christian People’s Party) were maneuvered
out, and instead a minority government
was formed of the Conservatives (35
seats), the Liberals (22 seats) and the Radi-
cals (10 seats).

The objective of this tactic was to lure the
Radical Liberals away from the Alternative
Majority on defence with the bait of mini-
sterial seats. In the short term, the ploy
worked. With the help of the Radicals, the
new government has already solved the
problem that led to the snap election by
sending a letter to NATO countries’ am-
bassadors saying that Denmark does not
want atomic weapons in peacetime. In that
way, they avoided the direct challenge in-
volved in sending such a notice to the cap-
tains of every NATO ship.

Likewise, in a series of other areas it is
clear that the Radical Left has abandoned
the viewpoint of the Alternative Majority
for the sake of participating in the govern-
ment. This has already provoked uneasi-
ness among many members of the party.

However, it is too early to talk about an
outright capitulation by the Radical Liber-
als. Their declared aim in going into the

government was to open it up to “the left of
center,” that is, to bring in the Social Dem-
ocrats. At the same time, the wide dif-
ferences between the Radicals and the
P.rqgress Party remain, and there is no pos-
sibility in sight for overcoming them.

Against this background, the new gov-
emnment is functioning in a very unstable
way, and has a slim chance of surviving
very long, How long depends first and
foremost on whether the Social Democrats
want to maintain the government and really
become part of its parliamentary base.

Until now, the statements from leading
Social Democrats in the party and the
trade-union movement have been totally
contradictory. But the result will be deter-
mined to a large extent by whether the
Danish left can organize workers’ resis-
tance into active opposition to class collab-
oration in parliament as well. 3

Left parties lose seats

FOR THE Danish left, the
May 10 election was not a
good one. Altogether, the left
parties lost six seats. In
particular, this was a bad
election for the forces to the
left of the social democracy.
For the first time in more than
ten years, they suffered a
definite setback, losing 3.1%
of the votes.

With 16.3% of the vote
today, the forces to the left of
the social democracy are still
an important factor and are
bigger than at the end of the
1970s and the beginning of
the 1980s.

N THE PERIOD from 1977 to 1987, we

saw a considerable strengthening of the

Danish left wing. Its vote doubled from

about 10% to 20%. The bulk of these
gains were registered by the left reformist
Socialist People’s Party (SF), whose vote
increased from 3.9% in 1979 to 14.6% in
1987.

The left wing's advance was in part an
expression of the class polarization in Dan-
ish society under the impact of the capital-
ist crisis. But it was also an expression of
the fact that by voting for the left wing a lot
of workers were trying to compensate for
the difficulties of stopping the offensive of
the bourgeoisie and the bosses in open

struggle.

The culmination of the left wing’s ad-
vance came in the 1987 elections, when it
won almost 20% of the vote. That was a di-
rect result of the Easter strikes in 1985,
when for several weeks Denmark was para-
lyzed by a “proto general strike.” Even
though the strikes did not achieve their goal
of toppling the bourgeois Schliiter govern-
ment, they did give a strong impetus to the
desire for workers’ parties that would carry
out policies in the interests of the working
people.

Dashing hopes for a
working-class majority

Opinion polls showed a clear majority for
the workers’ parties, and the social democ-
racy was forced to open up to a possibility
of governmental collaboration with the SF.
Since then, both the social-democratic and
SF leaderships, each in their own way, have
helped to to dash workers’ hopes for a
working-class majority.

The social democrats have continually
sought to open up the way for collaboration
“across the center” (for example with the
Radical Liberals), and time after time they
have stressed the need for a tough austerity
policy to save the capitalist system.

SF in general has held fast to the perspec-
tive of a workers’ majority government, but
at the same time has watered down its polit-
ical context. From the SF’s parliamentary
angle, moving closer to the social-
democratic perspective was supposed to
make the possibility of governmental col-
laboration more “realistic.”

However, the result of this has been on
the one hand that the SF has been confront-
ed with new demands from the social dem-
ocrats and, on the other, that popular
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6

support for a workers” majority has .ebbed
considerably. The result was that in the
May 10 elections the workers’ parties rep-
resented no clear alternative. This, com-
bined with the absence of struggles, led to
losses for the workers® parties, partly to the
bourgeois parties and partly to abstention.

The biggest loss was in the SF vote. That
was a result of the fact that the party’s pro-
file was very much subordinated to that of
the social democracy (for example, in the
campaign it did not want to come out in
clear opposition to NATO, although this
position has been one of the party’s trade-
marks.) But it was also linked to the fact
that the SF was most committed to a
“workers’ majority alternative,” which
many people thought offered no real alter-
native in practice.

Despite the setback, there is no immedi-
ate sign of opposition developing in the SF
to the leadership’s rightward course. In
fact, at a congress after the election the
leadership’s line was endorsed by an over-
whelming majority.

For the far left as well, the election was a
defeat (see IV 142). But in contrast to the
SF, it has prompted an extensive discussion
on tasks and perspectives, especially in the
Left Socialist Party (VS).

VS majority for
revolutionary regroupment

That was reflected clearly in the VS con-
gress held two weeks after the election. A
series of leading figures announced that
they were leaving the party and appealing
to join the SF. But there was also a majority
for ending the party’s right turn (the so-
called “red realism”) and putting the per-
spective of a “revolutionary Marxist party”
on the agenda. In this connection the VS
also expressed a desire for collaboration
and discussions with the Socialist Work-
ers’ Party (SAP, Danish section of the
Fourth International), among others.

The SAP has welcomed-these develop-
ments in the VS, and is prepared to partici-
pate in a regroupment process with the
perspective of building a revolutionary
Marxist party. This is not because in the
short term this will assure an advance for
the far left and renewed representation in
parliament. It is because such a regroup-
ment can became an active and strong pole
in the class struggle that can fill the vacu-
um left by the SF’s right umn. %

Progress Party
leader Mogens
Glistrup after
attempting to
speak on May
Day a few
years ago (DR)

Racist party
doubles
vote

THE BIG WINNER in the May
10 election was the rightist
Progress Party. It almost
doubled its vote, reaching
9%. That gave the party 16
seats in the new parliament,
an increase of seven. Since
this coincided with Le Pen’s
success in the French
presidential elections, many
people have seen the
Progress Party’s advance as
a similar phenomenon.

HE PROGRESS PARTY was
formed in 1973 as a protest
against the high taxes enacted by
successive social-democratic and
bourgeois governments. The initiator and
unquestioned leader was Mogens Glistrup,
who called for cutting taxes and equated
this fight with the 1940-45 resistance
movement against the Nazi occupation.
Personally, he managed to pay zero taxes.
Besides the demand for lower taxes and
drastic savings in the public sector, the par-
ty’s policy in the beginning was very dif-
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fuse. For example, Glistrup called for
cutting back the military and repla.cing it
with a recorded telephone message in Rus-
sian saying “We surrender.”

After a spectacular jump in the 1973
elections, in which the party won 15.9% of
the vote, it started to develop toward posi-
tions like those of the traditional parties in
a number of areas (for example on military
questions and foreign policy). But, at the
same time, it held fast to the demand for
lower taxes and economies in the public
sector. This meant that the party was less
able to differentiate itself from the other
bourgeois parties, and in the 1984 elections
its vote dropped to 3.6%.

A mood of weariness with
politicians

The Progress Party’s rise to 4.8% in 1987
and 9% in 1988 can be explained by a num-
ber of factors. In part, there has been grow-
ing dissatisfaction among bourgeois voters
with the Schliiter regime’s inability to de-
liver on its election promises, such as re-
ducing the public sector and cutting taxes.

In part, with its populist demagogy the
party has been able to tap a mood of weari-
ness with politicians, resulting among other
things from having two parliamentary elec-
tions in a period of only eight months.

Finally, the party has cynically linked it-
self to, and promoted, fears that have de-
veloped in recent years about an influx of
foreigners, among other things in response
to periodic increases in the number of refu-
gees from Iran and Lebanon.

About 55% of those who vote for the
Progress Party declare that they have a
“very negative” attitude to Muslim immi-
grants and refugees. Among those who
vote for the other bourgeois parties, “only”
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25% feel the same way.

11_1 the meantime, it is interesting to see
which groups are being attracted to the
Progress Party. In the 1970s, there was a
sector of young voters. But today only 16%
of the party’s voters are under 30. On the
other hand, 60% of its voters are over 50 (in
clomparison with only 40% of the popula-
F'O.n as a whole). Against this background,
it 1s not surprising that almost a third of
thost: who vote for the party are old-age
pensioners. On the other hand, only 18% of
its vote comes from workers employed in
the public and private sectors.

While the Progress Party got 9% of the
vote, it has only a few thousand members.
The level of activity is very low, and only a

small proportion can be mobilized to go
mnto the streets in election campaigns. The
party’s inability to mobilize its members
wa:] llllu'sn':htedFon May 1, when it called for
arally in the Faelledpark in Copenhagen.
While 2{)0,0(_)0 people participated :1g the
commemoration organized by the workers’
movement, only 50 people (protected by
ﬂl'l"IDSt as many police) listed to Mogens
‘Ghsl.rup's diatribe against refugees and
immigrants,

While the Progress Party’s electoral ad-
vance was a victory for the extreme right, it
is not an advance that can be translated to-
day into an offensive in the streets. These
gains still have too much of the character of
a protest vote. ¥

More scandals follow
Palme investigation

LAST WEEK, Anna-Greta Leijon, minister of justice and a

central member of the social-democratic leadership, was
forced to resign. The reason was the discovery that the
social-democratic party had led a parallel, secret
investigation into the murder of Swedish premier Olof Palme

in 1986.

MARIA SUNDVALL

HIS DISCOVERY was not an iso-

lated event, but only the latest in a

long series of scandals and revela-

tions. It thus became symbolic of
the increasingly corrupt legal practices and
of the degradation of democratic institu-
tions in Sweden.

To be sure, there have always been cases
of corruption and legal scandals, but in the
two years that have passed since Olof
Palme was shot in the street it seems that
there has been an explosion of revelations.
Among many Swedish workers, this has
caused demoralization and a loss of confi-
dence in state institutions. All this has con-
tributed to changing the political climate.

Among the scandals there have been cas-
es of personal corruption among top civil
servants. There have been financial scan-
dals, such as the revelation that 450 million
crowns (about $75m) had been gambled
away by employees in Stockholm’s town
hall buying shares and options. The Bofors
arms scandal was another. Bofors is a big
armaments company that was caught smug-
gling weapons to countries prohibited by
Swedish law — but probably with the
knowledge of the Swedish government.

Another factor contributing to the wea-
kening of democratic institutions has been
the introduction of new laws and legal prac-
tices threatening democratic rights. For in-
stance, nine Kurds are being held under

“municipal arrest” without any possibility
of a public trial. They have not been con-
victed of any crime, but are being held sim-
ply because they are sympathizers of the
Kurdish organization, the PKK, which is
suspected in two Swedish murder cases. In
sharp contradiction to the law, today a third
of refugees coming to Sweden for asylum
are being turned away at the border. Now
new laws are being prepared that will make
it even more difficult for refugees to come
into the country.

But the most important and glaring ex-
ample of the changed situation is the Palme
investigation itself.

First, the police hunted down the PKK
for a year, without a shadow of proof
against the Kurdish organization. This cul-
minated in a big raid and the arrest of 50
Kurds in Stockholm — a raid that was con-
demned by the prosecutors as an attempt to
“construct a Chile stadium in Sweden™!
After this, the Kurdish lead was officially
dropped. It is becoming increasingly obvi-
ous that extremely serious evidence point-
ing to the state apparatus — and in
particular to sections of the police with
well-known right extremist sympathies —
are not being investigated.

The statements made by a number of
people who witnessed policemen acting
strangely at or near the place of Palme’s
murder have been dismissed or “forgot-

l:er;". And those who have insisted on pur-
suing the truth have been prosecuted, as in
the case of a TV producer who wrote a
book about what he had seen. International-
en, the paper of the Socialist Party (Swed-
ish section of the Fourth International), has
also been prosecuted for “slander” simply
because it reported on all the unanswered
questions and dubious details of police
leads.

Given all this, it would have been legiti-
mate enough for the social democrats to in-
vestigate the police lead, distrusting the
ability right-wing extremists of the police
and the security police to investigate them-
selves. It might even have been reasonable
for the social democratic party to start their
own investigation to stop right-wing
sabotage.

Fighting the attacks
on democratic rights

But this is not what has been done. On the
contrary, it is obvious that the social demo-
crats led their “investigation™ precisely in
order to continue the favourite theme of the
security police and sections of the regular
police force: the Kurdish connection. The
theory that has been investigated is that the
PKK murdered Palme, following orders
from Iran. Apart from not being very credi-
ble, there is absolutely no evidence to back
up this theory. Furthermore, the social
democrats worked very closely with sec-
tions of the security police and police in
this investigation.

This new scandal has broken at a time of
general demoralization, when it is clear that
the result of the yearly negotiations on
work contracts will result in a loss in real
wages for most workers, and when the ac-
cumulated effects of years of public service
cuts is leading to an acute crisis of health-
care and childcare this summer. It comes at
a time when the political vacuum is grow-
ing, with the social democrats doing their
best to tone down the differences between
left and right before the coming national
elections in September.

It comes at a time when the Eurocommu-
nist party, the VPK, after years of compro-
mises and acceptance of social-democratic
austerity policies runs a real risk of losing

all its posts in parliament. At the same time,
there is still no strong and credible alterna-
tive on the left. The Socialist Party, which
is running candidates for the national, mu-
nicipal and regional elections, is working to
build such an alternative.

In this work, the fight against the attacks
on democratic rights and against increasing
corruption is essential. The Socialist Party
has raised a number of immediate demands
after the Leijon scandal:

Make all the material relating to the
Palme investigation public! Stop the prose-
cutions of those who have questioned po-
lice investigation! Release the nine Kurds
from municipal arrest and give them a fair
and open trial! %
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The implications of
the Soviet troop

withdrawal

SOVIET TROOPS began their withdrawal from Afgh_anlstan
on May 15. Half of the 100,300 soldiers _that tl'_le Soviet
general staff has recently declared that it has in the_couptry
are to be withdrawn before August 15. The evacuatlgn is
supposed to be completed within nine months, that is, before

February 15, 1989.

SALAH JABER

HESE ARE the terms of the ac-

cord signed in Geneva on April

14 by the governments of Afgha-

nistan, Pakistan, the USSR and
the United States. Indirect negotiations un-
der the aegis of the United Nations between
the representatives of Kabul and Islamabad
began in 1982. For a long time, they fo-
cused on the question of the timetable for
the withdrawal of Soviet troops. The initial
Soviet/Afghan proposal was to spread out
the withdrawal over four years. On the oth-
er hand, the Pakistan/US side demanded a
time limit of three months.

But the gap between these two positions
was to narrow quickly after 1986. Then,
suddenly, on February 8, Mikhail Gorba-
chev announced that the USSR and the Re-
public of Afghanistan had agreed to reduce
the withdrawal schedule to ten months be-
ginning on May 15, expecting the accord to
be signed in Geneva on March 15.

The agreement was finally signed a
month late because of differences that
arose among the parties. It was not the final
reduction of a month in the timetable pro-
posed by Gorbachev that was involved this
time, but new demands formulated by
Washington and Islamabad that seemed to
be obstructive.

As a new condition for signing the accord
Pakistan raised a prior understanding on a
provisional government to replace the one
in power in Kabul. The Reagan administra-
tion, under pressure from Congress, re-
vised the meaning to be given to the mutual
disengagement of the two big powers. In
exchange for cutting off US military aid to
the Afghan rebel forces, Washington no
longer demanded simply the withdrawal of
Moscow’s troops, but also the breaking off
of Soviet military aid to the Kabul
government.

Gorbachev had already given a peremp-
tory answer to the Pakistani demand in his
February 8 statement. “This is a purely in-
ternal Afghan problem. Only the Afghans

can settle it....When it is suggested that the
Soviet Union must take part in negotiations
over this, and still more with third states,
we answer clearly: Spare us this, it is not
our problem or yours.”

Faced with Washington's new position,
Moscow threatened after March 17 to con-
clude an agreement on the withdrawal of its
troops with the Kabul government alone.
This was a thinly veiled threat to Pakistan,
inasmuch as the Geneva accords also in-
volved an agreement that Kabul and Mos-
cow would stop supporting subversive
activities on its territory.

US and USSR agree
on aid parity

Finally, a tacit agreement was concluded
between the US and the Soviets on a “posi-
tive symmetry” of aid from each of the two
great powers to their respective protégés.
In other words, Washington pledged to
measure out the aid to the Mujahideen in
proportion to Moscow's aid to Kabul. Paki-
stan would continue to serve as a bridge for
foreign aid to the Afghan rebellion, but the
rebels were to shift their military equip-
ment and the training of their troops into
Afghan territory. The Geneva accords
could finally be signed, although they were
tacitly emptied of a good part of their
substance.

The determination shown by Moscow to
begin the troop withdrawal confirms the
assessment we made a year earlier that
Gorbachev was “genuinely anxious to dis-
engage” from the Afghan bog, and that, to
this end, if the US attitude stood in the way
of an accord, “it is not out of the question
that Moscow will try to pursue its strategy
of disengagement all the way without an
agreement.” !

This judgement was far from a unani-
mous one at the time it was expressed.
Many commentators saw Gorbachev'’s atti-

tude as only a “political maneuver,” and
stressed heavily the military value that they
thought the “Afghan laboratory™ represent-
ed for the Soviet army.? .

For those who accept the view of .R}IS'
sian expansionism,” Gorbachev’s decision
must seem totally extraordinary. On the
other hand, as was noted recently by a CIA
expert: “Only those who might have argued
in 1979 that the Soviet Union never really
wanted to go in the first place, that .such an
act was atypical of Soviet behavior, can
now say that they are less than deeply ur;
pressed by the implications of the move.

Withdrawal not the result
of a military defeat

The discomforted advocates of the theory
of Soviet expansionism are now trying to
save face by saying that the Kremlin’s deci-
sion was the result of a military defeat. But
if there was a “defeat,” it had been evident
for a long time. As we pointed out a year
ago, for several years it was the case that
“the balance sheet of the intervention of
Soviet troops shows an appalling
bankruptcy.”

The fact remains, however, that the strat-
egy that Gorbachev has followed in Afgha-
nistan since 1985 has unquestionably borne
fruit, even though it is far from having deci-
sively changed the relationship of forces.
Besides, can anyone seriously believe that
the USSR did not have the means to send
more than 100,000 soldiers to control a ter-
ritory of 650,000 square kilometers on its
borders, when Israel dispatched as many
soldiers in 1982 to occupy 6,000 square ki-
lometers of Lebanese territory, and when in
1973 more than five times as many US sol-
diers were deployed over the 170,000
square kilometers of south Vietnam? More-
over, the Soviet intervention in Afghanistan
never aroused domestic and international
opposition comparable in scope and inten-
sity to that experienced by the United States
and Israel in the cases cited.

In fact, it is the economic and not the mil-
itary vulnerability of the USSR that ex-
plains the course followed by Mikhail
Gorbachev. For the United States, Viemam
represented a major stake in its policy of
dominating the world market. At the same
time, it was a windfall for its “military-
industrial complex.” However, for a Soviet
bureaucracy frightened by the expansion of
Islamic fundamentalism on its borders after
Khomeini's victory in February 1979, the
stakes in Afghanistan were essentially “de-
fensive” and political.

The objective was not to “Mongolize”
Afghanistan, or effect any “structural as-
similation,” but to prevent the development

1. See IV 117, April 6, 1987.

2. A sampling of such views by “specialists,” such as
Héléne Carrére d‘Encausse, can be found in the special
feature published in Défis Afghans 13, March/April
1987, under the title “Que veut Gorbatchev?”

3. Graham Fuller, in the Washington Post, republished
in the International Herald Tribune, March 8, 1988.
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of a fundamentalist regime in
Kabul, which was considered
certain in 1979. The lim-
itations of the Soviet dep-
loyment in Afghanistan
continued to be dictated by
this ‘objective. Even with
these restrictions the Soviet
intervention represented a
serious drain for Moscow. It

increased the overall burden
of military spending in a fal-
tering and uncompetitive
economy, in which the mili-
tary industries did not repre-
sent any special private
interest.

Moreover, settling the Af-
ghan conflict seemed to be
one of the main prerequisites

for a detente with the United
States, an objective put back
on the agenda by a Gorba-
chev anxious to improve the
external conditions for his
perestroika. A secondary but
still important consideration
was that, far from stopping
the Islamic contagion in the
Central Asian republics of

(Victoria, Canads). CAW Syndicate.

the USSR, the Afghan inter-
vention had given impetus to it.

That the Soviet decision to withdraw
from Afghanistan is an inseparable part of
Gorbachev’s overall foreign policy is at-
tested to by the way that it has been pre-
sented by the Kremlin leaders themselves,
as well as by their Afghan protégé. Since
the inauguration in 1986 of the “national
reconciliation” policy in Afghanistan, “Dr.
Najibullah,” the new president of the re-
public, has not missed an opportunity in
Ho-Chi-Minh City, Havana or in the inter-
national publications sponsored by Mos-
cow to note that this policy has “aroused
interest among many people abroad, espe-
cially in Kampuchea and the five Central
American countries. The idea of reconcilia-
tion has in itself an essentially universal
human character.” *

“Gangrenous infections on
the body of humanity”

In January, Shevardnadze, Gorbachev's
minister of foreign affairs, told the Afghan
press agency that this policy was “a reflec-
tion of great worldwide trends,” and was
having “a beneficial effect on the interna-
tional climate.” He went on to say quite
clearly that “having been tested in Afgha-
nistan, it is more and more frequently being
adopted as a model for settling conflicts in
other regions.” 3

Finally, in his February 8 statement, Gor-
bachev was even more explicit, resorting
extensively to the surgical metaphors that
he seems to like: “If the arms race...is an
insane rush of humanity into the abyss, re-
gional conflicts are bloody wounds that can
create gangrenous infections on the body

of humanity. The earth is literally ulcerated
by these dangerous points of infection,
each of which causes not only suffering for
the peoples directly involved but also for
everyone else, whether in relation to Af-
ghanistan, the Middle East, the Iran-Iraq
war, South Africa, Kampuchea or Central
America.... Achieving a political settle-
ment in Afghanistan would be a break-
through in the chain of regional
conflicts...and would make it possible to
raise the question: What will be the next
conflict to be overcome? Because it would
necessarily lead to that.”

This is the language of a future Nobel
Prize winner, which the Pope himself could
approve of, In the area of “peaceful coexis-
tence,” the late Khrushchev has been put in
the shade.

The universal policy of “national recon-
ciliation” and disengagement of foreign
troops advocated by Gorbachev has al-
ready had the practical consequences that
we have seen in the regions mentioned.
What is generally forgotten, on the other
hand, is that it has taken its inspiration di-
rectly from a rather inglorious precedent,
that is, the US disengagement from Viet-
nam, and that it harks back to the foreign
policy of the first decade of the Brezhnev
era, before the US debacle in Indochina.
The “interventionist” decade in Soviet pol-
icy that followed has tended to make peo-
ple forget what went before. From this
standpoint, Gorbachev'’s foreign policy is
far less original than it might seem at first
glance, even if it is a good deal more
spectacular.

The major features of Gorbachev’s Af-
ghan policy seem modeled in every aspect
on the US precedent in Vietnam. The Af-

ghanization of the Soviet war came after a
Vietnamization of the US war, against the
background of withdrawal of the interven-
tionist troops in both cases. The “national
reconciliation” touted by Gorbachev and
Najibullah echoes the “National Council
for Reconciliation and National Harmony™
provided for by the US/Vietnamese accord
signed in Paris in 1973.

Spectacular measures for
“national reconciliation”

There are even some similarities in the
text of the accords, notably the peculiarity
of not mentioning directly one of the parties
in the conflict — the Provisional Revolu-
tionary Government in 1973 and the Islam-
ic Alliance in 1988. “The accord that ended
the war in Vietnam,” Henry Kissinger
wrote in his memoirs of his White House
years, “to my knowledge is the only docu-
ment in diplomatic history that does not
mention all the parties involved.” It is no
longer the only one.

A major difference between the two cas-
es, however, is the attitude of the native
forces. In this regard, the dangers are the
opposite. The US strategy of disengage-
ment from Viemam ran up against the re-
calcitrant attitude of Thieu in Saigon,
described at length by Kissinger in his me-
moirs®, while their enemies showed a great
tactical flexibility. In Afghanistan, on the

4. La Nouvelle Revue Internationale 353, January
1988.

5. Interview given to the Bakhtar Agency, January 6,
1988.

6. As a good racist, he describes Thieu’s methods as
“detestably Vietnamese”!
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other hand, the Mujahideen are the i{lstran-
sigent ones, while Najibullah is toeing the
line of Gorbachev’s strategy meticulously,
even if he sometimes needs to be cajoled a
ittle.
. Since he came to power in Kabul with the
Kremlin's blessing in May 1986, Najipyl—
1ah has championed “national reconcilia-
tion.” In line with this course, spectacul?r
measures have been adopted. The main
ones up to March 1987 were described in 2
previous article.” The subsequent steps
have gone further in the same direction. In
the following months, the regime passed a
new law on investment in the private sec-
tor. The tax exemptions and other facilities
it includes make Afghanistan one of the
countries that offers the best conditions for
private enterprise, were it not for the uncer-
tainties that hang over its political future!
A new agrarian law raised the maximum
land holding from six to 20 hectares on the
most fertile soils. At the same time, Naji-
bullah confirmed that “the size of the land
owned by those who have played a great
role in the realization of the policy of na-
tional reconciliation” — that is the collabo-
rationist big landlords — “is not to be
limited”! ® The Islamic rules of inheritance
were restored and even legitimized by the
new constitution, which accords Islam and
traditional practices a much larger juridical
and legislative role than the preceding one.
This new constituticn was adopted at the
end of November 1987 by an ad hoc meet-
ing of the Loya Jirgah, the regime’s own
version of the traditional assembly of nota-
bles that figured among the institutions of
the Afghan monarchy. The official desig-
nation of the state was changed in a moder-
ate direction, with the term “democratic”
being eliminated. Even the emblem and the
flag of the state have been Islamicized!
More than a thousand mullahs and ulemas
(theologians) have been “elected” to vari-
ous posilions in the institutions of the
regime.

Real and token measures
for political democracy

Some real political democratization
measures have been adopted, alongside
others that were more symbolic than real.
In particular, several thousand political
prisoners have been released. The regime’s
desire for a political opening is not a pre-
tence. Najibullah summed this up in the
formula “anyone who is not against us is
with us.” He offered a share of legal power
to anyone willing to cooperate with his
government.

The People’s Democratic Party of Af-
ghanistan (PDPA) no longer holds a mon-
opoly of the leading posts. According to
Najibullah, the only civilian posts that are
still held exclusively by the party are the
presidency of the republic and the mini-
stries of defence, the interior and finance
— in a nutshell, the key posts. In fact, sev-
eral ministries have been given to non-

members of the PDPA who held responsi-
ble positions in the regimes_that p}'eceded
the party’s seizure of power in Apnl.1978..
The most spectacular measure in this
respect was the appointment in May of
Hassan Sharq as premier. He was Prince
Daud’s chief of staff when the latter served
as premier under King Zaher Shah from
1953 to 1963. He then became deputy pre-
mier under the same Prince Daud when the
prince seized power, ousting his cousin the
king and declaring a republic in 1973, be-
fore being overthrown in his turn five years
later by the PDPA. From 1980 to 19_86,
Sharq enjoyed the gilded exile that the job
of ambassador often represents. He was re-
called to the country in the context of the
new policy of “national reconciliation.”

Will the regime survive the
Soviet withdrawal?

Following the advice so readily offered
by Moscow, after December 1986 Najibul-
lah stepped up his appeals to all the tenden-
cies in opposition to his regime, and
especially to the monarchist components of
the Peshawar-based Islamic Alliance, of-
fering to share power with them in the
framework of a coalition. Up until now,
these appeals have received little response.
No major personality or tendency in the op-
position, in particular in the armed opposi-
tion, has grasped the hand offered by the
regime. Doubtless, however, some have
been tempted to do so and still are. Why
don’t they do so then?

The first reason is the uncertainty about
the regime’s ability to survive the with-
drawal of Soviet troops. If the regime col-
lapsed, anyone who had accepted Kabul's
offer would share its fate. The second rea-
son has to do with the composition of the
opposition itself, its heterogeneity. In fact,
whercas the very homogeneous, if not
monolithic, Vietnamese resistance could
afford to maneuver politically, the Afghan
Islamic Alliance is a conglomerate of rival
organizations, held together by nothing but
their fight against a common enemy.?

The most important components of the
Islamic Alliance, the fundamentalist organ-
izations, because of their fanatical ideolog-
ical rigidity have little inclination to exhibit
any tactical flexibility. The resulting at-
mosphere in Peshawar is of the various
groups constantly trying to outbid each
other, of great tension among the compo-
nents of the Islamic Alliance, which is in
continual danger of breaking up.

The heterogeneity of the opposition to
the PDPA regime is a major consideration
in Gorbachev’s Afghan strategy. In fact,
Moscow and Kabul are relying on divi-
sions among their Afghan enemies to beef
up their “national reconciliation” policy.
They know that, aside from their role of
channeling the hundreds of millions of dol-
lars in aid of all sorts that they get from the
United States and the reactionary Muslim
regimes, the Peshawar organizations enjoy

very little popularity.

';’yhese olr};elx)nizations are not even very
well thought of among the 3 million Af-
ghan refugees in Pakistan, who they are try-
ing by every possible means to prevent
going home as the Kabul regime has invited
them to. After the signing of the Geneva ac-
cords, this invitation is more likely to be
listened to.X

The unpopularity of the leaders en-
sconced in Peshawar has been attested to by
sources that can hardly be suspected of har-
boring sympathy for Kabul. For example, a
Western diplomat stationed in Islamabad
was quoted in the May 9 issue of the US
magazine Newsweek as saying: “The lead-
ers are not popular with the refugees.
There’s grumbling in the camps that the
leaders are getting rich and passing the war
in comfort in Peshawar, far from the front
and from the refugee hovels.”

A poll was recently carried out among the
Afghan refugees in Pakistan and cited in
the international press. The US researcher,
Selig Harrison, a specialist on Afghanistan,
referred to the results in an article in the
April issue of Le Monde Diplomatique:
“All the exile leaders have been discredited
by persistent rumors of drug trafficking and
diversion of US aid to the black market.
Out of 2,287 refugees questioned in 106 out
of the 249 camps, 71.65% wanted the for-
mer king — who symbolizes a period of
relative stability and good neighborly rela-
tions with the USSR — to preside over the
future government. Barely 1% wanted this
role to be given to a leader of the
resistance.”

Divisions in the Islamic
Alliance

This poll confirmed what was said, a few
months before his assassination in Peshaw-
ar, by one of the most eminent intellectuals
in the Afghan opposition, Professor SB
Majruh: “The Soviets know that the leaders
in Peshawar will never represent a real ob-
stacle because of their political weakness,
so the only danger could come in the person
of the king. Their intention was to eliminate
this possibility by presenting it as a solution
coming from the Soviet side. They hoped
that this maneuver would also have the ef-
fect of aggravating the divisions in the
Alliance.” 1!

Whatever the Soviets' intention, that has
indeed been the effect. The cordiality of re-
lations in the Islamic Alliance has been il-
lustrated recently by the episode reported
by Western reporters stationed in Peshaw-
ar.’? When he was accused at a meeting of
the Mujahideen by the leader of one of the

7.1V 117, April 6, 1987.

8. “Comrade Najib's Speech at the Plenum of the
PDPA CC,” Afghanistan Today Publishers, Kabul,
June 1987.

9. See IV 117, April 6, 1987.

10. Correspondents stationed in Peshawar have noted a
sharp rise in the value of the Afghan currency on the
local market, a clear sign of people preparing 1o return.
11. Défis Afghans 15, November 1987.
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three traditionalist (monarchist) compo-
nents of the Alliance of having ordered
Professor Majruh’s assassination, Hekmat-
yar, chief of the most powerful and most
fanatic of the four fundamentalist organiza-
tions in the Alliance, pulled his gun and
nearly shot down his accuser.
Disagreements have been increasing
among the organizations in Peshawar since
the signing of the Geneva accords. Dis-
agreement over what attitude to take to the
accords!®, disagreement about what to do
about the Soviet troops while they are with-
drawing and so on. But the fundamental
difference between the seven groups in Pe-
shawar, the one around which all the others
turn, is what attitude to take toward former
King Zaher Shah, who is in exile in Rome.

“Elections contrary to the
principles of Islam”

What could be more natural when you
consider that the three main organizations
in the Alliance, all of them fundamentalist,
were founded under the monarchy and in
opposition to Zaher Shah, who was ac-
cused of being a puppet of Moscow and an
anti-Islamic modermist? This fundamental
difference is also reflected in the contrast-
ing proposals about how to choose the po-
litical representatives of the Alliance.

For example, Hekmatyar, who holds the
advantage in Peshawar because he gets the
most foreign aid and has the best structured
organization, proposed general elections
among the refugees in Pakistan (for men
only, of course). The chief of another
fundamentalist group that split from Hek-
matyar’s group did not like this suggestion
according to B. Delpuech, writing in a
publication devoted to supporting the
“Mujahideen.” 4

“Since Yunos Khales expressed the opin-
ion that democratic elections would be
contrary to the principles of Islam, a theo-
logical-exegetical dispute developed over
the way prescribed by the Koran. Assem-
blies of mullahs were even called together
in Peshawar to come up with a solution ac-
ceptable to all.”

For their part, the royalists favor the idea

°f a Loya Jirgah, an assembly of notables,
Fnbal chiefs and religious dignitaries, hark-
ing back to the tradition of the old regime.
According to Delpuech, Mujaddedi pro-
posed initially “to form an electoral college
in which each of the organizations in the
Alliance would appoint 15 representatives
(10 theologians and five ‘laymen’),” on the
model of the system of cooptation em-
ployed under the second and third califs of
Islam.

Finally, the seven organizations in Pe-
shawar decided for the time being simply
to name the members of their government
themselves. So far, they have only man-
aged to agree on the “president” of this
government, a certain Ahmed Shah, whose
principal virtue is probably that he is a
bland enough figure to be accepted by the
seven organizations. This selection pro-
voked a sour commentary from one of the
royalist leaders in the Alliance: “Anyone
who has not been chosen by all the Af-
ghans will not be supported by the Afghan
people.” 13

So by opting to make public overtures to
the ex-king in exile in Rome from 1986 on,
Gorbachev — whose line was reproduced
by Najibullah — was on target. Informed
by their services, both know that Zaher
Shah (like Sihanouk in Kampuchea) enjoys
the widest popularity among Afghans, and
especially among the Pushtoon tribes who
make up the great majority of the refugees
in Pakistan. Is this only a “machiavellian”
maneuver by Moscow and Kabul? Nothing
could be less certain, especially for Mos-
cow, which has nothing to lose and every-
thing to gain from collaboration with the
ex-king.

In April 1987, we wrote: “The minimum
relationship that Moscow can accept with
Afghanistan is one of the Finnish type.
Within these well-defined limits, the
Kremlin is ready to contemplate any sort of
socio-political compromise, even a return
of former King Zaher Shah from his exile
in Rome, if he agreed to play the game.”

This last condition means, however, that
for the moment what Moscow is offering
the monarch does not go beyond an hono-
rary role, perhaps even a presidency of the
republic devoid of its present powers, in

the framework of a regime where the real
power will continue to be held by the
PDPA. Inasmuch as today a big question
mark hangs over this regime, Zaher Shah
has nothing to gain by accepting the offer.
He prefers to wait, relying on an erosion of
the Kabul regime that would force the So-
viets to turn to him as a “savior,” thereby
putting him in a strong position in relation
to them. He has definitely not lost hope of
reestablishing his throne.

Everything is going to depend, then, on
what happens to the Kabul regime in the
coming months. Will it fall or not? — that
is the question that everyone is asking to-
day. Many in the Western media think that
they can proclaim peremptorily that Kabul
will inevitably, sooner or later, experience
the same fate as Saigon. That is, of course,
the view of the opposition forces. Najibul-
lah retorts, on the other hand, that his de-
tractors are trying to count their chickens
before they are hatched.

Quasi-feudal mosaic of
territories

One thing is certain: A large part of the
Afghan countryside, and probably some
cities as well, especially those closest to the
Pakistani frontier, will slip entirely out of
the PDPA’s control. To a large extent, this
has already happened. Even if these regions
are put under a single political authority,
this authority will remain purely theoreti-
cal. The tribal fragmentation of the country
will be combined with a quasi-feudal mosa-
ic of the territories of the local military
chiefs, who are virtual warlords.

It seems probable, moreover, that the Uz-
bek and Tadzhik areas in the north of the
country will remain firmly in Moscow's
grip. What will happen to the territory con-
rolled by Kabul? It claims to exercise au-
thority over two thirds of the country’s
provinces, where a million and a half peo-
ple are said to have gone to the polls be-
tween April 5-15 to elect the 299 deputies
in the two houses of the Afghan legislative.
In fact, the comerstone of all this is the cap-
ital itself, Greater Kabul, which today, ac-
cording to converging estimates, includes
about 3 million people — that is, about a
third of the population living within the
country’s borders.

Numerically and technically, the PDPA’s
armed forces certainly have the means to
resist the inevitable assault of the rebel
forces. But everything will depend on their

12. Among others, Newsweek, April 18 and Le Monde,
April 19, 1988.

13, It is significant that the rally called in Peshawar by
the Islamic Alliance to denounce the Geneva accords
-drew only 25,000 people (Le Monde, April 19, 1988),
considering that the 3 million Afghan refugees in Paki-
stan are tightly regimented by the organizations in the
Alliance.

14. Défis Afghans 16, December 1987/Tanuary 1988.
15. Le Monde, April 22, 1988.

lamic Alliance announced the formation of its govem-

Editor’s note: Since this article was written, the Is- 1 1

=, menton June 19.
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Internal cohesion, which is far from cer-
tain. Having returned from Kabul, Alain
Gresh summed up the situation ,in Le
Monde Diplomatique in June 1983:
en questioned, an im rtant ¢ i

the Central Committee ofp;e PD;dAri:}
sponded unhesitatingly: ‘We have to pre-
pare ourselves for the worst. First of all, we
have to reinforce the armed forces, whose
potential has increased considerably in re-
cent years. We have nearly 130,000 men in
the regular armed forces — the army and
the Tsarandoy (militarized police), and
60% of the 200,000 members of the party
are in the army or the militias.’

“Wages in the army have been raised
seven to 25 times, and there have been alot
of promotions with the aim of guaranteeing
the loyalty of the soldiers and cadres. Tens
of thousands of them have undergone train-
ing in the USSR over the last ten years. It is
on them to a large extent that the future de-
pends. The Mujahideen have neither the
heavy arms nor the unity of command ne-
cessary to take Kabul. Only a swing in the
army could offer them a decisive victory.
If, on the contrary, the officers and soldiers
remain loyal, the PDPA can fall back on its
urban bastions and withstand assaults.”

If the PDPA can hold out, it is possible
that there could be a break in the Islarmic
Alliance, with a faction — the traditional-
ists — opting for a favorable response to
Kabul’s offers. That could substantially al-
ter the relationship of forces throughout the
country. Another faction, the fundamental-
ists, would continue the struggle indefatig-
ably. Their outlook makes them incapable
of accepting any compromise whatever,
and they can find a human base for their ac-
tivity in the large numbers of men who
have developed a taste for guerrilla war-
fare, especially among the generation that
remembers nothing else. In other words, in
all the possible scenarios, the Afghanistan
war 1s not about to end.

“Women in the camps
were virtual prisoners”

Two factors will have a considerable im-
portance for the future of the Kabul regime,
that is, for its internal cohesiveness. First
and foremost is the attitude of Moscow. If
the USSR gave the impression that it was
abandoning the PDPA, that would certainly
mean a debacle for the latter. But there is
no sign today, any more than in the past,
that this is Gorbachev’s intention. As we
wrote in [V in April 1987, we continue to
think that the USSR could “keep a military
force in Afghanistan quantitatively closer
to what was there before December 1979
(5,000 military ‘advisors”) than to the mas-
sive military presence it has had in recent
years.”

The second factor, of course, is the feel-
ings of the Afghan population. Again, we
wrote in 1987 that “the Mujahideen will
certainly find less recruits for a jihad for
their Islamic state than they have found un-

ul now for the fight to liberate Afghanis
from foreign roops.” In its May 1%3 193tagn
Issue, New'sweek expressed the same idea,'
uMo:xlelr:]d'a Liu, ‘the author of the article, men-
..oned m particular the aversion to the Mu-
jahideen among a section of the urban
population:

“That apprehension was particularly
acute among educated women, who have
gained a measure of liberation from the
E:onservative Muslim practice of purdah.
Those people in the mountains, with their
long hair and beards, after 10 years we are
afraid they will be wild,” said one young
Kabul resident whose fashionable West-
ern-style dress contrasted dramatically
with the head-to-ankle chador demanded
by radical fundamentalists.”

This inhabitant of Kabul has indeed good
Teason to worry, to judge from the fate met-
ed out to women in the Peshawar refugee
camps, which was described as follows in
the February 1, 1988, issue of Newsweek:
“Conditions are especially hard on the
women, who end up virtual prisoners. For-
bidden by their menfolk to wander among
the thousands of strangers in the camps,
they must remain indoors, even when
wearing the veil of devout Muslim
females.”

The comparative fates of women in the
two Afghan camps opposing each other
since 1978 is one element among many
others that confirms, if the socio-political
evidence alone were not sufficient, that this
is in fact a confrontation between a pro-
gressive and a reactionary camp.!® The ori-
gin of the Afghan rebellion, it should be
remembered, was a classical Vendée-type
rebellion against a regime that had features
reminiscent of Jacobinism.

The rebel forces represented, and still
represent, a conglomerate of the traditional
forces that the PDPA very clumsily tried to
shake up or dislodge after it came to power
in April 1978, and which were joined by
the fundamentalists. The PDPA proposed
eradicating illiteracy and promoting secu-
larization, the emancipation of women, de-
tribalization, radical agrarian reform and
industrialization, trying to carry this out us-
ing dictatorial and bureaucratic methods.
On the other hand, the rebel forces defend-
ed a continuation of the old medieval, ob-
scurantist society, the role of the mullahs,
the inferior status of women, tribalism, the
domination of the big landlords and the
perpetuation of social and economic back-
wardness, or even fought for a totalitarian
Islamic dictatorship.

The intervention by Kremlin troops after
the end of December 1979 had to be con-
demned and their withdrawal demanded,
not because it was counter-revolutionary,
as was the case in Hungary in 1956 and in
Czechoslovakia in 1986, nor because we
oppose intervention by Moscow’s troops in
all circumstances. In fact, we called for
them to intervene in defence of Vietnam, as
we have approved the intervention of Cu-
ban troops in Angola, which was done with
Moscow’s help. The problem was that the

?nvasion of Afghanistan by Soviet tr.

it unfolded could not havg any effecio 5;1::
than to strongly reinforce the camp that
Moscow thought it could crush.

. However, the civi] war that has gone on
n Afghanistan since 1978 has not changed
I nature because of the Soviet interven-
tion. Even if for eight years it has taken on
the appearance of a national war against the
Sovngt mnvader, to the great benefit of the
Teactionary camp, the latter, even more
than in 1980-82, is made up essentially of
the same political and socia] forces that

‘1”;’;; fighting the PDPA before December

For a defeat of the
reactionary forces

Likewise, although the PDPA has wa-
tered down its program considerably since
1986 and is more than ever a hireling of
Moscow, its social and political nature has
remained fundamentally the same since
1978. It can be described as progressive
petty-bourgeois “democratic” in the social
meaning of the term.

In this war, which the Soviet withdrawal
is returning to the dimensions of a civil
war, we cannot be neutral or still less sup-
port the reactionary camp. We are firmly
for the defeat of the reactionary forces, al-
though this does not mean that we identify
ourselves in the least with the Kabul re-
gime. We want to see it overthrown by a
genuine revolution. The conditions for that
are a long way from having been assembled
today in Afghanistan. However, we are
convinced that the withdrawal of the Soviet
troops will improve the chances for this in
the long term. On the other hand, keeping
these forces in the country can only further
the decay of Afghan society.

This is why we are for the withdrawal of
Moscow'’s troops, even if this leads to a col-
lapse of the Kabul regime. If it proves inca-
pable of maintaining itself, with technical
and financial aid from the USSR, against
the motley gangs of the Afghan reaction,
the past eight years have clearly shown that
the attempt by Soviet troops to prop up the
regime has drawn this army into an endless
war.

As the resolution adopted by the United
Secretariat of the Fourth International in
March 1988 declared. “If, however, the
government proves incapable of surviving
the Soviet withdrawal, its fall would any-
way be a lesser evil than the Soviet Union
getting bogged down indefinitely in Af-

ghanistan. In any event, in the long run, the
withdrawal will benefit the development of
a mass revolutionary movement in Af-
ghanistan and in its neighboring coun-
tries.” 7 %

16. The new watered-down constitution of the Repub-
lic of Afghanistan nonetheless includes Article lfi,
which stipulates: “men and women have equal rights in
all economic, political, social and cultural spheres.” In
an Islamic country this is a revolutionary assertion.

17. See IV 138, April 4, 1988.
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GABRIELA and the Filipino
women’s movement

THE WOMEN'S MOVEMENT in the Philippines is young. But

¥

during these past five years it has evolved quite fast and
actively. While many women’s groups have emerged, the
principal federation is GABRIELA', which has gathered under
its umbrella about 100 organizations comprising about 40,000

women.

Sister Mary John Mananzan, GABRIELA'’s re-elected national
chairperson, gave the following interview to /Vin early June.
She has been involved in a broad range of activities, from the
defence of consumer rights to international gatherings of
women theologians. She is presently Dean of St Scholastica’s
College in Manila. Sr Mary John talked to Sonia Rupon about
GABRIELA’s organization, activities, problems and

perspectives.

AN YOU tell us about the na-
ture of GABRIELA, and under
what circumstances it was
formed?

GABRIELA was born in 1984. Actually it
was established at a conference called by
the Center for Women’s Resources. Let us
go back a little bit. Before the 1970s, there
was no such thing as a feminist movement
in the Philippines. If we go into the reasons
for that, first of all middle class women
thought they were liberated, and so ques-
tioned the need to build a feminist move-

ment. The second reason is that the femi-
nist movement projected through the media
was a kind of hysterical feminism that
turned off the Filipino women. It took the
experiences of Filipinas invited to wom-
en’s conferences abroad to see that it was a
legitimate question. There they saw raised
exactly the same issues that were being dis-
cussed in the meetings in the Philippines.
The necessity to build a feminist move-
ment then came to the fore.

And so in the 1970s, groups started to be
formed. The very first was MAKIBAKA

Interview with Sister
Mary John Mananzan

(Free Movement of New Women). It al-
ready had a feminist tendency then, but I
would say that it was oriented more politi-
cally than around feminism. Its main objec-
tive was how to get women interested and
involved in national liberation. Unfortu-
nately in 1972, it had to go underground.
During the martial law period from 1972 to
about 1978-79, there was really no move-
ment, until 1978 when women’s associa-
tions began to emerge. One of the very first
was Pilipina, then came the Center for
Women's Resources (CWR) and others
like the Movement of Women Workers
(KMK).

In 1984, the CWR had the idea of invit-
ing all women's associations and the wom-
en’s departments of other organizations to
come to a conference. It was in this confer-
ence that the participants opted to set up a
federation, which was given the name GA-
BRIELA. It has to be said that in the very
beginning the members of GABRIELA were
more political militants than feminists,
which is understandable. There were at the
same time personalities involved in GA-
BRIELA at the level of the national council,
prominent women in the Philippines who
did not even have any feminist perspective.
What I'm trying to say is that there has
been an evolution in the orientation of
GABRIELA.

B Can you talk a bit more about this
evolution?

In 1985, I remember that the executive
council of GABRIELA asked for a workshop
which would tackle precisely the feminist
perspective. And so we had a nationwide
workshop where we invited all the various
leaders of all the different organizations.
We really hammered out the meaning of a
feminist orientation, and we came out with
the following principles.

A feminist association is different from
an association of women. Women's associ-
ations could have objectives that benefit
women, but these are usually on an issue to
issue basis. Whereas a feminist organiza-
tion must concern itself basically with the
woman question. There must be an insight
that there is discrimination, subordination
and oppression of women that transcends
class, race, creed, nationality and culture,
and that the feminist is committing herself
to the eradication of these kinds of discrim-
ination, of oppression. So that is the bottom
line.

As a third world women's association,

1. GABRIELA is the acronym for this broad federation,
taken after the name of Gabriela Silang, a Filipina
fighter during the revolution against Spanish domina-
tion, at the end of the nineteenth century.
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we also emphasize the importance of the
contextualization of the women’s move-
ment — that is to say, the women's move-
ment in the Philippines must be in the
context of the economic, political and so-
cio-cultural transformation of society. It is
not a movement apart from, isolated from,
or secondary to — it is an essential part of
the process. So we are saying that the eco-
nomie, social and political transformation
is the necessary, although not the suffi-
cient, condition for women’s liberation.

We realize that women cannot be fully
liberated unless there is this transforma-
tion, but neither do we see the possibility of
total human liberation without the libera-
tion of women. Therefore we insist that we
are not going to wait until society is liberat-
ed before we present the question but that it
must be a totally integrated and a total part
of the process of liberation.

B What is GABRIELA’s membership? Is
it represented sectorally?

From 47 member organizations, GABRIE-
LA has grown to around 100 affiliates...
about 40,000 individual members. Ninety
per cent are grassroots women. The peasant
women who belong to AMIHAN would be
around 18,000. Women workers in the
KMK would be about 15,000. Urban poor
women would number 3,000, and the rest
would be all individuals.

B What areas of woik is GABRIELA en-
gaged in?

Each one of the member organizations
will have their own focus and their own ac-
tivities, but we have summarized the strate-
gies of GABRIELA into seven, for the sake
of systematization. All these are not done
by everyone, but one aspect or another is
carried out by one of the associations.

These seven strategies include first of all
organization, because we realize that an
oppressed group cannot be empowered
without organization. We organize accord-
ing to sector, according to interest. And,
presently, we try to organize according to
regions and territorial areas. Right now we
have four regions: Manila, Davao, Panay
and Bacolod. We have also developed na-
tional commissions, The commission on
violence against women opened two cen-
ters in the prostitution areas, BAGWIS in Er-
mita and BUKLOD in Olongapo. They try to
organize prostitutes for their own welfare
and educate them on health. The commis-
sion also heads the campaign on AIDS.

There is another commission on women
and health that is monitoring primary
health care clinics in different urban areas.
There is also the commission on children,
as there is absolutely no association pro-
tecting children. Here we tackle issues like

child prostitution and train those who will
be teaching in the day-care centers. We
also have the commission on human rights
and an international desk.

Our second strategy is around mobili-
zation. Following from the principle that
we have a context, we organize women not

only around purely feminist issues — for
example, mail-order brides, prostitution,
rape, AIDS. We also mobilize women on na-
tional issues like foreign bases, the foreign
debt and consumer issues.

The third is education. This is one of
the most important strategies because
women in the Philippines have intemnalized
their oppression. Middle-class women are
comfortable in their role in the house be-
cause they have maids. So they can actual-
ly be fulfilled even in their jobs precisely
because there is some kind of a safety-
valve to which their tensions can be chan-
neled. They do not really suffer very much
the impact of a double burden, for example.
But it is there. Non-middle class women
who would render such domestic services
would not question that. For them this is
the natural state of affairs. That is what
their lot is all about. They even see wife-
beating as their lot. So there must be
education.

Education is done formally and informal-
ly, institutionally and non-institutionally.
The mformal and non-institutional way of
education is what is being done in the dif-
ferent organizations. They each have an ed-
ucation desk, but the national office of
GABRIELA provides the modules. Training
for teachers is also provided by the national
office. In the formal, institutional way, it is
not really GABRIELA which does it. Like
me, for instance. Since I am a member of
GABRIELA and I am also head of a school I
have seen to it that a women’s course
should be incorporated into the institution.
There is now a consortium of schools that
has agreed to the introduction of women’s
courses in the curriculum.

Right now in the school we have the in-
troductory courses, which everybody must
take, and the cognate course on women.
There is also an ongoing project — the In-
stitute of Women’s Studies. This will deal
with curricula and resource development,
trying to get as much printed and non-
printed material of all kinds to be open to
women who come to the center; research
and publication, as there is real need for
writings from a Filipino point of view
about the problematic of women; and an
outreach program — a participative, inter-
cultural course on women which we will
try to offer in 1989.

The fourth strategy is feminist scholar-
ship. There is a difference between femi-
nist scholarship and education. Feminist
education is consciousness-raising, the
opening of the minds, whereas in feminist
scholarship we try to put the women's per-
spective into the different disciplines, like
theology, psychology, history and so forth.
The associations that do this in GABRIELA
arc the Association of Women in Theology
and the National Organization of Women
Religious in the Philippines. This is a very
important aspect because the Philippines is
85 per cent Catholic and there really is are-
ligious root to women'’s oppression. That is
why it is vital that religion should be re-
thought in a very determined way from the
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women'’s perspective.

The fifth strategy is legislative action.
We used this strategy in the tapestry cam-
paign which pushed for the rights of wom-
en to be included in the drafting of the new
Constitution in late 1986 and early 1987.
Women artistically presented their rights
on tapestry, and it's success was not only in
terms of mobilization but also in the fact
that the constitutional commissioners did
put an equal rights statement in the
Constitution.

We realize today, however, that there is
no use having it in the Constitution if there
is no legislation about it, and so we are now
busy preparing our legislative agenda —
for example, on support mechanisms. We
are formulating a bill to have the govern-
ment set aside an economic development
fund for women. Other bills that have been
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submitted are bills against pomography,
child prostitution and wife-beating. Some-
thing is happening on the legal side, and we
also aim to organize women'’s lawyers for
free legal aid for women whatever their
problems, but especially for cases of rape.
The sixth would be welfare. We still
lack welfare facilities, like a rape center, a
center for battered women and so on. Initial
moves were taken by Hilda Narciso, who
was gang-raped by the military and who
had to undergo three years of therapy. She
publicly denounced them on TV, and as a
result, other victims have gone to her.
There are now about seven women with
whom she is having group therapy. Their
main objective now is to set up a rape crisis
center.
On the other welfare activities that GA-
BRIELA is doing, we have started integrat-

ed community projects in the urban poor
community. This consists in providing the
women in these areas with a livelihood pro-
Ject with the objective of making it self-
sufficient and providing for the salary of a
day-care center teacher. This kind of mod-
E;le — a day-care center, a livelihood pro-
Ject and a primary health care clinic — has
been done in four places, but Samakana
(urban poor women’s group) have targeted
36 areas.

Our last strategy is international solidari-
ty. We realize that our struggle is not just
national, but international. And it is good
for our women to really see what is hap-
pening all over the world. Qur WISAP pro-
gram (Women's International Solidarity
Affairs Philippines), which we sponsor
every year, arranges exposure programs for
women who come from all over the world.

H How did you celebrate March 8 this
year?

Last March we had our usual women's
week. We started it out with a torch parade,
together with other groups. The theme was
“Women say no to total war”.? We realize
that total war is the thing that makes the
women suffer so much now in the Philip-
pines. They are the ones affected by what
the military and vigilante groups are do-
ing.? After that we had a tiangue— a bazaar
— for the first time at Quiapo, in the popu-
lar market center of Manila. It was at the
same time a livelihood project for the
women because they could market what
they were doing in their sewing groups. It
really interested people who wanted to find
out what GABRIELA was doing. We also
had a playgroup where we taught children
from the neighborhood many games. It was
very interesting. And then we had a semi-
nar on women and health. We had as
speakers a woman worker, a peasant wom-
an, an urban poor woman — on the other
side were the doctors and someone from
the department of health. We listened to the
women describing the different health haz-
ards women face in their particular situa-
tions. The Medical Action Group outlined
a health project for women which is more
community- than hospital-based.

On March 9, we had a demonstration
from Plaza Miranda to Mendiola. One sig-
nificant thing was that despite GABRIELA’s
being alone in this march, there were about
5,000 women coming from different pro-
vincial contingents. A men’s contingent
joined and occupied the back portion of the
march. I think it is good to show that we are
not an anti-male movement, as we are real-
ly for an egalitarian society where men and
women have the opportunity to develop a
better society and not be adversaries.

A very important event which highlight-
ed women’s week was the women'’s tribu-
nal on March 22. Since we had the 30
WISAP women with us already, we asked
10 of them to act as international jury, and
we invited a jurist from India just for that.
Twelve documented cases of violation of
women’s rights were presented. There was

PHILIPPINES

one .touching incident, a woman who was a
victim of a hand grenade. Her eye was out,
she is pregnant and half her body is para-
lyzed. Three women had to bring her up to
!.he stage and she gave her testimony. The
Judge.s made a very good statement. Before
the tribunal we had a liturgical service and
L}}ey made me the babaylan (priestess). We
kind of went back to the old times when
there was a babaylan.

B When you say that GABRIELA was
alone in the march, does this mean that
other women’s groups not in GABRIELA
also had their own marches?

No, there was no other march. There were
other activities, which GABRIELA also
joined. Like for instance there was a sym-
posium on women and labor, where some
women from GABRIELA were speakers.
There was another bazaar at the Cultural
Center of the Philippines, and we also par-
ticipated there despite having our own
event in Quiapo. There were lots of cultural
and musical numbers and other activities
like book launchings. Yet we felt very
much the need to do this march against total
war, because this issue is very important for
women. As a woman from Pampanga said,
total war was not only preventing
organizations from functioning, but the
livelihoods of the people were being threa-
tened too. The fact that they could not go
out to the fields before 7am and after 4pm
limited the work they could do.

B What problems are being encoun-
tered in the work of organizing women?

Among grassroots women, it is easy to
organize. With middle-class women, it can
be very difficult. However, the main prob-
lem now in grassroots organizing is the vig-
ilante groups. There is a systematic
propaganda against GABRIELA, lumping us
together with all the organizations which
they consider communist fronts. Quite seri-
ously, we have been victims of vigilante ac-
tivities. Three women members of AMIHAN
were killed, two of them decapitated, and
one who was pregnant was opened up. In
regions like Panay and Davao, our mem-
bers cannot meet. Chairpersons of the dif-
ferent organizations have been forced to go
to the local precincts to surrender. If they
do not do so, their houses are strafed.

W Do you know what importance is
presently given to the women’s strug-
gle by the underground organizations
of the National Democratic Movement?

There is a women’s movement within the
underground struggle, MAKIBAKA. GA-
BRIELA is not part of MAKIBAKA, and vice-
versa. My impression is that before the un-

2. In 1987, President Corazon Aquino declared “total
war” against the communist guerrillas of the New Peo-
ple's Army and the National Democratic Front.

3, The vigilante groups are civilian anti-communist or-
ganizations, often directly linked to the army, spread-
ing terror in the provinces and some parts of Metro-
Manila. Amnesty Intemational has published a docu-
ment, warning against this very grave development.
See IV 141, May 16, 1988.
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derground movement used to consider the
women issue as a “secondary contradic-
tion”, but that the women involved in this
struggle have been more successful today
in persuading the whole movement to take
the women's cause for its own and not to
leave it to the women alone.

B What difficulties do women's organi-
zations like the KMK meet, particularly
facing a bigger counterpart like the
trade-union federation KMU (Kilusang
Mayo Uno or May 1 Movement)? How
would these work together concretely?

Regarding the KMK and the KMU, actu-
ally the relationship is such that the KMK
is not under the KMU. The KMK serves as
the women's desk of the KMU, but the
KMK is an autonomous organization, with
its own program and leadership, and even
its own funding. There are women in the
KMU who are not under the KMK. Of
course there are practical problems, like in
marches — are the women going to come
together under one banner or are they going
to join the different sectoral contingents?
The understanding on this concrete point
has been to still have a women’s contin-
gent, and when women join the different
sectors they carry the GABRIELA banner
with them too.

B How about the other women’s
groups? How do they differ from
GABRIELA?

Well, it depends. KABAPA, led by Aida
Lava, also works with peasant women. We
coordinate with them a lot, and their con-
cern is specifically around women and
peace. The others, like Kalayaan and Pili-
pina, are important organizations and have
their own activities. There is also Lakas ng
Kababaihan, the women’s contingent of

BISIG* and the more traditional women’s
groups. Now, one must also me:nti_on the
governmental National Commission on
Women. Remy Rikken's appointment to
that office has given the commission a new
perspective, and she has given itan interee_;t
in working with non-govemnmental organi-
zations, because before they just worked by
themselves. The National Commission has
initiated a lot of consultations — for exam-
ple, on research, on health, on mass media
and so on.

In addition, a new initiative is the estab-
lishment of the Women in Development
Foundation. Some women in government
are here, including myself and other indi-
viduals. We had an Urduja congress® in the
province of Pangasinan, where about a
thousand women were mobilized. Two
things were decided in that seminar: First,
to form a women and development founda-
tion that will be concerned about how
women are affected by development, in
what way women can analyze, criticize, the
present economic scheme, and how they
can take part in it. Second, we are prepar-
ing legislation, asking the government to
set aside a fund for women's economic de-
velopment, and to create women's bureaux
in all departments of the government under
a vice-minister.

B Has the fact that Cory Aquino Is a
woman helped to advance the wom-
en's struggle?

I don’t think she is there because she is a
woman, but in spite of her being a woman.
In an interview, she was asked if she was a
feminist. She said she was not in an organi-
zational way, but that she is for the rights of
women. What one can see is a conviction
that there should be legislation with special
focus on women. She also proclaimed a

women’s month. In actual fact, how?ver,
there is nothing new, nothing really differ-
ent in her policies.

= Many readers of /Vwill be surprised
that the head of GABRIELA Is a sister...

Yes, I suppose so. (She laughs.) There is
also oppression of women in the church,
you know! More than that, there is the
whole question of the religious roots of op-
pression, even affecting people outside the
church. Therefore, as a religious woman, I
should be very much involved in seeing to
it that religion should be a liberating force
rather than an oppressive force towards
women.

H The Philippines is one of the few
countries which still does not recognize
divorce... What are the discussions on
issues like abortion and divorce?

These issues have not really been tackled
yet in the Philippines. In GABRIELA, it is
the commission on the reproductive rights
of women where discussions on these is-
sues are beginning. I think it is a question of
efficiency, here. If GABRIELA starts to or-
ganize on these issues, nobody will listen to
us. Even now, this is the subject of black
propaganda. For example, when we object-
ed to the provision on abortion being in the
constitution — without even posing any ar-
gument for or against abortion, but simply
saying that a provision of this nature need
not be in the constitution — we received a
lot of criticisms. It is very difficult.

H Even in the feminist milleu?

There is a TV show called Woman
Watch. In this program there are discus-
sions about abortion and divorce. In fact in
one show which discussed divorce, all the
women asked were in favour for divorce,
for case-to-case divorce [based on individ-
ual cases].

Idon’t think a divorce law will be passed
at this time even if women senators like
Nikki Coseteng and Shahani are positive
about case-to-case divorce. But I must say
that abortion and contraception are not real-
ly being discussed, even if 80 per cent of
middle-class women do use contraception
and if there are many abortions going on. It
is simply not discussed. There is no way yet
to face the whole issue.

H Any concluding remarks?

One thing I'd like to say. I think it is the
women's movement that is the flicker of
faith in the Philippines. It is only the wom-
en’s movement that can transcend ideology
when it comes to issues. When there was
the issue on having women'’s rights in the
Constitution, all of us came, from the right
to the left. I think women can talk together
more. %

4. BISIG, meaning “arm”, is the acronym for an inde-
pendent socialist organization in the Philippines.

5. Princess Urduja of Pangasinan was the most famous
of the women leaders of pre-Spanish society, Skilled in
the use of weapons, she headed an army of women.
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Peruvian peasant
movement needs

solidarity

HUGO BLANCO, the Peruvian revolutionary leader, has been
touring Western Europe since speaking at the rally to
commemorate the fiftieth anniversary of the Fourth
International in Copenhagen on May 14.

Long the best known leader of Peruvian Fourth
Internationalists, he joined the Partido Unificado
Mariateguista (PUM) in 1986, along with the rest of the
Peruvian section of the Fourth International. Since then, he
has been a leading member of the PUM. He is also
organizational secretary of the Confederacion Campesina de
Peru (CCP, Peasant Confederation of Peru) and head of its

Human Rights Commission.

The following interview was published in the June 17 issue
of Die Linke, the magazine of the Austrian section of the

Fourth International.

HAT IS the main purpose of
your trip?
In 1987, peasants in the
Puno area occupied 146,000
hectares of land. But this land occupation
was not recognized by the government, and
there were clashes with the police. The
peasants were able to defend their land. In
order to legalize the occupation, Juan Rojas
Vargas, as the chair of the CCP [the coun-
try’s major peasant union] called a national
peasants’ strike. It was successful. Now the
government is trying to intimidate the en-
tire CCP, and wants to prosecute Juan Ro-
jas Vargas. Recently, murders of peasant
leaders have also increased. Shortly before
the PUM congress, two of our comrades
were murdered. They were also members
of the CCP.

We are calling on President Alan Garcia
to bestir himself finally to do something
about the murders and to stop the prosecu-
tion of Vargas. I hope to get international
solidarity for that.

B How do you explain the rise of Sen-
dero Luminoso, after eight years of ter-
rorism and losses of more than 10,000
dead and 15,000 injured? Is it the case
that half of their cadres are women?
Why are so many doctors, lawyers,
professors and students in this move-
ment? Does this lead back to the ques-
tion of armed struggle, and how is this
question seen today by the lzquierda
Unida and the PUM?

In fact, Sendero Luminoso is not so
widely accepted. It gets more attention in
the European press. However, it does get a
certain acceptance because of the poverty
in the country. The PUM views these iso-
lated acts of violence as rather negative,
because the population is not prepared for
armed struggle on any large scale, and the
present isolated actions serve rather as a
pretext for repression.

If you look, for at example, at Ayacucho,
where Sendero Luminoso is strong, and
San Martin, where the Tupac Amaru group
is strong, you see a completely intimidated
and unorganized population. On the other
hand, in Puno, there is a high level of or-
ganization, and there these two organiza-
tions have no influence. In the past,
Sendero Luminoso had more influence, but
since then, the peasant union has reduced
it. In this conflict, some people were killed
by Sendero Luminoso. Despite the mur-
ders, they lost support. They isolated
themselves.

As regards women cadres in Sendero Lu-
minoso, it has to be recognized that women
and youth are very much integrated in it.

H President Garcia’s economic policy
has failed. Will the weakness of the re-
gime and the increased resistance lead
to the threat of a coup?

I don't see why the military would want
to carry out a coup when there is nothing in
Alan Garcia’s policy that contradicts their
interests. It is true of course that the resis-

tance is reaching a high level and that this
could lead to a clash in which the military
might very well try to carry out a coup.

B How is the resistance organized?

In the Peruvian left, as elsewhere in the
world, there are various tendencies. There
is a reformist one, a revolutionary one and
an ultra-leftist one. On the reformist side,
there is the “Revolutionary” Communist
Party and the “Revolutionary” Socialist
Party. They promote the hope that the “left”
can achieve power through elections and
change the situation in that way.

We in the PUM represent the revolution-
ary position. That is, we think that things
can only be achieved through armed resis-
tance. That does not mean that we are
against democracy. But armed resistance is
the only guarantee of democracy. In Peru,
the peasants, workers, government work-
ers, marginal groups and street peddlers are
organized. Therefore, we believe that the
structure of of National People’s Assembly
can offer an alternative to the present form
of government. We think that it would be
more democratic than electing those who
have the most money or make election
promises that they don’t keep. It is much
more democratic for each group to elect its
own recallable representatives.

The left and the PUM are calling for re-
fusing to pay the interest on the foreign
debt. Alan Garcia has promised not to pay
more than 10 per cent of export income on
the debt. In fact, the payments amount to
more than 30 per cent of that.

We are calling for nationalization of for-
eign enterprises. Because the right has or-
ganized such a strong campaign against the
nationalizations in banking, the govern-
ment has made one retreat after the other,
and now nothing is left.

It would also be far more democratic if
the populationi had the arms and not just
some of the military and privileged individ-
uals. It would be much more democratic if
everyone could think and decide and not
just those people with money. That is the
sort of democracy for which we are fight-
ing. We also believe that it is the workers
who must liberate themselves. %
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SOUTH AFRICA

Save the Sharpeville Six!

INTERNATIONAL solidarity must be ur-
gently stepped up if the lives of the Sharpe-
ville Six are to be saved. The six, five men
and a woman, are under stay of execution
until July 19.

They have been sentenced to hang after
being accused of participating in an upris-
ing in the Black township of Sharpeville.
They were found guilty of the murder of a
Black town councillor in 1984, even
though there is no proof of their involve-
ment in the killing. The two prosecution
witmesses have said that they were tortured
by the police to give evidence. In spite of
the blatant frame-up and international pro-
tests at the sentences, the judge at their trial
rejected the demand for a retrial as “frivo-
lous and absurd”.

From 1984-86, over 2,500 Black people
were killed in uprisings in the Black town-
ships before the resistance was crushed by
the introduction of the state of emergency,
which has just been renewed for the third
time. In the June 14 issue of the Financial
Times, Anthony Robinson reports that
since the introduction of the state of emer-
gency, “hundreds of Blacks have been
charged with criminal offences, including
murder, for what opposition groups and
many lawyers see as essentially political
crimes.

“Twenty-six other people are facing sim-

ilar charges [to the Sharpeville Six] in the
Northern Cape town of Upington, and 48
more Blacks are believed to be in Pretoria’s
‘death row’ for crimes committed during
the revolt. Last year, 164 people were
hanged in South Africa, the overwhelming
majority Black males.” %

PHILIPPINES

Journalists detained

IN THE Philippines, one Swedish and two
West German journalists have been de-
tained by the military. Obviously false ac-
cusations of murder, robbery and assault
have been made against them with the help
of bribed and beaten witnesses.

In the case of the Swedish journalist,
Stallan Hermansson — who is also the
chair of the Communist Youth, the youth
organization of the Swedish Euro-
communist party — he is accused of taking
part in guerrilla actions in February. But
copies of his plane tickets, as well as evi-
dence gathered from friends and col-
leagues, show that he did not even arrive in
the Philippines until May 18!

The goal of the military with this frame-
up is clear: they want to stop all journalists
in the future from reporting on the army
massacres, on the terrorism of the vigilante
groups, or on advances made by the guer-
rillas. They want to silence all information
coming from the Philippines. They are also
exploiting the organizational image of “ex-
ternal, communist infiltration”,

That is why solidarity is urgent and im-
portant. We must not let the Philippine mil-
itary make an example of this case. Protest
telegrams or letters should be sent to Phi-
lippines embassies and to President Coraz-
on Aquino, Malacafiang Palace, Manila,
Philippines. Y

YUGOSLAVIA

Protest against arrests

The following petition is being circulat-
ed to protest against arrests in
Yugoslavia:

On May 31 and June 4, two activists in
the Slovenia alternative movement were
arrested, as well as Ivan Borstner, a warrant
officer in the Yugoslav army. They are all
suspected of “having divulged military se-
crets”, and all three are being held in a mili-
tary prison.

The undersigned protest against these ar-
rests, and are demanding the immediate re-
lease of Janez Jansa, David Tasic and Ivan

Borstner.

We support completely the three de-
mands put forward by the Ljubljana Com-
mittee for Human Rights, qlrgady
supported by more than 250 organizations,
groups, journals, party and union branches
and nearly 16,000 individuals in
Yugoslavia:

® immediate liberty, allowing the three to
appear as defendants;

@ the possibility for the accused to freely
choose a civil lawyer;

@ the opening of an enquiry around the
procedure and the conditions of the arrests.

This appeal has already been signe_d
by hundreds of well-known personali-
ties and politicians in France, Britain, It-
aly, Portugal, East Germany, Austria,
the USA and the USSR. Further signa-
tures and letters of protest can be sent
to Yugoslav embassies and to Pred-
sedstvo SFRJ, Palaca Federacije,
11000 Beograd, Yugoslavia. Send cop-
ies to the Commiittee for the Defence of
Human Rights, SKUC, Kersnikova 4,
61000 Ljubljana, Yugoslavia. %

WESTERN EUROPE

Right to vote for
immigrants?

FIRST, the good news. The Brussels Com-
mission of the EEC has published a direc-
tive giving four million immigrants in
Europe the right to vote in municipal elec-
tions in their country of residence by 1993.

Now the bad news. This directive will
only apply to immigrants coming from oth-
er EEC countries, This means, for example,
that in France it will only apply to 800,000
people, and in Portugal less than half of the
immigrant population. Apart from the limi-
tation to EEC citizens, such immigrants
will only be able to vote if they have lived
in the country during a period of six years,
but individual states will have the option of
prolonging this qualification to twelve
years. Y

USSR

Perestroika’s pin-up

UNDER the heading, “My God, she’s beau-
tiful”, the front page of the June 19 Moscow
News proudly proclaimed that 16-year old
“schoolgirl Maria Kalinina has won the
title of *Miss Moscow 88’; 1m 76 tall,
62cm waist and 88cm bust.”

But this first major Soviet beauty contest
apparently did not pass without opposition.
Organizer Leonid Yakubovitch declared
that the event met with obstruction from the
Moscow Komsomol's (CP youth organiza-
tion) director of the methodological centre
“who hampered our work a lot”, Yakubo-
vitch also received a number of anonymous
phone calls. In the first he was offered mon-
ey if he abandoned the contest, and in the
last the caller promised to break his legs if
he went ahead! Perhaps the Soviet authori-
ties should take note that sexism leads to
violence. %
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Debate
continues
on
Moscow
Show
Trials

THE DYNAMIC of the
rehabilitations of the
defendants of the Moscow
Show Trials is continuing in
the Soviet Union, with calls
now being made for the
judicial rehabilitation of Leon
Trotsky — and even the
publication of his writings —
by radical supporters of
perestroika

The following extracts are
from an article entitled
“Debunking the myth of
Stalin” by Evgueni
Ambartsoumov in the June
19 edition of Nouvelles de
Moscou.

HE MAIN defendant in the trial,
accused in his absence — much to
Stalin's regret — was Trotsky.
Stalin hated him most of all, in
1926 calling him “destroyer of the revolu-
tion”, while via industrialization and forced
collectivization Stalin followed Trotsky’s
leftist conception to an absurd degree.
Zinoviev, Kamanev and the others were
accused above all of preparing terrorist acts
against Stalin and other leaders of the party
and the government (including those who
later were to themselves become victims of
the repression). Afterwards, Stalin must
have thought that accusations that were
based on too individualistic motivations
could perhaps result in giving an undesira-
ble impression. At the trial of Piatakov/
Radek, the charges followed another tack:
in order to overthrow Stalin, Trotsky and
the other oppositionists plotted with Hit-
ler’s Germany and the Japanese military,
who they would reward with Soviet territo-

-

- %
: AR
ries. Therefore, all enemies of Stalin were
Trotskyists and enemies of the people.

Trotsky, who was in Norway at the time,
could not believe his ears. A Jew and an
anti-fascist, he and his previous supporters
were accused of having plotted with the
Gestapo! The Hitlerite press thought that
Stalin was throwing a smoke-screen over
Trotsky's subversive activities and it ap-
peared to them that Trotsky had been sent
abroad to stir up the world revolution....

Some people think that the whole world
believed in the Moscow Trials. That is
wrong. Yes, the American ambassador,
Davis, believed in them, [the writer]

Feuchtwanger half believed in them. They
probably thought, like other anti-fascists,
that the absence of any logic and the viola-
tions of democracy were unimportant, giv-
en that the Soviet Union was the sole
important anti-fascist force, and because of
this it could not be questioned. But an im-
portant section of foreign public opinion,
including progressive opinion, received the
Moscow Trials — like the mania for sabo-
tage — with horror and disgust.

Sharing this attitude, André Malraux and
André Gide became estranged from us. At
the same time Arthur Koestler, who was
proposing to come to the USSR and be-
come a tractor driver, wrote his famous
novel on the trials, Darkness at noon, still
never seen by the Soviet people. The accu-
sation of complacency towards fascism
thrown by Moscow at the leaders of the
Second International, for the sole reason
that they demanded that the accused should
not be executed, did not fail to leave a de-
pressing taste in the mouth.

Appeasing his blood lust (Fazil Iskander
was right to describe him as a vampire),
Stalin himself undermined the basis of the
international anti-fascist front that was be-
ing formed and increased the distrust of the
democratic West towards the Soviet Union.
The 1930s trials are the main reasons for
our defeat in 1941 and for victims of the
war being counted in their millions. The
truth about these trials debunks the myth of
Stalin that has poisoned more than one gen-
eration. ¥
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The aims and contradictio?s of
Gorbachev’s foreign policy

WITH THE elimination of intermediate-range
nuclear missiles, Soviet diplomacy achieved
an unquestionable success at the Moscow
summit. The consequences should not be
exaggerated. The number of nuclear
warheads that will actually be dismantled only
represents a minuscule part (2%-3%) of all
those accumulated on our planet, which
threaten the physical survival of the human

The possibilities of a radical reduction in

race.

long-range strategic nuclear weapons remain

very small in light of imperialism’s

determination to base its military doctrines
and practice on the pretence of “nuclear
dissuasion”. It was more of a public relations
success for Mikhail Gorbachev than a real
step towards nuclear disarmament, to say
nothing of total disarmament.

We are more than ever convinced that such
disarmament is unrealizable in the framework
of capitalist rule in the imperialist epoch, and
above all unrealizable in collaboration with
the main imperialist governments.

ERNEST MANDEL

AVING said that, the “public re-
lations” dimension of the opera-
tion should not be considered as
insignificant. For a number of
years, the imperialists had succeeded in
getting working-class and petty-bourgeois
public opinion in the main imperialist
countries (the USA, West Germany and Ja-
pan) to accept the idea that there was a
threat of Soviet aggression in Europe and
Asia, and that in these conditions the arms
race they themselves began was justified.

In Britain, France and Italy this myth had
less impact. But even in these countries,
there was at least a section of workers that
accepted the argument. For decades, the le-
gitimacy of defending the USSR — the
basic creed of the communist parties and
their allies — was largely demolished. The
effects of Stalinism, the military interv-
entions in Hungary and Czechoslovakia
and the Kremlin's adventurist course in Af-
rica and Afghanistan were all grist to the
mill of anti-Soviet and anti-communist
propaganda.

Through an adept reorientation of Soviet
diplomacy and propaganda, Gorbachev
and his team have succeeded in totally
changing this ideological/political situa-
tion. By taking the imperialists at their
word on the *“dual-track solution” for med-
ium-range missiles!, for the first time since
the Vietnam war, if not since the Nazi ag-
gression against the USSR, they have be-
gun to base themselves on appealing to
Western public opinion from a strong polit-
ical position, rather than starting from the
need to defend initiatives and doctrines un-
popular with the masses.

Because of this, the political climate has
begun to change in a whole series of coun-
tries, in a way that can only benefit the
whole workers’ movement, including its

revolutionary wing. The demolition of the
“evil empire” ideology and rabid anti-
communism has undermined the bourgeoi-
sie’s ideological operation, put a brake on
the conservative neo-liberal offensive and
widened the space for a common anti-
capitalist front. In the USA, this means
more opportunities for an initial break-
through for political class independence in-
side the broader masses.

Imperialism on defensive
diplomatically

Of course, nothing should be taken for
granted in this respect. In the last analysis,
everything depends on the capacity for po-
litical initiatives of revolutionary and anti-
capitalist forces, on their increasing their
weight within the organized workers’
movement and the whole working class,
and on the successive stages of the recom-
position inside the workers’ movement.

But you would have to be blind not to no-
tice that, for the first time in many years,
imperialism is seriously worried and on the
defensive diplomatically. The fact that the
West German social-democratic party, the
SPD — for 30 years the main pillar of anti-
communism and NATO in the European
workers’ movement — has made a spec-
tacular turn towards systematic if not insti-
tutionalized dialogue with the East German
Communist Party (SED)?, symbolizes this
change in the political/ideological climate.

Gorbachev is now doing his best to ex-
tend the success of the Moscow summit by
putting Washington on the spot again in the
area of conventional disarmament. Imperi-
alist propaganda’s main argument against
the Soviet follow-up proposals on nuclear
disarmament is that they objectively go in

the direction of “disarming Europe”, mak-
ing it “indefensible”, given the supposed
“overwhelming superiority” of the Warsaw
Pact’s conventional forces.> Gorbachev and
Shevardnadze reply: If that’s what you're
afraid of, let’s agree to reduce conveniional
arms on the basis of a strictly controlled
parity. Once again they have turned the
tables back on the imperialists. So much the
better.

However, reducing Gorbachev's turn in
international relations just to disarmament
initiatives would be a serious error. By the
same token, a parallel mistake would be to
judge the changes taking place in the rela-
tions of forces on a world scale solely by
the political/ideological climate prevailing
in West Germany, the USA, Japan and the
other imperialist countries.

In reality, the disarmament offensive and
charm aimed at Western public opinion by
the Kremlin is only one piece in a puzzle
that is beginning to take shape. The Krem-
lin is engaged in negotiating a broad agree-
ment with imperialism. Its objective is to
establish a pattern of “advanced peaceful
coexistence,” which involves its making
manifold political concessions in exchange
for economic advantages. The “third
world” liberation movements and the un-
folding revolutions in many key areas of
Latin America, Africa and Asia risk being

1. On the various aspects of this problem, see the arti-
cles by David Seppo in /V 128, October 26, 1988.

2. This article obviously also reflects, at least panially,
the interest that the West German, or even European,
bourgeoisie have in considerably expanding its exports
to the USSR and West Europe.

3. This “superiority” is a blatant obfuscation. The best
book on this question, Jacques Sapir’s Le Systéme Mil-
itaire Soviétique (Paris, La Découverte, 1988), con-
cludes that the NATO forces are superior, if the quality
of weapons and concomitant factors other than purely
quantitative ones are taken into consideration.
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left to pay the bill for this search for a glo-
bal accord,

To undf:_rs'tand the reasons for this pro-
Ject, the starting point cannot be an idea that
“Gorl?a'chgv is taking his inspiration from a

revisionist” ideology, or the ridiculous
theory that the Soviet leader is trying to re-
introduce capitalism into the USSR. As un-
der Stalin, Kruschev and Brezhnev, the
burgaucracy is operating essentially prag-
matically, trying to resolve immediate
p:roblems in accordance with its own mate-
rial and social interests. Doctrine and ideol-
ogy are adapted to suit the needs of
realpolitik, rather than the realpolitik
flowing from “revisions” of
“doctrine”.

Gorbachev's fundamental
motivation, which is shared by
most of the other “tendencies”
or “currents of opinion” in the
top echelons of every section
of Soviet bureaucracy, is that
it is urgent to overcome the
stagnation and dysfunctioning
of the Soviet economy. It is ur-
gent to radically reduce the
senseless waste of material
and human resources.

Gorbachev, his main eco-
nomic advisor, Aganbegyan,
and his main ideologues never
stop repeating that if perestroi-
ka — understood in this way
— is not put into practice, the
USSR will become little more
than a second-rate power, and
will fall technologically and
militarily so far behind the im-
perialists that it will not be
able to catch up. Therefore,
the “detente” policy followed
by Gorbachev has a twofold
objective corresponding to
this motivation.

The first aim is to reduce the
costs of the arms race, which
have become unbearable for
the USSR.# Parity in military spending be-
tween the USSR and the USA means a dou-
ble burden for the USSR as compared with
that of the USA. Because its national in-
come is only half that of the United States,
an equivalent military expenditure would
represent 14%-15% of Soviet national in-
come compared to 7.5% for the United
States. Above all, the USSR wants to avoid
the financial costs of a further militariza-
tion of space (Reagan’s ‘‘star wars”
projects).

This means neither “disarming” the
USSR in the face of imperialism, nor dis-
mantling Soviet armed forces. Rather, the
goal is to modernize as cheaply as possible
by gradually de-emphasising nuclear
spending, and maintaining technological
parity with imperialism in the area of con-
ventional arms (or, rather, regaining parity,

because the USSR seems to be already seri-
ously behind in this area).

The second aim is to dismantle the trade
and technological blockade that American

;mperiali.?m imposed on the USSR after its
Intervention into Afghanistan — if not
since the beginning of the “cold war” —
fmd to optam large-scale credits from the
Imperialist countries for the modernization
of the USSR. Stalin sought in vain to get
such credits at the end of the second world
war. The fact that Washington refused them
at a time when the Soviet economy was
very weak was undoubtedly one of the
main reasons for the “structural assimila-
tion” of Eastern Europe by the Soviet bu-
reaucracy, and the division of Europe into

“two camps.” This was scarcely something
that Stalin decided after the victory of Sta-

lingrad, as apologists for the cold war
wrongly suppose.

The amount of credit sought is very con-
siderable, in line with the needs of over-
coming USSR’s present technological
backwardness. Stalin hoped for $5 billion
from Roosevelt-Truman. Gorbachev is
probably looking for ten times that from
Reagan's successors, even if this is spread
out over a number of years (obviously the
1989 dollar is worth much less than the
194445 one). We should remember that
West Germany just granted $2 billion
worth of credit to the USSR. So, the objec-
tive cited above does not seem entirely
fanciful.

The search for an overall accord with im-
perialism inevitably involves close collabo-
ration between Washington and Moscow to
settle what are commonly called “regional
conflicts”. Today, this concerns above all
Central America, southern Africa (Nami-
bia, Angola, South Africa), north-west Af-
rica (Ethiopia/Eritrea), the Middle East (the

"re Chnsta|] science Monitor

territories occupied by the Israeli state,
Lebaron, the Iran/Iraq war and its repercus.
sions in the Persian Gulf), Afghanistan and
Kampuchea.

Th.e concept of “regional conflicts” is
ambiguous, if not obfuscating. It haphaz-
ardly throws together phenomena as differ-
ent as genuine people’s revolutions with a
permanent revolution dynamic (Central
America); independent, stormy mass
movements against national and social op-
pression (South Africa, Palestine); civil
wars between petty-bourgeois nationalist
governments and pro-imperialist reaction-
ary forces (Angola, Mozambique); resis-
tance to national oppression
led by progressive petty-
bourgeois forces (Eritrea) or
politically retrograde forces
(Afghanistan); wars between
bourgeois states (Iran/Iraq),
and so on. Moreover, this is
not an exhaustive list of all the
different phenomena in
question.

So it is not possible either
to make a peremptory and
sweeping judgement about the
Kremlin’s gradual disengage-
ment from these “regional
conflicts”, nor to approve or
disapprove of it en bloc with-
out making any distinctions.

We support the withdrawal
of Soviet troops from Afgha-
nistan and the withdrawal of
Vietnamese troops from Kam-
puchea, for reasons that we
have explained for a long
time.* We do not challenge the
negative consequences of this
withdrawal from the point of
view of the working class, but
we are convinced that pro-
longing the presence of these
troops would have even more
negative effects than the with-
drawal itself.

Gorbachev has decided on this solution
for Afghanistan not only to reduce the costs
of a military operation that has no hope of
success, not only to make negotiations with
Washington and Peking easier, but above
all undoubtedly because the Afghanistan
war had become increasingly unpopular in
the USSR. A recent opinion poll there
showed that 57% of the population support-
ed the withdrawal of the troops.

The same applies to the occupation of
Kampuchea by Vietnamese troops, which
represents an unbearable political and eco-
nomic burden for a society on the verge of
famine and a government facing a growing
crisis of authority among the masses. It
seems certain that Moscow is exercising in-
creasingly open pressure on Hanoi from

4. 1. Primakov recognized this openly in Pravda on
January 8, 1988.

5. See in particular the Statement of the United Secre-
tariat of the Fourth Intemnational on Afghanistan in /V
138, April 4.

6. See Le Monde Diplomatique, June 1988.
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is point of view.®

ﬂuhs'lggcow's change in attitude toward r.he
civil war tearing north-east Africa apart 1s
of a similar scope, even if it does not con-
cern a conflict identical to those in Afgha-
nistan and Kampuchea. The behaviour of
the Mengistu regime in relation to op-
pressed nationalities, above all the. Eri-
treans, is indefensible from any point of
view, whether from Leninist principles or
humanitarian concerns.

Mengistu — a narrow-
minded nationalist

Advancing the idea that safeguarding
Ethiopian “national unity” takes priority
over the fight against famine, cold-
bloodedly running the risk of millions of
people dying rather than allowing supp]_ies
to get through to the rebels, means acting
like a bloodthirsty despot, not like proletar-
ian revolutionary or an anti-imperialist. If
you compare this attitude with the one that
Lenin took at the height of the civil war in
Russia, to the “Nansen mission’s” fight
against famine, it becomes clear what a
vast distance there is between a real com-
munist and a narrow-minded nationalist
like Mengistu.

Again in this case, the Kremlin’s “disen-
gagement” seems necessary and justified
even from the standpeint of proletarian in-
ternationalism, if the aim is not simply to
reduce the USSR’s unproductive military
spending.

The Iran/Iraq war and the Gulf conflict is
even more complicated. The immediate
and unconditional ending of this senseless,
fratricidal war is manifestly in the interests
of both the Iraqi and the Iranian masses,
and in the interest of both the Arab revolu-
tion and Iranian revolution. If the USSR
throws its weight into the ring with this
aim, in particular by stopping its supplies
of arms to the two belligerents and putting
pressure on the countries of oriental Eu-
rope to do the same, we could only approve
of such a *“turn”. (For the time being, the
USSR is directly or indirectly the main
source of arms for Iraq.)

However, a blockade of Iran alone, im-
posed in agreement with Washington and
under the aegis of the United Nations,
would be seen by the Iranian masses, who
in fact are becoming more and more war
weary, as the USSR directly aiding an im-
perialist aggression against the Iranian rev-
olution. It would further discredit the
Iranian non-Islamic left. It would reinforce
the hold of Khomeniite fundamentalism on
the masses. The reactions of the popular
masses in Pakistan be similar. This is what
is making the Kremlin hesitate.

The case of the territories occupied by Is-
rael is clearer still. For a long time, the
Kremlin’s aim has been to get the Zionist
state to make some minor concessions to
Syria and the PLO in exchange for a defini-
tive recognition of Israel by the Arab
world, including the PLO.” To achieve this

end — which for the moment is umealiz?-
ble, in view of the Zionist establishment's
resistance to making the slightest conces-
sion of this sort — Moscow has been‘ put-
ting forward the idea of an intema.ltmnal
conference including the Soviet Union. In
this way, it hopes for nothing more L}lan to
recover some political influence in the
on.
rt"Ig-llcwve‘.\.-er. the insurrection of the Pales-
tinian masses is giving this policy of open
collaboration with the imperialists in the
Middle East a severe buffeting. Gorbachev,
who is even more pragmatic than Khrush-
chev or Brezhnev, will therefore hesitate
before committing himself fully to this
course. He will wait to see how the events
unfold.

On the other hand, “peaceful solution” of
the conflicts in southern African and Cen-
tral American has unquestionable counter-
revolutionary implications. Through their
merciless economic blockade and the mili-
tary aggression they support, the imperial-
ists have the Nicaraguan revolution by the
throat. The Salvadoran and Guatemalan
revolutions are facing massacres perpetrat-
ed by the local agents of imperialism.

The internationalist duty to aid this de-
veloping revolution is clear. The argument
that this is too expensive for the USSR is
hypocritical and dishonest, if you compare
the amount of the aid given to Nicaragua
with what the Soviet Union gives to bour-
geois governments in the “third world.”

So the mounting pressure on the Sandi-
nistas today — which will be put on Cuba
in the future — to seek an accommodation
with Washington reflects a definite politi-
cal choice. It means that Gorbachev is giv-
ing priority to an overall “detente”
agreement, rather than to the strategic ad-
vances that the bureaucracy could gain
from an alliance with revolutions that are
already victorious or that could be in the
not-too-distant future.

Washington’s condition -
for detente

The clear signal that Washington is send-
ing is: Drop any idea of extending the revo-
lution in Latin America, or there is not
going to be any lasting detente. If Dukakis
becomes Reagan’s successor, this is not
going to change much. In response, Gorba-
chev has been sending more and more sig-
nals to the effect of “Message received and
understood.”

In Angola, the original scheme for a
compromise agreement that would couple
withdrawal of Cuban and South African
troops has been seriously put in question
again by the fact that Pretoria seems to be
moving toward an additional demand —
inclusion of its stooges in the counter-
revolutionary tribalist organization UNITA
in the Luanda government. The Kremlin's
attitude to this seems at least hesitant,

“In an interview, the Soviet deputy for-
eign minister, Anatoli Adamishin made it

plain to The New York Times that Moscow

favored a ‘political solution’ to cut the An-

golan-Namibian knot. If in\'ite-d to partici-
pate directly in these negouiations, the
Soviet Union would ‘consider it very atten-
tively,” he asserted, which says to me that
Moscow is eager to cut costs. “Where there
is a will, there is a way,’ said the up—aﬁd-
coming Mr. Adamishin, addin'g wryly, ‘in-
cluding economic considerations of such
concern to you'.”

The southern African affair is the most
serious. The Nicaraguan and Salvadorgn
revolutions are besieged fortresses. Bu_t in
Nicaragua, as weakened and small as 1? is
facing the imperialist giant, the revolunpn
is armed and holds power. These are not in-
considerable advantages. In El Salvador,
facing a blood-thirsty and merciless enemy,
while the revolutionists do not hold power
they are at least armed. So, they cannot be
liquidated en masse as ARENA’s fascist
co-thinkers did in Europe.

Outcome of “global deal”
will depend on other forces

The oppressed Black masses of South Af-
rica do not have these advantages. They are
not armed. They do not have a scrap of po-
litical power. But the impressive trade-
union self-organization that led to the suc-
cess of the general strike of June 6-8, 1988,
shows a very promising potential for
struggle. Pressure from the Kremlin for a
deal with the “liberal” wing of the South
African bourgeoisie, the agent of imperial-
ism in the country, could be a real stab in
the back to a young and enthusiastic work-
ers’ movement if it won the trade-union
leaderships, in return for political conces-
sions, to accepting the maintainance of cap-
italist super-exploitation through imposing
self-limitation on workers’ struggle.

However, in both cases — Central Amer-
ica and southern Africa — Washington and
Moscow are not the only players. They can-
not impose a counter-revolutionary “nor-
malization” that would maintain imperialist
domination of these two regions through
local agents. The autonomy from Washing-
ton of the local possessing classes in Cen-
tral America is very marginal. The relative
autonomy of the supporters of apartheid is
much greater, but it still has its limits.

On the other hand, the real autonomy
from the Kremlin of the Nicaraguan and
Salvadoran revolutionists, to say nothing of
the South African mass organizations,
would make it much harder for Gorbachev
to carry through a capitulationist turn. The
situation of the Central Americans is grave,
but not desperate. The situation of the
South Africans is much stronger. The out-

7. “In return, but behind the scenes, Moscow, which
has not given up hope of reestablishing its relations
with the Jewish state, is reportedly calling on the PLO
10 ‘recognize Israel and take into consideration its se-
curity needs.” Mr. Gorbachev told Mr. Arafat that
openly in Moscow at the beginning of April.” (Les
Echos, June 8, 1988.)
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come of a “global deal” will de-
pend in the last analysis on the
capacity of these organizations to
maintain and increase their au-
tonomy from all those social 7
forces (including the internation-
al social democracy) that advise
them to make rotten compromis-
es and put pressure on them for
that.

The difficulties Washington is
encountering in its attempts to
achieve the “regional settlement”
that it wants in Central America
have been quite adequately
summed up in the Washington
Post :

“Few parts of the world are in
greater turmoil than Central
America, and no part of US for-
eign policy is in a greater mess. It
is a region the Reagan adminis-
tration had rightly seen as crucial.
There it hoped Marxist revolu-
tion was to be tamed, reform ad-
vanced, and the whole region
secured within an expanding
democratic orbit.

“But the struggle has gone poorly. Marx-
ists appear today closer to consolidating
power in Nicaragua. Guerillas and death
squads eat away at the center in El-
Salvador. Armies shrivel the realm of elect-
ed government in Honduras and Guatema-
la. Democratic Costa Rica trembles. A drug
lord in Panama scoffs at Washington”s ef-
forts to curb him...

“What went wrong? Each country is dif-
ferent, but the common aggravation of their
difficulties can be traced to the onset of
leftist revolutions....Jn Guatemala, El Sal-
vador and Nicaragua... Inevitably the revo-
lutions evoked a US response, which itself
became part of the problem....

“The upshot is that neither a conservative
nor a liberal US administration has a work-
able security policy beyond improving lo-
cal containment and hoping that Mikhail
Gorbachev will somehow help out..” (My
emphasis, International Herald Tribune
(IHT), June 21, 1988.)

N
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Gorbachev holds two
trump cards

In order to improve the relationship of
forces for his negotiations with the imperi-
alists, Gorbachev holds two trump cards
that he can play in succession. The first is
normalizing relations with China, or even
reestablishing a de facto alliance with Pek-
ing (a military alliance like that of the
1950s is unlikely). It is known that Deng
Ziao-Ping posed three conditions for such
normalization — withdrawal of Soviet
troops from Afghanistan; withdrawal of
Vietnamese troops from Kampuchea; and
withdrawal of the Soviet missiles aimed at
Chinese cities from Siberia and of the So-
viet troops concentrated along the Amur
river.
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The first of these conditions is being met.
The third may rapidly be so. As for the
withdrawal of Vietnamese troops from
Kampuchea, the Kremlin seems to be ac-
tively working on that.

Perspective of German
reunification

A rapprochement between Moscow and
Peking is therefore possible in the near fu-
ture. A Gorbachev/Deng Diao-Ping sum-
mit seems to be in preparation, although
the Chinese are still dragging their feet, in
particular because they wonder how long
Gorbachev will remain in power in Mos-
cow. But their fear of a gradual remilitari-
zation of Japan nonetheless prods them in
the direction of such a rapprochement.
They know that US imperialism can hardly
opt for protecting China against Japan. But
the USSR could do it.

The second trump is a more radical one
than the first with respect to the changes
that it could touch off on the international
scale. It is giving the green light to West
Germany for qualitatively more advanced
economic integration with East Germany.
Moscow can hold out such a perspective —
along with that of a spectacular expansion
of the Ostgeschdift, West German exports to
the USSR — in exchange for big German
credits, especially if US credits are not
forthcoming.

Such proposals would not fall on deaf
ears in the event of a grave economic reces-
sion in the West and serious long-lasting
threats to the prosperity of the West Ger-
man economy and therefore to the relative
stability of bourgeois rule in West
Germany.

It has already been noted with disquiet in
Washington that the West German foreign

minister, Genscher, took a different posi-
tion from that of Reagan and Thatcher, or
even from Mitterrand, toward Soviet pro-
posals in the area of conventional disarma-
ment. The temptation to go it alone will be
all the greater for the German bourgeoisie if
Gorbachev were also to dangle a longer-
term perspective of German reunification.
However, such a turn in the bureaucra-
cy's foreign policy obviously has extreme-
ly grave implications for the ruling SED in
East Germany. It has an intcrest, like all the
East European burcaucracies, in greater
access to the West European economics.
The Hungarian government has hailed the
fact that it has managed to conclude a deal
with the EEC that virtually eliminates du-
ties on Hungarian goods exported to Com-
mon Market countries as a diplomatic
triumph. East Germany has achicved de
facto but not de jure a similar status,
through re-exporting from West Germany
the goods that it exports to that country.

Pressure on Gorbachev
not to go too far

However, seeking such trade advances
and increasing the imports of advanced
Western technology that goes along with
them is one thing; losing political power is
something else again. German reunification
cannot come about without the SED leader-
ship losing that immediately or in the long
run. Hence, it may find itself confronted
with some painful choices, if Gorbachev’s
course in this regard were to take a more
definite form and accelerate. Hence its
growing internal divisions, which can pro-
duce some surprises. Hence the pressures
on Gorbachev not to go too far down this
road.

In fact, what is at stake, behind all these
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still “piecemeal” changes in
the relations between the
USSR and the “people’s de-
mocracies,” in the context
of changing East-West rela-
tions through “advanced
peaceful coexistence,” is
whether or not the system
of domination of East Eu-
rope by the Kremlin esta-
blished at the end of the
second world war is going
to be maintained.

This system was, after a
fashion, codified by the
Brezhnev doctrine of “lim-
ited sovereignty.” By inter-
vening militarily in
Hungary and Czechoslo-
vakia (after doing so in East
Germany in 1953), the So-
viet leaders showed in a
brutal and cynical way that
they were definitely the real
rulers of these countries.
The “theoretical formula™
of an *“internationalist duty
to preserve socialism” was

—
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Rose El Youssel

(Carroy
Ca&W Syadicate

Underlying the question
of the Soviet bureaucracy’s
overall relationship with
Eastern Europe is the prob-
lem of its relations with the
imperialist bourgeoisies of
Western Europe as a
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whole. While for the mo-
ment Gorbachev is giving
priority to an overall accord
with Washington, he is not
unaware of the growing
tensions in the Atlantic Al-
liance, which arise, in the
final analysis, from the rel-
ative decline of US hege-
mony over the capitalist
world.

As a result, any pro-
longed delay in the eco-
nomic aid it expects from
Washington will increase
the Kremlin’s temptation to
play the “Europe vs. Amer-
ica” card. This would mean
a fundamental revision of
its attitude to the EEC, in-
volving its approval of the

A

i

only window-dressing for
the naive or the ignorant.
Who has given Kremlin masters a mono-
poly of knowledge and truth that would en-
able them to decide independently of, and
in opposition to, the 1hajority of the work-
ing class — or even independently of the
Communist Party of the countries in ques-
tion and their leaderships — that “social-
ism” would be threatened unless there were
a foreign military intervention?

However, the skeletons are coming out of
the cupboards to haunt Gorbachev and his
associates. On a recent visit to Yugoslavia,
he was induced to sign a communiqué that
included the following statement. (No
doubt this was due to pressure from the
leaders of the League of Yugoslav Com-
munists rather than from his own bad con-
science — he is an old associate of
Andropov, who was marked forever by the
treacherous role he played in the Soviet
military intervention against the Hungarian
revolution.)

Hungarian opposition
calls for rehabilitations

“The two parties accord special attention
to strict respect for the obligatory universal
principles of the UN Charter, the Helsinki
Final Act and other documents of interna-
tional law that ban aggression, violation of
frontiers, conquest of the territories of oth-
ers, all forms of threatening and using
force, interference in the internal affairs of
other countries, regardless of the pretext.”
(Pravda, March 19, 1988.)

How could anyone fail to see in these last
lines an allusion to the military interven-
tion in Czechoslovakia and Hungary? The
Hungarian opposition, moreover, did not
miss this. It immediately called for the re-

habilitation of Imre Nagy, Pal Maleter,
Geza Loczonzy and other Communist lead-
ers who were treacherously arrested and
killed by representatives of the Kremlin.

Centrifugal tendencies in
the “socialist camp”

The reaction in Czechoslovakia was still
stronger. Alexander Dubcek, leader of the
CP at the time of the Prague Spring, has just
called for rehabilitation and the reintroduc-
tion of internal democracy in a Communist
Party with its doors reopened to the
500,000 members who were expelled dur-
ing the “normalization.”

However, all these movements in differ-
ent directions, all these centrifugal tenden-
cies in the “socialist camp,” present
Gorbachev with insoluble dilemmas. He
cannot consolidate, or even maintain his
position in the apparatus if he sits back and
watches the breakup of the “camp.” He
cannot intervene using force without deal-
ing a fatal blow to the credibility of glasnost
both internationally and in the USSR itself.
He cannot resign himself to the presence at
the top of the “people’s democracies” of
conservative ruling teams allying semi-
openly with his own opponents with the
CPSU apparatus.® He knows quite well that
opening up a crack for democratization,
even a small one such as he has opened up
in the USSR, means opening the way for a
torrent.?

Moreover, unlike what is happening in
the USSR and in China, any deepgoing re-
form in the direction of broadening the
market mechanisms in Eastern Europe
comes in a context where there is direct im-
perialist economic pressure.

institutional consolidation
of the Common Market and
even its expansion, notably to include
Austria (for the moment this has not
happened).

The implications would be far-reaching,
again for the SED (and its appendage, the
‘West German CP), but also for a whole ser-
ies of communist parties in West Europe,
which have been, and continue to be, deep-
ly committed to an anti-EEC course, as
well as for social-democratic left wings that
have become accustomed to following a
similar option.

More broadly, no one should close their
eyes to the fact that Gorbachev’s foreign
policy involves a general alignment with
social-democratic strategy in West Europe,
whose negative effects on the ongoing class
struggles will soon manifest themselves,
By the same token, this will widen the po-
litical space for the revolutionary forces in-
volved to give consistent support to these
struggles, and will bring about new diffe-
rentiations within the traditional workers’
organizations.

One of the peculiarities of the Soviet bu-
reaucracy and its clones in Western Europe
is that they find themselves forced to com-
bine extreme pragmatism in political op-
tions with an ex-post facto rationalization
of these options at an ideological level. As
Karl Marx already explained, “the bureau-
crats are the Jesuits of the state, the theolo-

8. Thus, Neues Deutschland, the central organ of the
SED, was quick to reprint the famous letter by Nina
Andreeva [to Sovietskaya Rossiya], which Gorbachev
and his team consider an out and out anti-perestroika
and anti-glasrost program. (See [V 143, June 13, 1988.)
9. It has to be pointed out that the international bour-
geoisie is very worried about this, and fears its “destab-
ilizing” implications for the whole of Europe. “The
‘West is likewise reluctant to act as the orchestral con-
ductor of the political reforms in East Europe.” (The
Guardian, weekly edition, May 29, 1988.)
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gi?ms of the state. The bureaucracy is the
priesthood of the republic.” 10
Without in the least sharing the illusions
qf historical idealism — that is, without be-
lieving that the origins or the cause of Gor-
bachev's new foreign policy lie in the realm
of ideology — it is necessary to follow the
transformations of the official doctrine very
attentively. They offer a rather faithful re-
flection of the initiatives that are underway
or projected. This makes it easier to place
such moves in a broader framework. There
is not the slightest doubt that the official
doctrine implies a fundamental change in
this area. In Pravda on January 8, J. Prima-
kov refers to a “new philosophy of foreign
policy.”

The point of departure for the new con-
ceptualization of international policy by
Gorbachev’s ideologues is the notion of a
growing globalization of the foremost con-
tradictions and crises of our time, a globali-
zation that puts the entire world in the same
boat, without any class distinctions. This
notion was already present in Gorbachev’s
report to the last congress of the CPSU. It
was further developed in the last part of his
book, Perestroika. It is being carried to its
ultimate conclusions in a series of positions
adopted by some of his ideologues, in con-
nection with the Moscow summit and its
aftermath.

It is not only the problem of nuclear dis-
armament, but also those of the threats to
the ecosphere (biosphere) of the human
race, the problem of the rational exploita-
tion of energy and mineral resources, the
demilitarization of the international econo-
my — or even overcoming the under-
development of the third world, or at least
the problem of hunger — that are presented
as difficulties that can be solved by an ac-
cord between the USSR,

complex than the Gorbachevites make it,
the only “rational kemel” in all this verb;..
age about “common interests” above class
dlffer_ences and class interests is the com-
mon interest in expanding East-West trade.

But here precisely there is nothing new.
Already at the time of Reagan’s hysteria
over the “evil empire,” far from trying to
starve the “enemy,” the Republican admin-
istration was forced by the United States’
agricultural crisis to expand its exports of
maize and soya beans to the USSR. The
fact that the European and Japanese imperi-
alists have captured a larger slice of the
Ostgeschiift pie has made Washington (and
Wall Street) more attentive to the siren
songs from Moscow.

Political blackmail and
ideological revisionism

At the same time, the temptation to en-
gage in political blackmail has scarcely
been abandoned. President Carter’s foreign
security advisor, Zbigniew Brzezinski, esti-
mates: “It follows that any major extension
of credits and any major Western invest-
ments in perestroika should await truly sig-
nificant cuts in military spending....The
progressive elimination of the Soviet mili-
tary threat, pointing toward the gradual and
peaceful [sic] dismantling of the Soviet em-
pire, could then justify some of today’s
hopeful conclusions.” (Los Angeles Times/
IHT, June 7, 1988.)

The least that can be said is that “com-
mon interests” are hardly evident in such
commentary, or in the thinking that inspires
it or the class objectives that underlie it.

In order to justify the bold concept of
“globalization™ of interests and political

USSR

and other projects, the Gorbachevite ideo-
logues have been led to formulate a series
of still more audacious “revisionist”
hypotheses.

“Advanced coexistence”
and “peaceful monopolies”

Thus, the Gorbachevite ideologues seem
to have come out in favor of US troops re-
maining in Europe, at least if we can be-
lieve a story by American journalist Flora
Lewis: “At the [annual] conference [of the
New York-based Institute for East-West
Security Studies held in Potsdam, West
Germany], the Soviet delegate spoke firmly
of the need for ‘special measures’ to keep
the Americans in Europe; of the importance
of *‘anchoring’ the United States in the old
continent, so that it would remain responsi-
ble for keeping the peace [sic] here....

“ ‘T always supposed,’ said an influential
West German, ‘that Moscow believed the
best thing was to have Soviet troops in
Western Europe, but the next best thing
was to keep Americans here.” ‘The next
best thing is also the best thing,” answered
the Russian.” (New York Times/IHT, June
13, 1988.)

Aleksandr Bovin, an Izvestia editorial
writer has declared: “The new Kremlin
team has essentially [sic] altered the Soviet
attitude toward international affairs... We
have stopped looking at world events ex-
clusively through the prism of the East-
West conflict. We put to the fore human
values in general, human interests in gener-
al."1% (Die Zeit, June 3, 1988.)

In the Soviet magazine Mirovaia Ekono-
mika i Mezhdunarodnye Otnoshenia (No.
8, 1987), L. Ivan wrote that a reconversion
of arms production to civil-
ian production would in-

the main imperialist pow-
ers and the largest third
world states. (The bour-
geois nature of the latter is
no longer disputed.)

Underlying this revision
of the Marxist theory of im-
perialism is the idea that
the imperialist bourgeoisie,
or at least major factions in
it, have a common interest
with the working class, the
“socialist camp” and the
third-world peoples in find-
ing a “global” solution to
these problems.

Let us leave aside the
question of the suicidal na-
ture of nuclear war (even
for the imperialist bour-
geoisie) and the conclu-
sions that could be drawn
from that about the behav-
ior of certain factions of the
bourgeoisie — rational,
semi-rational, irrational, or
even suicidal.!! Leaving
aside this very important

Bv BAS in Tachvdromos (Athens) C&W Svndicate

crease the growth rate of
the US economy aad the
bourgeoisie’s profits. He
does not seem to have heard
about the crisis of overpro-
duction (excess capacity) in
civilian industry. Neither
does he seem to have con-
sidered for what mysterious
reasons US big capital de-
liberately preferred to have
less profits rather than
more. The idea that Gorba-
chev’s advisers know better
than the US monopolists
themselves how to maxi-

10. Karl Marx, Kritik des Hegels-
chen Staatsrecht in Marx-Engels-
Werke (MEW), vol2, p.248.

11. See my article in Quatriéme In-
ternationale, July 1987.

12. Sec also Boris Kourachvili in
Les Nouvelles de Moscou, June 5,
1988. He pleads in favor of “re-
placing the age of inevitable strug-
gle, which has held the stage in the
first half of the twentieth century,
with that of social and class concil-
iation that will probably hold the
stage in the twenty-first.”

problem, which is more
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mize the latter’s profits is a bit grotesque.
Underlying ﬂﬁgmconcepdon o_f “?‘dv‘anced
coexistence” is a whole “soporific” view of
the internal contradictions of capltal'lsm
that excludes the possibility of depressions
and revolutionary crises. It projects onto
the world scale the forecasts that Bernstein
made for Germany (and for Europe) in the
famous “revisionist” debate of 1898-19.04.1:

“Although the deepening general crisis
of capitalism is becoming permanent, the
conflict between the productive forces and
production relations has assumed a chronic
character, and does not threaten to let off a
revolutionary explosion in the foreseeable
future.

“Since the beginning of this century, the
capitalist socio-economic formation has
undoubtedly and largely owed its stability
[sic — two world wars, the 1929 slump,
fascism] to the system’s capacity for arev-
olutionary transformation of the

jected for the main countries of the third
world, the Gorbachevites write openly that,
with a few minor exceptions (Ar}go}a.. M_o-
zambique, South Yemen and Ethiopia; Nic-
aragua, El Salvador and Guatemala are
absent from this list) the development of
the third world is, and will remain, capital-
ist for a long period, and that the USSR and
the national liberation movement have to
work within this framework. (G. Mirski:
“On the road to be chosen for the develop-
ing countries,” in Mirovaia Ekonomika i
Mezhudunarodnye Otnoshenia 5, 1987.)
The hint is clear.

On the basis of all these data, can we con-
clude that Gorbachev’s foreign policy rep-
resents fundamentally a “right mm"_ in
comparison with previous Soviet foreign
policy? Should we carry such a judgem:ent
further, saying that logically, since foreign
policy is the extension of domestic policy,

To this can be added the no less contradic-
tory evolution in the third world, where the
liberation movement overall is on the :.:le-
fensive but retains a capacity for fighting
back and above all an autonomy that are
still remarkable.

The dangers of
over-simplification

In these conditions, condemning every-
thing that is taking place in the USSR as
“rightist,” or even counter-revolutionary, is
indefensible. If Gorbachev is “on the
right,” were Brezhnev, or even Stalin “on
the left”? If everything that Gorbachev is
doing has to be seen as consistent “treach-
ery,” are the rehabilitation of the Moscow
trials defendants, or the de facto toleration
of strikes then “rightist,” in comparison
with the repression of Stalin and

means of production.” (Ivan An-
tonovich: “Dialectics of an Inte-
gral World,” in International
Affairs 5, May 1988. Antonovich
is vice-rector of the Academy of
Social Sciences under the CC of
the CPSU).

Often more Catholic than the
Pope, some SED theoreticians are
going still further than their Soviet
colleagues. They are now talking
about “peaceful monoolies™ [sic]
or the possibility of making these
monopolies “peaceful.” For ex-
ample, Rolf Reissig, director of
the Institute for Scientific Com-
munism under the CC of the SED
has written that “it is possible to
have a capitalism oriented toward
peaceful coexistence and competi-
tion between systems.” He has
also written, “While the military-
industrial complex is in conformi-
ty with monopoly capitalism, it is
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Brezhnev?

But on the other hand, an overall
“yes, yes,” or even a “yes, but,”
are likewise inadmissible from the
standpoint of the interests of the
Soviet and world working class.
We cannot approve of economic
measures that lead to the re-
emergence of unemployment and.
a decline in real wages, or of rot-
ten compromises at the expense of
the Central American and South
African revolutions.

The only valid judgment then is
a nuanced one, case by case, prob-
lem by problem, as I have formu-
lated it throughout this article. Too
bad for the over-simplifiers. They
will be proven wrong by the
events, as they were in the past
and as they are being today by
what is happening ir. the USSR.

The judgment should not re-
main an academic, platonic one. It

not under all circumstances neces-
sary to this system.” (Tages -Anzeiger-
Magazin 10, Zurich, 1988.)

Pressure from imperialism
and the Soviet masses

In the SED’s official theoretical maga-
zine, Einheit (No. 2, 1988), the same Rolf
Reissig wrote unabashedly that broad (1)
strata of monopoly capital are interested in
advancing the “technical-scientific revolu-
tion” outside of the military sphere and
avoiding “the waste of enormous resources
for arms.”!* Because of East Germany’s
position as a “border guard of the camp,” a
whole generation of cadres has been edu-
cated in the idea of “the revanchist aggres-
siveness of monopoly capital.” We can bet
that there these ideas will provoke a gener-
al turmoil and deepgoing political and ide-
ological disarray.

This picture should be completed by in-
dicating that in place of the “non-capitalist
road of development” that Khruschev pro-

glasnost and perestroika should be con-
demned en bloc, in the same way as “ad-
vanced peaceful coexistence™? That would
be hasty. A waming has to be issued
against such oversimplifications, which are
similar to the “yes,yes” or “no, no” that
Leon Trotsky already condemned in the fi-
nal part of Revolution Betrayed.

Like his domestic and economic policy,
the course that Gorbachev is following in
the international arena is made up of a body
of contradictory elements. To understand
the reasons for these contradictions, it is
sufficient to remember that Gorbachev is
operating from a position of weakness on
two fronts. He is coming under growing
pressure at once from imperialism and from
the Soviet masses (or, if you prefer, from
the mounting social crisis in the USSR,
which is being at least partially aggravated
by the beginnings of independent activity
and consciousness among the workers).

Once you understand that, the elements
of the puzzle that emerge successively and
in a disparate way become comprehensible.

leads to a definite conclusion —
defend the Central American revolution,
broaden, internationalize and generalize
the movement of mass solidarity against
apartheid'*; encourage, stimulate and rein-
force throughout the world the class auton-
omy and independence of the workers’
movement from all states and all govern-
ments. And at the same time it is necessary
to seize every opportunity to promote a
wide-ranging debate and wide-ranging uni-
ty in action with all anti-imperialist and
anti-capitalist forces. For a variety of rea-
sons, the Gorbachev experience facilitates
this. Y

13. The small rational kemel in this thesis is that US
imperialism, stretched by its enormous and persistent
trade deficit and a new less serious public spending
deficit, has an interest in keeping the arms race within
certain limits. But it has scarcely any interest in radi-
cally cutting its military spending, to say nothing of
eliminating it.

14. This movement’s possibilities were strikingly con-
firmed by the impressive united anti-apartheid demon-
stration of 50,000 people in Amsterdam on June 12,
1988.

International Viewpoint #145 @ July 11, 1988



WEST GERMANY

Call for rehabilitation of German

communists

THE CAMPAIGN for the
rehabilitation of the victims of
Stalin’s purges has not only
had a response from the
Soviet embassy in West
Germany, but led to a further
controversy about
rehabilitating the German
communist leaders who
perished in exile in the Soviet
Union. On February 15, four
signatories of the appeal (for
the full text, see 1V 137,
March 21, 1988) sent an
open letter to the Soviet
ambassador asking him to
accept a copy of the appeal
with the signatures of those
supporting it.

In the letter, the four — Lev
Kopelev, Jakob Moneta,
Peter von Oertzen, Professor
Herman Weber and Winfried
Wolf — stressed: “The
signatories of this appeal are
all friends of your country and
of the peoples of the Soviet
Union. Precisely for that
reason, they are sorry that
people who played an
outstanding role in the
Russian revolution, who were
among the founders of the
Soviet Union and the
Communist International,
were condemned by the
Moscow trials and are still
considered traitors, despite
their service to your country
and their wider services to
humanity.”

The authors of the open
letter (except Lev Kopelev)
were received in mid-May by
a representative of the Soviet
embassy. The following is an
account of the discussion that
took place and the
subsequent press
conference.

HE EMBASSY first secretary,

Ivan Piskovoy, received a delega-

tion including Jakob Moneta, Pe-

ter von Qertzen and Winfried
Wolf. He said that all those who had been
unjustly condemned and murdered under
Stalin’s rule would be rehabilitated, not
only the victims of the three [Moscow]
trials, who would shortly be juridically re-
habilitated by the Supreme Court of the
USSR.

The first secretary offered his assurance
that the commission appointed by the Polit-
buro to oversee this would continue its
work. He asked, however, for understand-
ing that this would be a long process, and
there were still many enemies of glasnost in
the Soviet Union and that too much publici-
ty would harm the process.

The first secretary reacted also to the
Open Letter to the Soviet ambassador. He
pointed out that the members of the Polit-
buro of the German Communist Party
(KPD) who were killed at Stalin”s orders
(Hermann Remmele, Leo Flieg, Heinz
Neumann, Hugo Eberlein, Herman Schu-
bert, Fritz Schulte, Heinrich Siisskind) had
already been rehabilitated in the biographi-
cal dictionary of the history of the workers’
movement published in 1970 in East Ger-
many. In it, he said, they were described as
friends of the Soviet people who in the
USSR had been “arrested and condemned
on false charges.”

Peter von QOertzen, from the National Ex-
ecutive of the SPD, said that German-
Soviet scholarly collaboration should also
be stepped up in the historical field in order
to bring out the whole truth about this chap-
ter of the past. The Soviet embassy official
took up this appeal, adding that such a com-

mission should have the task of uncovering
the injustice done to Soviet soldiers in the
German Reich during the second world
war,

After the visit to the embassy, a press
conference was held in which Ulrich Briefs
from the parliamentary group of the Greens
and Professor Herman Weber, a specialist
in the history of the KPD and author of sev-
eral books on this subject, took part. The
latter explained that inclusion in the bio-
graphical dictionary that First Secretary
Piskovoy cited could not be considered re-
habilitation, since in these entries it was not
stated in what conditions the leading mem-
bers of the KPD lost their lives in the So-
viet Union. Moreover, shortly after its
publications, the dictionary was
withdrawn.

Professor Weber described it as the
“tragedy of the German communist move-
ment that more German Communists died
at the hand of Stalin than by that of Hitler.”
In order to wipe out this tragedy and once
again make communism a hope, a tele-
graphic recognition of the services of the
pre-1933 KPD leaders was not enough. A
public and political rehabilitation was ne-
cessary, for example through a posthumous
restoration of their membership in the par-
ty, as is now being discussed for Bukharin
in the Soviet Union, and a public settling of
accounts with Stalin’s policy, including to-
ward the German Communists.

So far, nothing like this has happened. At
the press conference the signatories of the
appeal expressed their hope that the West
German CP, if it supported Gorbachev’s
reform course, might publicly come out for
rehabilitation of the German communists
and the victims of the Moscow trials, %
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HAITI
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Military takes center

stage

A SAD SETBACK for
democracy in Haiti was the
way the press presented the
June 19 military coup that
ousted a formally elected
president who had been in
office only four months. The
spectacle was certainly a
dreary one. But is this coup
really the end of the
anti-dictatorial movement
that led to the downfall of
Jean-Claude Duvalier, the
playboy heir of Papa Doc?
The following article
analyzes the factors that
ended the rule of the
“constitutional” president,
Leslie Manigat, and the
prospects for the new, openly
military, government.

ARTHUR MAHON

OLLS carried out before Novem-

ber 29, 1987, when the presiden-

tial elections were supposed to be

held, showed that Leslie Manigat
had no chance of setting himself up in the
National Palace. The elections were
drowned in blood by Duvalierist and army
commandos, with, it seems, the consent of
the CIA. The army remained in power.

When the military decided to hold a paro-
dy of an election on January 17, the four
main candidates in the November 29 elec-
tions called for a boycott. For the ambitious
Leslie Manigat, supported by the Christian-
democratic international organization, this
was an unhoped-for chance. He accepted
the accord offered by the military, who
took care of getting him *“elected” by 2 per
cent of the voters,

Leslie Manigat had accepted being the
prisoner of the army. But he thought he
was cleverer. After all, he had a brilliant
precedent to look to. Francois Duvalier had
in fact become president in quite similar
circumstances. He, nonetheless, managed
to escape the grip of the army by relying on
the Tontons Macoutes [a private militia of
criminals].
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Duvalier restructured the officer corps,
put his right-hand men in key places and
subjected the army to his will. But unlike
Duvalier, Leslie Manigat had virtually no
base inside Haiti. The anti-Duvalier sec-
tion of the bourgeoisie had counted on be-
ing able to exercise power directly after
November 29. It gave Manigat only the
most timid sort of support. The new presi-
dent therefore was hardly more than a
front for military rule. The Haitians re-
mained totally indifferent to his downfall.

The army decided to put Manigat in the
National Palace because it found itself 1so-
lated internationally after November 29. It
needed a civilian facade and a president
who could get US aid flowing again. How-
ever, doing this involved twisting the arms
of some in Duvalierist circles, who were
very hostile to such a solution.

US refuses aid
increase

In fact, 1987 had seen the joint victory of
the Duvalierist barons and the military
(who, while they are mainly Duvalierist,
retain special interests of their own). To-
gether, they managed to contain the mobil-
izations in the summer of 1987 that had
threatened the military regime. Together,
they had also kept the anti-Duvalier bour-
geoisie from being victorious on Novem-
ber 29. Some of them thought that after
two years of difficulties and humiliations,
they had been cheated of their victory and
the rewards that should have accompanied
1L.

Moreover, Manigat suffered a grave in-
ternational setback. The US congress re-
fused to increase its aid program, which
had been cut back by two thirds (from
$107 to $35 million). Increased aid from
France, Venezuela and Taiwan, and prom-
ises of aid from West Germany and Cana-

da, could not fill the big hole left by the cut
in the US appropriation. .

In these conditions, the compromise
made with Manigat lost a lot of its advan-
tages. Several factors precipitated his
downfall. In trying to increase his room for
maneuver, the president entered into direct
competition with the Duvalierists. They did
not tolerate his attempts to place his own
henchmen in public administration, where
jobs are highly valued. They looked on the
government’s attempt to subordinate the
police to the Ministry of Justice, in accor-
dance with the constitution, with a very
jaundiced eye, and they blocked it.

The government’s announcement of a
plan to “reorganize the neighborhood com-
mittees and vigilance brigades in a con-
trolled rather than a freewheeling way as
before” reminded them of the formation of
the Tontons Macoutes. And Manigat’s ma-
neuvers to base himself on divisions in the
army were also very badly received.

Divisions in army
undermining regime

The countryside and popular neighbor-
hoods have not been a theater of mobiliza-
tions, as they were in 1987, The pressure of
the army, strong and often murderous in the
provinces, has played a dissuasive role. But
above all, after the big mobilizations and
disillusions of last year, a period of reflec-
tion and reorganization has set in popular
circles.

However, during the Manigat presidency,
despite his threats and the intervention of
the repressive forces, strikes multiplied in
the factories of the Port-au-Prince industri-
al zone. This social instability was com-
pounded by the insecurity created by the
terrorist commandos seeking to destabilize
Manigat and intimidate the population.
This led the bourgeoisie to view Manigat’s
departure without too much displeasure.

Finally, pressed by the World Bank,
which made putting the customs services in
order a condition for granting credits, Man-
igat tried to attack the problem of smug-
gling. This meant confronting a whole
section of the army that makes big profits
from contraband. And it proved capable of
mobilizing large sections of the population
in the port cities who also profit from this
traffic.

After several turbulent weeks, in the
course of which Leslie Manigat tried to tun
alternatively for support to one section of
the army involved in smuggling, represent-
ed by General Namphy, and a section spe-
cializing in drug traffic, represented by
Colonel Paul, the president was driven out
of power and out of the country on June 19.

The big winners seem to be some Duval-
ierist dignitaries, who have regained impor-
tant positions in the state. But the divisions
in the army, having almost led to a physical
confrontation, are undermining the military
regime. It is now more isolated than ever
internationally. %
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