


Let Them Eat Glasnost

Everyone knows the old joke about Russia's
top-down brand of state capitalism: capi-
talism is the exploitation of man by man,
whereas communism is the opposite. In fact,
of course, there are no socialist republics
(socialism not being compatible with govern-—
ment), nor are any of the Soviet Union's
republics examples of socialism (which re-
quires a classless, moneyless society
functioning on a worldwide basis), nor are.
there even any soviets (councils acting as
the workers' democratically elected dele-
gates) in the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics. Vhat’s in the name, then? An
immense majority who go to the market
everyday to sell their only commodity-—-
their ability to do work--to a small minor-
ity who....roll up their shirtsleeves and
plunge into the "work” of supervising and
directing the country’s capital investments

so as to make them yield a profit (some-
one's got to do it, after all!).
And now that the USSR’s workers, women

and men alike, have glasnost, Nikhail Gor-
bachev’'s policy of "openness,” they will
presumably become happier and more produc-
tive and, not least, more accessible to
multinational penetration. For even the
spectre of communism has at last been
incorporated into the marketplace!

Common Ownership

It is no academic exercise to point out
that the word "communism” means only common
ownership of the means of producing wealth:
the right to decide on the use of the mech-
anisms by which society recreates and
reproduces itself. The state is designed,
on the contrary, to enforce the will of a
minority against the wishes of the major-
ity (in modern times, perversely enough,
through the use of "majority rule”). As
"open” as the CPSU and its politburo may
now be projecting themselves, all the
glasnost in the world (though there isn’'t
that much of it floating around anyhaw)
will not make them communists.

Are We “Commies” ?

As communists (socialists) ourselves,
our policy has often been confused with
theirs. During the second world war, when
the Allied Powers calculated it was to
their advantage to court Russia’s ersatz
ruling é€lite, a great deal of treacle and
syrup poured forth from the US government
about the heroic Soviet Union, led by that
epic working-class genius, Joseph Stalin.

If you were too young during the days of
world war II, or not yet born, there are
books and articles readily available deal-
ing with the cooperation and friendship
between the bolshevik-style Communists on
the one hand, and the professed champions
of "democratic” capitalism on the other.
(For starters, try The Pocket Book of the

Var, Quincy Howe, Ed., Pocket Books, Inc.,
New York, 1941.)
However, when the President of the

United States and the Prime Minister of
Great Britain were wining, dining and deal-
ing with Stalin in the Kremlin, the Vorld
Socialist Party and its Companion Parties
in other countries were openly opposing the
war as a carnage not worth the shedding of
a single drop of working-class blood. Vhen
the secret police of the Soviet Union and
the secret police of the United States (the
forerunner of the present CIA) were acting
in unison, we were speaking out and writing
articles attacking the war.

Vhen the Communist Party was recruiting
for the war effort, selling Victory Bonds,
waving the flag and singing the national
anthem of America, as well as that of
Russia, we of the Vorld Socialist Party
were speaking from the rostrum on Boston
Common as our comrades in England spoke in
Hyde Park; continuing to wurge our fellow
workers to organize for the abolition of
capitalism everywhere--the basic cause of
war.

Are They Communists?
Thus, we are not Communists in the popu-

larly accepted meaning of that  much-
maligned word. Ve do not support or sym
pathize with Russian or Chinese or Cuban or
any other state capitalism. Ve are commun-
ists, though, 1in the classical meaning of
the term. Ve are scientific socialists who
advocate the complete and immediate aboli-
tion of the buying and selling system in
all its forms around the world and the
immediate introduction of a system of pro-
duction for use.

1f the workers of the Soviet Union want
an "opening” that is socially authentic,
they would do well to press for the immed-
iate elimination of the system that keeps
them exploited in more or less the same way
as it does everywhere else. Perhaps glas-
nost will inadvertently give them some
space in which to think about organizing
for a real socialist revolution.®
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the mets reportedly demanded and

rece of Ethiogpia’s coffee
groduction. the impoverished coun—
ry’'s principal farei exchange

earner. {Forbes, 11/2/871

(o be sure, wheeling and dealing in the
wrld’'s markets does also have its
shameful parts:

The heavy drinking in the Soviet
Union simply means that the satis-
factions and opportunities available
to the Soviet working classes today
the “hehvy-drinking  Englieh working
wor
classes at the ngimnsof the Pogg
Laws. [Bational Review, 11/6/871

forking classes? Vhat warking classes?
it is "not easy,” Gorbachev assures us
.Boston Globe, 11/9/871, to ensure "a pos—
s5ibility for continuwous progress.” So
vhile "the Soviets” wine and dine interma-
tional competitors and sign arms deals on
the backs of starving children, the "road
to commmise” as trodden in Russia just
jets longer and longer.

««..the upper and middle classes
with h r cash incomes and access
to ialized lies enjoy both
subeidized food from the state and
exgensive food from the cit{ mAr—
kets; the lower classes do not have
access to special supplies and can
not afford market prices. And it

for public health care, public
education, etc. [{Rational Review,
11/6/871

¥ithout a doubt, as Gorbachev says, they
"shall never turn off that road.”

WRONG BOARD, RIGHT CHAIRMAN!

If there can be socialism in (only) one
country, why can’'t there be socialism in
(only) twenty or thirty? All the working
class has to do is get used to waiting.
Another waiting-room was added not long
ago by the successor Gang to the Gang of
Four in China—

Zhao Ziyang, the Chinese Communist
Party leader and grim minister, has
told delegates to the 13th i’artz
Congress In Beijing that the stoc
and bond markets recently revived in
China are not 1 tible with
Narxist pripciples. L Glabe,
11/9/871

There are, it appears, a lot of other
things which are also "not incompatible”

with them: did Chairman ¥ao tell us ev—

of their position? Just a slip of the
tongue, says economist Liu Guoguang in a
recent article, "Socialism is not Bgali-
tarianisn™; for "the policy of equalizing
incomes contradicts the basic tenmets of
Narxiem.” [(The Christian Science Monitor,
117187871
He is quoted as stating that

The slogan of equality attracted
thousands thousands of ple
to the st le for socialisa as
equal distribution of income and
gonfused soclaliem with egalitarian-
sm.

The same Liu also advocates allowing “some
people to become wealthy first as part of
the goal of common prosperity” and be-
lieves that

China should tolerate ts of

capitalism [sicl] ’so long as the
benefit the h of the sociali
forces of uction and do not im-

i on he imacy of blic own—
Erstip.” primcy of pu

Vherever the Leninist parties have came to
power, the result has always been the
same. They maintain capitalist instite-
tions on the justification that ultimately
this will result in the "emancipation of
the working class.” The goal of the Chi-
nese Commmist Party is not (and never
will be) tao accomplish this "ultimate”
goal as its next step.

Using the language of Earxism as a jus—
tification for this (however much they
blunder through the exercise) has becoms
second nature to these old pro’s. All the
CCP seeks to do is mmke China "a modern
socialist power, prosperous, democratic
and highly cultured,” in Zhao Ziyang's
words. [Le Honde, 10/27/87]

But it is absolute twaddle to speak of
"reforming” a revolution, given that the
term "revolution” itself implies only the
laying of a basis for subsequent changes
which had long been necessary anyhow:
which is precisely the sort of revolution
embodied in the term "common ownership”
(a.k.a. communisw). The "nine-years’ re—
fore” of Deng Xiaoping is no more than a
reordering of the China's state—capitalist
agenda. The advantage of the reform (that
it "can attract more people as it gives
then more chances to engage in the State's
management” [China Daily, 10/30/871) is an
advantage only to the accumulating minor-
ity which lives off the backs of the wage-
earning majority.

amne would ﬁt the same H mwless , -——Ron Elbert
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these latter must first have
some measure of value and
surplue value, which can
only be money ("the univer-
sal crystallization of ex-
change value,” as the pam-
phlet rightly calls 1it).
Surplus value in monetary
form is profit, so it is the
monetary calculation of the
rates of profit in the var-
ious sectors of industry
which provides the Russian
ruling class with the infor-
mation it muet have to make
its key aconomic decisions:
those concerning capital in-
vestment.

Profit-Seeking Enterprises

In the private form of
capitalism that exists in
the WVest, the spontanecus
movement of capital to the
more profitable sectors de—
cides where new investment
will go; the decision 1is
made through the spontansous
operation of the law of val-
ue. But since, as we saw,
individual enterprises in
Russia are pnot auvtonomous
profit-seeking units 1like
the private (and state) cap-
italist firms of the Vest,
this task of allocating new
capital to the more profit-
able sectors falls, in the
Soviet econonmy, to the
state.

The state planners are
abliged, in short, to try te
reproduce bureaucratically
the same result that the
spontanecus operation of
market farces brings about
in the Vest. Vhich is ano-
ther way of saying that they
are abliged to try to apply
the law of valuve comnscious-
ly. This does not rule out,
any more than it does in the
Vest, subsidizing certain
politically or strategically
important industries, nor
eeeking a lomger—term rather
than an immediate short-term

profit.
Thus, the Russian economy

the law of value and the
pursuit of maximum profit
(even if this is at national
rather than at enterprise
level) as are the Vestern
economies. It too can ther—
efore be properly described
as capitalist, but--taking
account of the form of own-
ership and the much more ac—
tive role of the state—we
can qualify this further by
calling it state capitalist.
It must not however be for—
gotten that, in the end,
there is only a single world
capitalist economy of which
both the private capitalism
of the Vest and the state
capitaliesm of the Bast are
merely parts. Russian state

capitalism is not a separate
economic system existing on
its own.

Capitalism, then, is
alive and well in the Soviet
Union. It only remains to
add that the case against
seeing Russia as a new ex-
ploiting class system 1is
based not on the theoreti-
cal impossibility of such a
system coming into being
(even though this is un—
likely, given the integrated
nature of the world economy
today), but on the empirical
evidence of how the Soviet
economy operates in prac-
tice, in terms of its own
laws of motion.

~—Adam Buick

Tribute to Rab
(1893-1986)

Lact BFew Year’'s Eve I.
Rab, a founding member
of the Varld Socialist
Party, died. The follow-
ing is a tribute offered
in his memory.

Vhile still attending
high school in Boston, Rab
was the youngest secretary
of the 8Socialist Party of
America (Bugene Debs, Borman
Thomas) and considered
himself quite well
in Narxicm. In 1916, as a
young man enrolled at Chio
Northern, he went to Detroit
in search of a summer job,
fully intending to resume
his studies in the Fall. He
found employment at the Riv-
er Rouge Ford plant and also
contacted the SP of A. There
he met his wife for 63 years,
Ella Riebe, whose father had
been an organizer for the SP
of A in the Nontana-Vyoming—
Colorado region.

He heard about two
Englishmen who were conduct-
ing socialist classes. The
*Brits” were Noses Barritz

Socialist Party of Great
Britain who chose to sit out
the war in the USA. After
his first encounter with
Barritz’s eye-opening mock-
ery of his reformist posi-
tion and . Cohn’s scholarly
analysis on the same theme,
Rab was never the same
again. Be knew what he
wanted to do with the rest

of his life. So much for
the SP of A! So muxch for
college! He would stay in

Detroit.

Rab was a quick learner
and, encouraged by Cohn and
Barritz, despite world war
I, organized on-the—job cla-
sees using SPGB pamphlets as
text in the factory yard
during lunch hour. He was
warned by his supervisor
many times, but he ignored
the consequences. His defi-
ance finally resulted not
only in his dismissal but in
his being blacklisted. By
this time he and Ella had
two little children, and
there was nothing to do but
move back home to Boston.

Somewhere around this
time, a2 few scattered com-
rades in New York and De-
troit along with Rab in Bos—
ton organized the Socialist
Education Society, which

is just as much Everned 2 and Adolﬂ Cobhn of the eventuallz - aevaolved into the

9/ WINTER 1987












1988 Elections

Profit and Pragmatism

Now that we are well into
the pre-election period, all
of the aspiring candidates
for the 1988 Democratic pre-
sidential nomipation are
busy trying out their re-
cruitment-poster tactics on
us, in the usual effort to
persuade us that they can
make the system work (pro-
vided we have lowered enocugh
expectations, of course).

Vhat are our "choices”?

DUKAKIS offers farmers
the option of diversifying
their crope instead of
flooding the markets with a
relatively reduced range of
products and pushes in tan-
dem a ™soclalized” health-
care scheme (for Nassachu-
setts). GORE proclaims the
need for maintaining a
strong "defense posture”
(otherwise known as "sending
signals to the defense in-
dustry”), to defend the US's
farflung interests against
the spectre of commmiss
(i.e., against workers and
peasants fighting for their
lives with their backs to
the wall). JACKSON empha-
sizes the impartance of eco-
nomic and social justice as
he prepares to continue jet-
setting around the world em—
bracing 1leftist politicians
and causes.

BABBIT 1lives up to his
literary namesake, proposing
the adoption of government
policies which will help to
keep business successful and
praductive; which apparently
is an urgent precondition
for getting the rest of us
that way. SINON rambles on
about education and social
issuwes, as though only some
of the issuves are social,
or, for that matter, issues.
GEPHARDT, along with Gore,
advocates continued  high
military spending but with
an emphasis on conventional
rather than nuclear weapon—
ry. (This will ensure long—
er and bloodier wars, which
are obviously better than
short, apocalyptic, radicac-
tive ones!)

Differences Without Distinction
Sounding more like auto-
makers competing far custo-
mers than candidates grub-
bing for votes, they adver-
tise their infinitesimally
different approaches to
dealing with the issues of

the day (housing, taxationm,

Jjobs, drugs, etc.). Slick-
sounding buzzwords like
"partnership” (and more pon—
dercus ones like "infra-—
structure”) trundle through
their speeches like inscrut-

able robots.

On the face of it, "prag-
matisn” seems to be their
only shred of a program. As
an "approach,” it has histo-
rically enjoyed a better re-
ception among voters in the
US for enunciating a program
than its rival philosophy
known as " ideology” although
both are in their essence
closely intertwined atti-
tudes. For each represents,
in its own way, a virtue
eninently suited to the mar-
ketplace.

Capitalist productiom, in
its spread around the globe,
has made pragmatists of the
most diverse kinds of poli-
ticians throughout the
world’'s mnation—states. But
this is very far from saying
that a pragmatic approach

epitomizes good judgement or
"common sense” in a politi-

cian. Any pragmatic politi-
cal course is one way or
another founded on some ide—
olagical thesis, if only be—
cauvse all forms of action
require a theoretical orien-
tation. Yet not one of the
present Democratic Party
candidates has ever evidenc-
ed any awareness of the con—
nection.

Perhaps this is only be-
cause the mass media have
increasingly trivialized the
discussion of issues and

THE WORLD SOCIALIST MOVEMENT

The following parties adhere to the same Object and Declaration of Picipes (see page 12 ):
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. and in

A Revolution Still tobe Made

Bditor's Note: The following text is
taken from a letter issued at the
close of a speaking tour of the Uni-
ted States last Spring by two com-
rades from Europe: Steve Coleman of
the Socialist Party of Great Britaim
(SPGB), and Richard Nontague of the
Vorld Socialist Party of Ireland. It
was written jointly for distribution
to the general public, and we repro-
duce a section of it here because of
its relevance to the cause of world
socialism.

It is with great pleasure that we can
report the success of our recent North
American speaking tour, organized by the
Vorld Socialist Party of the United States.
Activities ranged from debates against de-
fenders of capitalism (in one of which an
economics professor ran out of the hall ra-
ther than answer our case) to public meet-
ings (some informal, others in large halls
with audiences of over 100—all well re-
ceived) to radio interviews (such as the
Fred Fiske Show in Vashington, DC, one of
the most prestigious programs of its kind
on which we were kept on for two hours ra-
ther than the omne originally plamned and
succeeded in tearing Fiske's apologies for
capitalism to threads).

Ve are under no illusion that the tour
was the begimning of a socialist revolution
or that the many people who gave us a po—
lite hearing all agreed with us. Vhat the
tour did show—and it demonstrated this em—
phatically—was that there is a wide body
of people in FNorth America who are recep—
tive to genuine socialist ideas (as opposed
to the Leninist defense of Russian state
capitaliem or left-wing reformism). Those
of us who are part of that wide body have a
duty to build upon what exists, expanding
the world socialist movement into a kmown
political force in this country.

Our Present Situation

The Vorld Socialist Party of the United
States is currently a very small political
organization and we do not pretend for one
monent that we have all the answers con-
cerning the way to transform society from
the insanity of capitalism to the socialist
alternative embodied in our object and
principles (see page12). Ve do claim that
the case for socialism is simple, logical
urgent need of dissemination
throughout the world.

Vhat are the problems we face?

Firstly, the bosses own and control the
institutions of education (indoctrination),
the media and the big, well-fumded politi-
cal parties of capitalisa.

Secondly, the concept of socialism has
been systematically distorted over the past
century, both by those who have a vested
interest in opposing it and those who claim
to be defending it.

Thirdly, many workers have been driven
to cynicism by the histary of capitalist
politice and want nothing to do with any
"isms"” or political organizatiom.

Fourthly, America is a vast country and
the tyranny of distance makes it much hard-
er for those of us who are not rich to or-
ganize than for our bosses who possess the
technology of mass communication.

Barriers to a Socialist Movement

There is no point in ignoring these ob-
stacles to the growth of a socialist move-
ment in this country. Beither should the
problems lead us to defeatism. History is
the story of humankind overcoming its pro-
blems and, without exaggeration, if we are
to survive at all it will only be by over—
coming the mighty barriers before us and
developing a Vorld Socialist Party which
can defeat capitalism.

It is 1imnstructive at this point to com-
sider the position of cur fellow soclalists
in Ireland, who are mainly based in Bel-
fast: five years ago there were only two
of them in the VSP there, fighting a lomely
struggle against ©bigotry and violence.
Today they are a party to be reckoned with
——probably the most visible party in Bel-
fast—with their own office, a printing
press, a regular journal which is selling
very well and a growing membership.

So what can be done?

Ve need a commitment from as many people
as possible to join, or at least support,
the VSP in its North American efforts. Ve
do not want support from those who do not
adhere to our principles, far only on the
basis of common understanding can we be a
movement of equality, without leaders or
led.

Above all, we need activity of a con-
scious kind that we can build this move-
ment on the basis of the strength of prin—

cipled socialist knowledge.
P ——Aaron Feldman (VSP-US)

Steve Coleman
Richard Hontague
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