
PROBLEMSPROBLEMSPROBLEMSPROBLEMSPROBLEMS
(Formerly: Problems Of Capitalism & Socialism,(Formerly: Problems Of Capitalism & Socialism,(Formerly: Problems Of Capitalism & Socialism,(Formerly: Problems Of Capitalism & Socialism,(Formerly: Problems Of Capitalism & Socialism,

Problems Of Communism)Problems Of Communism)Problems Of Communism)Problems Of Communism)Problems Of Communism)

New Series, Number Two
(Vol. 3, No. 3)

Contents

ISSN 1365 7887

Printed and Published by Problems Of
Communism Committee

PO Box 339, Belfast, BT12 4GQ, UK

GORBACHEV, THE SOVIET CRISISGORBACHEV, THE SOVIET CRISISGORBACHEV, THE SOVIET CRISISGORBACHEV, THE SOVIET CRISISGORBACHEV, THE SOVIET CRISIS
ANDANDANDAND

THE RISE OF ISLAMIC POLITICSTHE RISE OF ISLAMIC POLITICSTHE RISE OF ISLAMIC POLITICSTHE RISE OF ISLAMIC POLITICS
 AND

 THE RISE OF ISLAMIC POLITICS

 Introduction  by John Martin

 Gorbachev

 Islam: Ideology
 Of Progress?

 Socialism And
 Private Property

Page 2

 Page 3

 Page 7

 Page 10



Irish Political Review is a magazine which has been in existence

since1986.  It was a follow-on from the Irish Communist.  There

was much interesting material produced in Irish Political Review,

both stimulating to thought and giving an account of what was

happening in society.  At this lapse of time, the Irish Political

Review  provides a historical record of what happened a

generation ago.  Problems proposes to issue selections of articles

from these early magazines, not necessarily because it would

stand over every word that was said, but as an aid to recalling what

is in many ways a different world.
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“The cr is is consists
 precisely in the fact that
 the old is dying and the
 new cannot be born; in this
 interregnum a great
 var iety of morbid
 symptoms appear.” -
 Antonio Gramsci .
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INTRODUCTIONINTRODUCTIONINTRODUCTIONINTRODUCTION INTRODUCTION

 There are two thoughts that strike me
 about the articles in this issue, which
 I wrote in 1988: the first is how

 different the world was then; the second is
 that the elements that would determine the
 nature of present day politics were already
 in place all those years ago.

 In 1988 the world was divided into two
 blocs. Each bloc competed against the
 other for political, ideological, economic
 and military supremacy. In retrospect this
 geo political system was quite benign even
 though it might not have appeared so at
 the time. Each super power was
 constrained in its imperial actions by its
 rival. The US had received a bloody nose
 in Vietnam and it seemed that further US
 imperialist intervention would only be by
 proxy.

 A second element of the system was that
 the Western bourgeoisie was under

pressure to look after its working class as
 a means to diminish the appeal of
 communism.

 All of this was in the process of
 unravelling back in 1988. At the time the
 new seemed to presage a better world.
 Gorbachev heralded the end of the cold
 war and the associated dread of a
 nuclear conflagration. There were pre-
 cious few Gramscian “morbid symp-
 toms”. Some people feared that Soviet
 leaders in a reversal of Lenin’s dictum
 would turn their internal crisis into a
 world crisis, but such fears were never
 realised.

 The articles in some ways were prescient,
 in particular about Islam. However, I was
 wrong about Gorbachev. I had assumed
 that he was more worldly and devious;
 that, notwithstanding the enormous
 challenges, the Soviet crisis would be
 managed in an orderly fashion.

 Recently, I reviewed a biography of
 Francois Mitterrand (Irish Political Rev ewi ,
 January 2009). The book gives some very
 revealing insights into Gorbachev.
 Contrary to my impressions in 1988 the
 Soviet leader comes across as being very
 naive, especially about the West. By
 contrast, the book quotes the Austrian
 Socialist Prime Minister Bruno Kreisky to
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the effect that Yuri Andropov was the
 “strongest Soviet personality since Lenin”.

 We will never know what the world would
 have looked like if Andropov had either
 lived longer or succeeded Brezhnev
 earlier. And so we are left with the world as
 it is rather than what might have been.

 I had not anticipated how thorough and
 complete the collapse of the Soviet Union
 would be or the deleterious
 consequences.

 The USA was no longer constrained in its
 imperialist actions. She had learned the
 lessons of Vietnam. The draft was
 abolished and therefore imperialist wars
 could be fought by the American working
 class without the inconvenience of middle
 class college student protests.

 Working class politics in the West
 declined. Neo conservatism and the
 values of the market were to reign
 supreme.

 But perhaps the line of development set in
 train by the collapse of the Soviet Union is
 now at an end. Russia has re emerged as
 a significant global player if not a super
 power. The USA and Western Europe are
 in the midst of a severe economic crisis
 which will have political ramifications. The
 rise of China seems inexorable as does
 the ideological appeal of Islam which is not
 dependent on the fortunes of a State.

 The old is dying and the new has yet to be
 born!

 
John Martin
November 
2010 
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 It  is reported that the
 Pope has written to
 Gorbachev for the f i rst
 t ime. And, indeed, a l l  the
 l iberal  excitement and
 media hype which
 accompanies Gorbachev’s
 “Glasnost” is  very
 reminiscent of the hooh-ha
 surrounding the accession
 of the f i rst Pol ish pope.

 The l iberals ignored
 everything that the Pope
 said and did dur ing his
 f i rst years of power. They
 were convinced that this
 char ismatic personal ity so
 open to the media had also
 to be a l iberal .

 The s imi lar it ies with
 Gorbachev and his reforms
 are amazing. “Glasnost”  i s
 general ly translated to
 mean “open-ness”.  What it
 actual ly means is “publ ic
 re lat ions”.  “Perestroika”
 means “re-structur ing”.
 Neither the publ ic relat ions
 nor the re-structur ing
 show signs of introducing
 democracy or an accession
 of pol it ical  power for the
 working c lass.

 Party & State

 Just as in Ireland one of the main
 issues in political life is the relation
 ship between the Catholic Church

 and the State, so in the Soviet Union the
 relationship between the Communist
 Party and the state is of decisive impor-
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tance.

 The Soviet state apparatus is the means
 by which the Party exerts its dominance
 over society. While most of the deputies
 in the local Soviets (councils) are not
 members of the Party, the fact that the
 Party is the only purposeful and
 organised element ensures that it retains
 its dominance. Also, all non-party depu-
 ties are nominated by the Party or Party-
 controlled institutions.

 The head of the Soviet State is Andrei
 Gromyko, but the most powerful man in
 the Soviet Union is Mikhail Gorbachev
 because, as General Secretary, he
 controls the real locus of power: the
 Communist Party.

 The Soviet political system in its youth
 was vigorous and purposeful. Lenin and
 more especially Stalin dragged the
 society kicking and screaming into the
 twentieth century. The popularity of the
 Stakhanovites—a movement dedicated
 to increasing productivity in industry—
 was a testament to the enthusiastic
 support for communist ideals. But
 Khrushchev’s change of line at the 20th.
 Party Congress in 1956 seems to have
 had a similar effect on Soviet society to
 that of Vatican II on many Catholic soci-
 eties. It has caused disorientation and
 cynicism. The corruption during the
 Brezhnev era has reinforced this perva-
 sive cynicism. Alcoholism has become a
 real problem and one hears that drug
 addiction was widespread among Soviet
 troops in Afghanistan.

 The regime itself describes the general
 malaise as the problem of “consumer-
 ism”. The people accept Communist
 Party rule rather than support it, and
 meanwhile life is made bearable by the
 consumption of goods.

 But in recent years the economy has
 been stagnant. The USSR is still import-
 ing grain from the USA, and the quality
 of internally produced goods is poor.
 Since Marxism-Leninism has lost its

appeal, a stagnant economy would
 inevitably undermine the legitimacy of
 Communist Party rule, given pervading
 “consumerist” values.

 The Communist Party has decided that it
 is a waste of time trying to revive enthu-
 siasm for Marxism-Leninism. (The soci-
 ety is already saturated with ideology in
 any case.) It has decided that if it is to
 retain power it will have to revive the
 economy. Gorbachev has been chosen
 by the Communist Party to deliver the
 “goods” (literally).

 Reforms

 Since Gorbachev has benefitted from the
 system and was chosen by people who
 have also done well out of the system, it
 is inconceivable that he would intention-
 ally reduce the power of the Party in
 relation to the state. He has described
 (at the recent Party Congress) proposals
 for alternative political parties as a “de-
 basement of democracy” and those who
 advocate them as “parasites”. I don’t
 think he was merely trying to reassure
 the conservatives; it would be surprising
 if any leading member of the CPSU
 thought otherwise.

 The problem that Gorbachev has is that
 many of the economic problems have
 political causes. Now that Marxism-
 Leninism has lost some of its political
 force, it is very difficult to prevent corrup-
 tion within an institution that has a mo-
 nopoly of political and economic power.
 Gorbachev has conducted a purge of the
 Party, sacking many leading Party mem-
 bers in the outlying Republics of Central
 Asia where corruption was particularly
 bad. But discipline imposed from the top
 is not enough. Gorbachev recognises
 the need for reform within the Party.

 There has been talk at the recent CPSU
 conference of limiting the terms of office
 of Party members. Another reform that
 has been proposed is the “election” of
 the chairman of each Soviet (council) at
 each level by deputies to that Soviet. But
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the chairman can only be the secretary
 of the corresponding level within the
 Communist Party. In other words, the
 deputies to the Soviet have only a choice
 between rejecting or accepting the sec-
 retary of the district or regional Commu-
 nist Party. If he is rejected, the Party will
 draw “the appropr ate conclusions”. It
 might, just might, appoint a new secre-
 tary. There is some confusion as to
 whether the highest state office (the
 Chairman of the Supreme Soviet, or
 President) will be filled by the holder of
 the highest Party office (the General
 Secretary).

i

 This hardly constitutes a separation of
 Party and State although, by formalising
 and making explicit the existing domi-
 nant relationship of Party to State, an
 element of very limited and indirect
 accountability is brought to bear on the
 Party.

 There is also a proposal to strengthen
 the state in relation to the Party by allow-
 ing some deputies to the Supreme So-
 viet to work full time as deputies. But it
 has to be remembered that all Soviet
 deputies have to be nominated, in the
 last instance, by the Communist Party.

 All of this is designed to ensure that the
 Party’s dominance is exercised more
 efficiently.

 Economic Problems

 But a more efficient Communist Party is
 not enough to revive the economy. The
 centralised economic planning system
 has proved to be an unwieldy way of
 providing for the consumers’ needs. The
 fact that prices and incomes are fixed
 from the centre and bear a very tenuous
 connection with the real relative costs
 and benefits of goods has led to a
 chronic misallocation of resources.
 Recently the price of grain was higher
 than the price of bread. Also, the system
 provided very little incentive for workers
 to work. What is the point in earning

money if there are very few goods in the
 shops to spend it on? Why should a
 factory produce high quality goods if all
 is required is to fulfill the quantitative
 targets set by the state planning ministry.
 Why should a worker work if he is not
 going to be rewarded—and is not going
 to suffer by being idle? Unemployment
 does not officially exist. This creates
 problems with the allocation of labour
 resources. In some industries there are
 chronic labour shortages, while in others
 there is a surplus of labour.

 The economic system can be summed
 up by the cynical Russian joke: “We
 pretend to work, and they pretend to pay
 us”.

 Gorbachev has allowed the development
 of some co-operatives, especially in the
 Baltic Republics, permitting them to keep
 their profits. The state farms are gradu-
 ally being dismantled and, instead, land
 is being leased by the state to co-opera-
 tives. Broad economic strategy will still
 be decided by the centre but factories
 and collective farms will have greater
 room for manoeuvre.

 In a speech to East German Commu-
 nists a couple of years ago, Gorbachev
 summed up his strategy thus:

 “…the idea is to increase the authority of
 the centre in raising key issues of eco-
 nomic and social development, and
 delegate the other issues for resolution
 at local level. It is to switch the factories,
 collective farms and state farms to a real
 pay-your-own-way basis, encouraging
 them in this way to show greater inde-
 pendence, responsibility and socialist
 enterprise.” (Soviet Weekly, May 3rd,
 1986)

 A “real pay-your-own-way basis” can
 only mean a greater role for market
 forces. But what if the factories cannot
 pay their own way? Will Gorbachev
 tolerate unemployment?
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As part of his economic strategy he has
 attempted to present a more sympathetic
 image of the Soviet Union to the West. A
 thaw in relations is in its interest be-
 cause it would like to import more West-
 ern technology.

 The Thaw

 The thaw in relations has also brought
 foreign policy gains. The Soviet Union
 has withdrawn troops from Afghanistan,
 but it still gives military support to the
 government which it has installed. Mean-
 while, the West is not giving as much
 support to the rebels. Afghanistan is
 definitely not the Soviet Union’s Vietnam.
 It has also saved money as a result of
 dismantling medium range nuclear mis-
 siles. Although the problems of the So-
 viet economy have very little to do with
 defence expenditure, Gorbachev wants
 to dismantle nuclear arms in Europe
 because he knows the Soviet Union has
 greater conventional military strength
 than its NATO adversaries.

 Gorbachev is not a liberal. Like all Soviet
 leaders, he hopes to increase Soviet
 influence throughout the world, while
 retaining the power of the Communist
 Party at home. He is like the Sicilian
 aristocrat in Bertolucci’s film, “The Leop-
 ard”. He recognizes that “things must
 change in order that things may remain
 the same”. But in real life (if not in
 Bertolucci’s Sicily) things never quite
 remain the same. Gorbachev has em-
 barked on a risky course. The Commu-
 nist Party is capable of keeping the lid
 on any economic interests which might
 emerge in Russia as a result of his
 economic reforms, but it will have more
 trouble in the non-Russian regions within
 the Soviet Union.

 The industrialized Baltic regions have
 always been anti-Russian. Lithuania, like
 its neighbour Poland, has a strong
 Catholic presence which has an alterna-
 tive world-view to the Communist Party.

But despite Catholic doctrine on birth
 control, Lithuania (like the other Baltic
 regions, Latvia and Estonia) has a de-
 clining population and Russia has effec-
 tively colonised it. Nearly 50 per cent of
 the Baltic Republic of Lithuania is Rus-
 sian. In any case, economic reforms are
 likely to assuage rather than exacerbate
 any latent nationalism within the pros-
 perous Baltic regions. (Mind you, it was
 found necessary to provide Lithuania—
 alone among the non-Russian Republics
 of the USSR—with its own version of
 Pravda, printed daily in Lithuanian under
 the title Tiesa, the Lithuanian word for
 “truth”.)

 It is more likely that the threat of anti-
 Russian nationalism will be greater in
 the Central Asian Republics.

 Although more than 50 per cent of the
 population of the Soviet Union is still
 Russian, that Russian population is
 static, while the Kirghiz, Turkmenian,
 Uzbek and Tadzhik populations are
 expected to triple over the next three
 decades (R.J. Hill: The Soviet Union:
 Politics, Economics And Society

W

. 1985,
 p. 64). Amalric argues that in the future
 the Soviet Army will not be able to de-
 pend on the growing Muslim Central
 Asians in the event of a war, expecially a
 Middle Eastern war ( ill The Soviet
 Union Survive Until 1984? 1970, pp. 59-
 62). Although the Soviet Union has
 survived 1984, the questions that
 Amalrik raises are still relevant. The
 Soviet Union passed its Afghanistan test,
 but only just.

 In contrast to the Baltic Republics, there
 is a danger that Gorbachev’s economic
 reforms will exacerbate nationalism in
 Central Asia. (In Yugoslavia, for in-
 stance, a greater role for free market
 forces led to greater inequalities be-
 tween the national groups, fomenting
 what might be called local nationalisms
 in that country. Since the death of Tito,
 Yugoslavia has been on the verge of
 disintegration. It is likely that Gorbachev
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will have similar problems, depending on
 the extent to which market forces are
 allowed to develop.)

 How Gorbachev handles the nationalities
 question will be crucial in determining
 whether he holds on to power, and it will
 be crucial for the survival of the Soviet
 Union as a world power.

 All of this is of consuming interest to the
 West. But what is its relevance to social-
 ists in Western Europe seeking to make
 sense of the world?

 One of the most disappointing things for
 me is that, unlike the Czech or Yugoslav
 Communists in the late 60s, Gorbachev
 is not providing the politics for his re-
 forms. What he is doing does not repre-
 sent a new and creative development in
 Marxist thinking. Glasnost and
 perestroika are just appealing slogans.
 They don’t mean anything. He is trying to
 say his reforms are “Leninist”. Bukharin
 could now be rehabilitated and the “New
 Economic Policy” of the early 20s is back
 in fashion. But the NEP was only intro-
 duced by Lenin as an expedient mea-
 sure before more thorough social owner-
 ship could be carried through.

 In conclusion, Gorbachev appears to be
 a highly skilled technocrat who seems to
 be conducting a slow retreat from social-
 ism in the Soviet Union. The weakness
 of his campaign is that he has no cred-
 ible politics to justify his reforms. This
 could prove to be his Achilles heel.

 John Martin

Irish Political Review
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 For f i fty years Russian
 Communism provided the
 ideological  lead for Third
 World countr ies which
 wished to modernise. The
 Soviet model no longer
 exerts that attractive role,
 but what wi l l  take its
 p lace?
 Could it  be Is lamic
 Fundamental ism? Is Is lam a
 possible vehic le for Third
 World self-development?
 This art ic le is a
 contr ibution to that
 d iscussion.

 Russian Retreat From Social
 Ownership

 In the last issue of the Irish Political
 Review it was suggested that
 Gorbachev was not trying to introduce

 democracy into the Soviet Union. The
 aims of his reforms were to make the
 Communist Party’s hegemony over Soviet
 society more efficient and, like all Soviet
 leaders, to increase the power of the
 Soviet Union throughout the world. While
 the Soviet Union has dismantled some of
 its medium range nuclear missiles in
 Agreements with the West, it was pointed
 out that the Soviet Union would benefit
 from a nuclear-free Europe, since it had a
 superiority in conventional forces. Indeed,
 since Gorbachev acceded to power in
 1985 there has been a quantitative and
 qualitative improvement in the
 conventional forces of the Warsaw Pact in
 Europe.

 The implication of all this is that Western
 enthusiasm for Gorbachev is misplaced.
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Nevertheless, the delight of the Western
 bourgeoisie for his economic reforms is
 understandable.

 Gorbachev has decided to allow a greater
 role for market forces. The State Farms
 are to be dismantled and land is to be
 leased to farmers for periods of up to 50
 years. This amounts to a restoration of
 private property. The Soviet leader has
 characterised these reforms as a return to
 the Leninist “New Economic Policy” of the
 1920s. But Lenin introduced the NEP as
 an expedient measure before greater
 social ownership could take place. It was
 never the intention of Lenin to make a
 virtue out of the necessity for the NEP.

  It is noticeable that Nikolai Bukharin is
 one of the figures being rehabilitated in
 Gorbachev’s rewriting of history. Bukharin
 favoured the continuation of the NEP and
 resisted the collectivisation of the first five
 year plan in 1928. The latest from Moscow
 is that Trotsky will not be rehabilitated.
 Trotsky, of course, was a left wing
 Bolshevik who wanted the NEP to be
 abandoned far sooner than Stalin did.

 Gorbachev’s selective rewriting of history
 is not an indication of liberalism. His
 spurious ‘Leninist’ justification for his
 economic reforms cannot hide his retreat
 from the ideals of social ownership. This
 has enormous implications for East-West
 relations.

 From the 1930s until the 1950s it was
 widely felt in the capitalist world that world
 civilisation was going to follow the lead of
 Soviet Communism. This was by no
 means merely confined to the Labour
 movement, but was also shared by such
 intellectuals as George Bernard Shaw and
 the Webbs, who were rapturous in their
 praise of the ‘new c vil sation’ in Stalin’s
 Soviet Union.

i i

 Third World Developments

 Following Khruschev’s secret speech and
 the total failure of his agricultural policies,

communism was not perceived as such a
 great threat to the industrialised world, but
 the Third World was ‘up for grabs’.

 Many Western foreign policy experts felt
 that the West had serious disadvantages
 in the sphere of foreign policy. The rapid
 turnover of leaders as a result of elections
 made it impossible for the formulation of
 long term coherent foreign policy.  The
 Vietnam War showed that America was
 incapable of engaging in a long term war
 abroad. It was far more serious than a
 military defeat. The American people
 decided that their politicians would not
 lead them directly into any war on foreign
 soil.

 Despite these handicaps, Soviet ‘dominos’
 in the developing countries have not
 impinged on neighbouring countries to
 anything like the extent that was feared. In
 the 1980s, economics has reasserted itself
 over politics. Countries like Singapore,
 South Korea and Malaysia, which have
 followed the Western economic model,
 have been more successful than their
 communist equivalents. That has not gone
 unnoticed.

 Change Of Policies

 Countries which have communist regimes
 have abandoned standard communist
 policies. Mozambique, Angola and
 Ethiopia are now borrowing from the
 International Monetary Fund. Now, when
 the IMF lends money to countries, it is on
 the understanding that its right wing
 economic policies are implemented. If a
 Western institution is dictating the
 economic policies of these countries, in
 what sense can any of them be called
 communist?

 Maggie Thatcher is a loyal supporter of
 ‘communist’ Mozambique. She has been
 urging Reagan to back the Mozambique
 government against Renamo, the South
 African backed resistance organisation,
 which has caused so much damage in that
 country. British mercenaries have been to
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the fore in defending economic targets
 against Renamo.

 As we approach the last decade of the 20th

 century, the wor d wide communist threat’
 seems to be receding.  It is likely that the
 Soviet Union will remain a military rival to
 America and Western Europe. But never
 again will the Soviet Union be able to
 appeal to sections of the West’s population
 on the basis that its political system was
 better and was the direction in which world
 civilisation should follow.

‘ l

 An Alternative Lead?

 If communism is no longer a moral
 alternative to liberal/social democratic
 values, where will the new alternative
 come from? A hint of where the new rival
 will come from can be seen in the
 unfolding of the Iran/Iraq War and the way
 America conducted its foreign policy.

 American and Western support for Iraq
 was most interesting. America in the past
 has had some strange bedfellows.
 Franklin D. Roosevelt said of the
 Nicaraguan dictator, Somoza (a forebear
 of the character who was overthrown in
 1979 by the Sandinistas) that he was: “a
 son of a bitch but he was our son of a
 bitch”.

 Saddam Hussein, the President of Iraq,
 certainly qualifies as a “son of a bitch”.
 Iraq was the aggressor in the war with
 Iran. It was fortunate that Israel knocked
 out its nuclear capability, but Hussein had
 no compunction in using chemical
 weapons. Now that peace with Iran is in
 sight, the Iraqis are busy wiping out the
 minority Kurdish population in their
 country. But, unlike Somoza, Hussein was
 not America’s “son of a bitch”. Iraq had
 been a longstanding ally of the Soviet
 Union.

 At first, I thought Reagan was responding
 in a fit of pique to the Iran/Iraq war as a
 result of the hostages crisis, and was
 ignoring the long term foreign interests of

America. But, on reflection, the West was
 right to prevent an Iranian victory. A
 Khomeini victory might have sparked off
 Islamic fundamentalism throughout the
 Middle East and North Africa. Saddam
 Hussein might be a “son of a bitch”, but at
 least he is not a righteous “son of a bitch”.
 I suspect that Moscow, which has its own
 Muslim population in Central Asia, was
 quite happy with the outcome of the war.

 Islamic Fervour

 Although Iran did not win the war, Islamic
 fundamentalism is still strong. In some of
 the Gulf States, the ruling cliques have
 had a restraining influence on the religious
 appetites of the masses. But in Egypt, for
 instance, Islamic fundamentalism is in the
 ascendant. The current Egyptian leader,
 perhaps learning from his predecessor,
 makes sure that he is perceived as being
 a good Muslim.

 The one thing that the Muslims have going
 for them is that their population is
 increasing far quicker than in the West.
 The Jewish population of Israel, the West’s
 most reliable ally in the Middle East, is
 only very slightly above 50%. At present
 there is a debate within Israel about the
 future of the West Bank. Yitzak Shamir
 wants the territory retained, while Shimon
 Peres, the leader of the Labour Party, is
 prepared to consider an Israeli withdrawal,
 providing that arrangements are made to
 ensure that the new state would not be a
 threat to the security of Israel. Part of the
 reasoning of Peres is that the Arab
 population is growing at such a fast rate
 that, if the West Bank is retained, the
 relatively liberal politics of Israel would be
 threatened.
 The leaders of the Soviet Union must keep
 an eye on population trends as well. The
 Russian population is declining, as are the
 populations of the Soviet Baltic Republics
 and the Ukraine, while the Muslim
 populations of Central Asia are increasing
 at a rapid rate. Both East and West
 European populations are declining and
 getting older.
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With this in mind, it might be better if the
 European Common Market overruled
 Greek objections to the Turkish application
 to join the Community. Turkey is one of the
 few countries in the Middle East with a
 relatively secular culture, thanks to the
 great Kemal Ataturk, who was an atheist.
 We should be very reluctant to spurn its
 willingness to contribute to Western
 culture.

 Western Religions

 If Islam begins to present itself as a rival to
 the West, what will be the role of the
 existing religions in the West? These
 religions might develop an affinity with the
 Islamic world, which shares a contempt for
decadent western culture’. Some
 Christians may become fellow travellers of
 Islam, in the same way as many socialists
 used to sympathise with Moscow. If this
 happens, a new urgency will be given to
 the demand for the separation of church
 and state.

‘

John MartinJohn MartinJohn MartinJohn Martin

 Of course, much of this article is
 speculation. The extent of the rivalry
 between Islam and the West may be
 limited. The Muslim population is split
 between 700 million Sunnis and the 90
 million Shi-ites. Nevertheless, the Middle
 East is an extremely volatile part of the
 world. While the Soviet Union could
 always be depended upon to make a
 rational calculation of its interests, who
 knows what the Muslims will do for Allah?

 John Martin
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 The Irish Political Review has
 characterised Gorbachev’s
 economic reforms as a retreat from

 social ownership. If this is so, what are the
 implications for democratic socialism in the
 West? I don’t think it has any implications
 for the collectivist values of socialism, but
 it does mean that those values will not be
 realised through Soviet type institutions.

 If Western socialists are going to learn
 from the Soviet experience, they will have
 to take a cold look at why the Soviet
 Union’s economy has not caught up with
 the advanced economies in the West.

 The main reason is that there are a
 number of things which Marx and Lenin
 failed to consider in relation to the
 economy. As was pointed out in the
 November 1987 issue of the Irish Political
 Review

 C

, Marx hardly wrote more than a
 few pages about what a socialist society
 would look like. His magnum opus,

apital cap, is an analysis of the italist
 system.

 Under communism the society would
 make production decisions for itself
 without a market mechanism. Under
 socialism, the intervening stage between
 capitalism and communism, the state
 would make production decisions on
 society’s behalf. Marx never explained
 how the preferences of the individual
 would be satisfied without the market
 mechanism.

 The market has a very imperfect way of
 satisfying consumers’ needs. Millions of
 pounds are wasted on advertising. It is
 also undemocratic. The basic principle is
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one dollar, one vote. But, at the end of the
 day, a business has to satisfy some one’s
 needs otherwise it goes bust. It not only
 has to provide socially useful goods and
 services, but it must do this at least as
 efficiently as its competitors. There is
 inherent instability in a market-based
 economy. Some businesses grow, other
 businesses decline. The lust for profit, by
 forcing the maximum Labour productivity,
 ensures that the economy grows despite
 hiccups caused by the business cycle.

 In a socialist economic system there is no
 inherent instability and therefore no
 impetus for growth. Marx never thought
 this was a problem since socialism and
 later communism was to be established in
 conditions of material abundance. He
 shared Hegel’s desire for an end to history.
 Societies, according to Marx, developed
 through class conflict and reached an end
 point of development under communism.
 In any given society there would be a
 ruling class and an oppressed class. A
 new class would replace a ruling class,
 ushering in a higher stage of social
 development. But the new ruling class
 would not be drawn exclusively from the
 old oppressed class and would not end
 class conflict.

 This pattern of social development would
 no longer apply under socialism. Under
 this system class conflict would end.

 It is a moot point whether the Soviet Union
 is a classless society. The Yugoslav
 communist, Milovan Djilas, argues that
 Soviet society has not departed from the
 historic norm. Just as in all other stages of
 development a new class has arisen: the
 Communist Party intelligentsia.

 But, even if Djilas is right, I would still say
 that the economic system has a tendency
 towards stagnation since the power of the
 new ruling class is based on an ideology
 rather than ownership.

 Stalin saw instinctively the tendency of the
 system to stagnate and he responded by

continually disrupting it. Even today, the
 only thing which ensures that there is
 growth in the economy is th desire of
 Soviet leaders to keep pace with
 developments est. It is only in
 areas that are independent of the
 economy, such as space technology, that
 the Soviet Union has a lead over the West.

in the W

 At first sight, it would appear that by
 abolishing individual conflicting interests
 an economic system can develop more
 smoothly. But nothing can develop in a
 void. Immanuel Kant explains this by the
 analogy of a dove flying through the air. It
 thinks it would fly faster without the wind
 resistance. But it is the friction of the air
 that keeps it in flight. (See Socialism And
 Law, by Brendan Clifford.)

 In a market-based economy the free play
 of conflicting economic interests ensures
 that the overall economy grows.

 The task of socialists is not to abolish
 individual economic interests, but to
 regulate those interests to ensure the
 maximum benefit for society.

 In areas of the economy where the
 individual’s pursuit of his interests will not
 benefit society, the state, on behalf of
 society, should step in. This would apply to
 investment in infrastructure, health,
 education and welfare. Investment in
 developing resources which only give a
 return in the long-term should also be
 done by the state.

 The problem with a market-based
 economy is that it is undemocratic. There
 is a strong case for redistributing property
 from capitalists to “workers’ trusts” so as to
 give a greater say for workers in the
 running of industry.

 But the traditional socialist demand of
 abolishing private property and replacing it
 with the social ownership of the means of
 production is pure fantasy.

 John MartinJohn MartinJohn MartinJohn MartinJohn Martin
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