
1"hc Great Questioning 

. . . How hns i t  come about that after fifty years the pioneer of socialism 
has becon~e an obstarle to tlie fr~rtlier clevelopment of sorialism itself'? 
We do not, of course. a t tmp t  an answer here, hut in its 12 years. Orit- 
lcok has liplped chart the procew. One of our f u ~ t  pr~hlicationz was 
Deutscher's "Ruwia in Transition", an essay or) the historical evolu- 
tion of the hrirenucracy who<e distorting grip on Soviet society had just 
been drarriatically exposed by the Khruslichev report of 1996. Last 
year we reviewed his The Unfinislzcd Revnllition, which algues tha! the 
social pressilres within Toviet society in the technological age mmt 
bring tlemands for new forms of political democracy that cannot be in- 
defirlitely held dnwn by a managerial elite with 110 entrenched propcrfy 
t m i c  tn givp i t  the pnwer of self-perpettintinn Petween those years, the 
concept not nnly nf the ~i~c~nolitliic socialist state but of the monolithic 
unity of socialist colrntrieq had been split asunder; and at least on one 
interpretation, the Chinese revolution claimed to have turned against 
the very institution of Furcaucracy itself, and its tendency to establish 
a stranglehold snrialist as on capitalist society. 

The Czech events have sent not only socialists, brlt many others who 
find that they expected sornetl~ing better of a socielist conntry, search- 
ing: for liistoric:~I rarlses, and tha! is valnahle. Rut more immediately. 
they pose the qwstion: What is sorislistn fov? 'The sacrifices of thc 
early Rnlslievikc were not made for the greatpr glory of Stalin or the 
Polithrrro. I f  sorialisrn is not for the dignity nf man, then it i? nothing. 
One of the trap~tlies that mnrt be offcet against the pain? of fiftv years 
of Soviet society is that tlie concept of sorialism, into which has been 



pourelf so much creative thought and energy For well over a century, 
has been rlarrwed down to a matter of brwd mid circuses-- or moon. 
prohes. 

By itq v ~ ~ y  rialr~re. socialism mwt  enpage tlie full capacities and 
imagination c ~ f  tlioce who create it, or it withers. 'fhe presen! crisis 
revealq slia~ply how completely, in the process of degeneration, it i a  

riot w l v  the yqvrsced w h  are betrayed, hut the oppressors. All the 
wideircr is that large sections of the Soviet people are as alienated 
from their snr-iely as many of us are from ours. Ueutscher wrote a few 
pears ago: "We riiust restore the image of Socialist Man to a11 its 
spiritr~al srll~rvlour": this means recognising that the ultimate respnnsi- 
hilitv of the sociali~t iri riot to countries, not to political parties, not 
even to shiftirrg sncial c laws.  but to Irrmnrt h ~ i n g s ,  with all their 
wried rieerk r ~ r  Ixdv, mind arid lieart. 

Ar~d what or Australia'? C'zechoslovakia i s  tlle nearest example we 
have of snri:ll cl in rig^ in a vorrntry with an established capitalist econ- 
omy and ari r ~ l w i e n c e  of capitalist democracy. A5 Eleanor Wliecler 
repcirlecl frcvri I'ragrre in our last issue, the ('7ech reformers warnetl 
agaiiiqt ~v~\l;?lgic. plorificstion of tlie First Republic. r ~ o ~ i i  our cusliionecl 
r~isfel lce amorig :~fflirerwe ar1~1 apatI~y, there is a danger here too tltal 
the rnr~ns~r~vis  arts or the USSR will lead those who I~ave rrr wrtly lw- 
p r r l  to q ~ ~ e ~ t i n r i  the valurs r r r  orlr cwn society to I etr eat t o  the swlr i fy  
of the private lihertim nllowtxl hy  contpti~pvrary capitalisrri llut we (113 

w?t tliirik i f  P I . P R ~  The new radiralism g~rreratetl bv prfitest aborrt 
Vietnani ~nc l  f.ivil riplrts wliic-h ~ i o w  adds "Russians-go Iinrne!" tn ifs 
~~lacarcls hns nlr~ady taken a hard look at the society about us. arid still 
4 ~ 1 s  private afflr~rrice hut public squalor, private lilwrties hr~ t  pl~l~l ic  
crimes acain~f Iitrn~anitv. Capitalism clnes not change its spots hera~rse 
Swirt  tarlk~ ru111I-IP tliroi~pl~ Prague. 

I t  is r i c d  n l l  t n e ~  i u  C'7ecIinslovakia; hut i t  Iias beer1 all ovpr for a 
Itrng tiriw f c 1 1  I I i c  f.lt1 f a r i l ~  view thqt the ' Soviet exnmple ' prcwiclrc the 
wlc motlel scwi:il c l l an~e  for the world's c)ppew-l, A new rc>irtirl of 
rp~ecti~ris 1s :iI~t-wiy f:lintly discw-nihle in tlie socialist sector '. I+aving 
' wtirr 11~tver '. wlint then'? Power for wl~orii'? What are ~ I J P  s~f'ep,r-vck 
ap:iirist !be O r ~ ~ ~ l ~ r p t i ~ c r i t  of  r \n  e r i ~ ~ ~ ~ s t e d  h l ~ e a ~ ~ c r n c y .  ant1 in what w a y  
can the ( rr :~t i \ r  r:ippitim of a ~vwple be engagcrl in the nimt dernaritl 
i r i ~  task all, the I111ildinp nf a new kind of society? It is a tragedy for 
the Rrrssiari pr-:iplr tliat havi~ig suffered so mlch they most now I-~ceivt. 
1111- odiwn of 1111- world, ant1 will be the Jast to heneft from any view 
t l l i l i k i r ~ e  t l~at is p(jirrp on among socialists. 

In t h ~  Wed, (~rrcstinns of the smne kind are posed Oy the radical 
protest nluve~iieiif : I I I ~ I  (191- ~ t ~ i d e n t  revolt. This may provide scim? Fnsis 
for a rii~rpirip PI' int~restq hetwecri trndi!iotial socialism arrd the wv-c l~  
for hwnan values irl a technolopically-clevelopec~ society. 


