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A DIGTATOR DIES . . .
LONG LIVE THE DIGTATORSHIP

RUSSIA has been ruled by a dictatorship
almost continuously for more than a
thousand years. The original ‘Russians’
in the early Middle Ages were Viking
adventurers from Scandinavia who first
seized control of the rich trade along the
rivers between the Baltic in the north and
the Black Sea and Caspian Sea in the
south, and then in the ninth century be-
came princes of the Slav populations in
the trading centres. The popular assembly
(veche) which was the traditional admini-
strative body of the Slav settlements was
gradually subordinated to the alien mon-
archy, just as happened in most of the
rest of Europe.

In the tfenth century the Russian
princes adopted a Slav identity from their
subjects (like their distant cousins, the
Norman rulers of Sicily, northern France,
and England), and also accepted Chrisfian
religion and culture, again just as happen-
ed in most of the rest of Europe. The ex-
ception was that Russia was converted
and °‘civilised’ not from Rome but from
the Byzantine Empire, and still shows
signs of Greek influence.

In the thirteenth century the Russian
monarchy was shattered by the Mongol
conquest, and Russia was ruled by the
Muslim Tatars for two centuries. Eventual
Russian resistance to the ‘Golden Horde’
was led by the rulers of Moscow, who
united the Russian principalities and
threw off the alien yoke in the fifteenth
century. In the sixteenth century the
Muscovite king, Ivan the Terrible, com-
bined the Russian State and the Ortho-
dox Church in the harshest dictatorship
in Europe. He became Tsar (Caesar,
Emperor) in succession to the Byzantine
Emperors who had been destroyed by the
Ottoman Turks in 1453, Moscow became
the ‘Third Rome’ in succession to Con-
stantinople, and the Russian Empire be-
came the Eastern equivalent of the Holy
Roman Empire in central Europe.

Russia occupied the position it has held
ever since, of a great power between
Europe and Asia, having at the same time -
a strong cultural and a weak political life.
Ivan set the pattern of an autocracy ruling
by force and fear. The clergy and aristo-
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cracy were both totally subordinated to
the monarchy, and the popular assembly
(now called the zemski sobor) was again
eliminated, while the Tsar was main-
tained by a secret police.

In the seventeenth century the Tsarist
regime was stabilised by the succession of
the Romanov dynasty, and then Peter the
Great instituted what has been its double
nature ever since — the autocracy of the
Tsar over all classes and groups with the
minimum political and personal freedom,
and the exploitation of Western intellec-

tual and technical ideas with maximum.

efficiency. Symbolically he built a new
city on the Baltic, named after himself,
and moved the Russian capital to St
Petersburg in 1715. He also crushed the
aristocracy, reduced the peasants to
serfdom, reformed the Church, and ran
the State through a centralised bureau-
cracy.

For a century the uneasy balance was
maintained. The Russian royal family
(like the British) became largely German
but adopted an aggressively Russian
identity. Catherine the Great began as a
German princess but became a Russian
Empress, one of the greatest ‘enlightened
despots’ of the eighteenth century. Her
liberal tendencies, however, proved to be
even more illusory than those of her
Western rivals. The Russian people was
held down in total subjection, though a
few privileged intellectuals were able to
lay the foundations of one of the greatest
literatures in the world. The bureaucracy
was rigid and corrupt. The Church was
primitive and reactionary.

For another century the balance was
gradually destroyed. The Russian Empire
was a huge dead weight at the eastern end
of Europe, slowly but steadily expanding
west into Poland, north into Finland,
south into Turkey, and east across Asia
into China and on to the Pacific, be-
coming one of the three largest units of
European imperialism, as it has been ever
since. The Tsarist regime was an almost
.otal dictatorship modified by growing
inefficiency (proved repeatedly in the
Napoleonic War of 1812, the Crimean
War of the 1850s, the Japanese War of
1904—1905 and the First World War) and
by growing discontent (proved initially
by peasant rebellions and subsequently
by attempts at revolution or assassination
or both).

The Russian Tsar remained an absolute
monarch, like the Turkish Sultan or the
Chinese Emperor, while parliamentary
democracy spread across the rest of
Europe. The serfs were emancipated so
late, in 1861, that they became wage-
slaves of the old landlords, and many left
the land to become wage-slaves of the
new industries. The class struggle became

bitter and violent. The upper-class senates
and middle-class assemblies came too late
and proved too weak, and the Duma of
1906 was that dangerous institution, a
parliament without power. As in France,
delayed reform and uneven development
brought on one of the greatest popular
revolutions in history.

In 1917 all this changed for a time. The
liberal politicians took official power, but
unofficial power was taken by the soviets,
the spontaneous councils of soldiers’,
workers’ and peasants’ deputies. At the
end of 1917 official power was seized in
the name -of the Soviets, and almost at
once unofficial power was taken by the
sectarian Marxists of the Bolshevik Party.
The first free election in Russian history,
in 1917, resulted in a Constituent Assem-
bly with an anti-Bolshevik majority; so
the Bolsheviks dissolved it, in 1918, and
allowed no more free elections. The
power of the soviet was destroyed by the
Bolsheviks, as that of the veche and the
zemski sobor had been destroyed by the
Tsars. By the end of the Civil War, in
1921, the Bolshevik monopoly of power
was complete, and the dictatorship of the
Tsarist regime was replaced by the dicta-
torship of the Communist regime.
Russian politics became what happened
within the Communist Party, at the court
not of the Emperor but of the Party
leader.

Lenin was the dictator of the dictatorial
Party until his death in 1924. After a
period of collective dictatorship, Stalin
became an even more total dictator by
1929, and he remained so until his death
in 1953, not just removing but murdering
all his rivals. After another period of
collective dictatorship, Kruschev became
a more moderate dictator from 1956
until his bloodless overthrow in 1964.
After a short period of dual responsibility
with Alexei Kosygin, Leonid Brezhnev
became the dictator until his death on 10
November 1982.

Brezhnev was very different from his
predecessors. In terms of political psycho-
pathology, if Lenin was an obsessive puri-
tan, Stalin a paranoiac sadist, and
Kruschev a manic extrovert, Brezhnev
was a pragmatic introvert. The main
<character of his long reign was caution.
He began his career in the Party bureau-
cracy at the height of Stalin’s terror, in
1938, and did his dirty work in Ukraine
and Moldavia, but he preferred a quiet life.
He reversed Kruschev’s de-Stalinisation,
but he didn’t impose re-Stalinisation. He
amassed ‘honours’ but not power. He
ruled not so much by emergency or terror
or surprise as by bureaucracy. He allowed
no freedom of speech, but he preferred
harassment and emigration to imprison-
ment and execution. He allowed no de-

cline of Russian imperialism, but he pre-
ferred subtle pressure to open fighting.
The invasions of Czechoslovakia in 1968
and of Afghanistan in 1979 were careful
and successful, and the risky wars were
fought for Russia by Vietnamese or
Cubans.

The ‘Brezhnev doctrine’, that Russia
can interfere in the internal affairs of any
country in the ‘Socialist’ world is only a
reflection of similar policies followed
elsewhere by Britain and the United
States. Russia has once again taken its
place as an equal partner with the other
world empires, but it is still that huge
dead weight at the eastern end of Europe,
the total dictatorship merely being
Communist instead of Tsarist.

But it is a non-hereditary dictatorship,
with no reliable mechanism for the
succession, and the apparently obvious
candidate is seldom successful in the end.
Lenin was finally succeeded not by Trot-
sky but by Stalin; Stalin was finally
succeeded not by Malenkov but by
Kruschev; and Kruschev was finally
succeeded not by Kosygin but by Brezh-
nev. What matters is not who laughs
first but who laughs last. Brezhnev has
been immediately succeeded by Yuri An-
dropov, who became secretary of the
Party within three days; but he seems
unlikely to survive long, if only because
he is rather old and rather ill.

In the Communist system of so-called
‘democratic centralism’, the dictatorship
of the dictatorial party by the gang in the
middle, the man (always a man) who
really matters is not the President or the
Prime Minister or the Chariman of this or
that committee or bureau, but the Secre-
tary of the Party, and what matters is
whether he is generally recognised as the
khozyain (boss) or vozhd (leader), the
personal dictator of the vast Mafia which
rules this vast Empire. Andropov is that
man for the moment because he repre-
sents the interests of the Committee for
State Security (KGB), the current eu-
phemism for the secret police, which he
headed from 1967 to May 1982, and of
the armed forces. But we shall see how
long he lasts.

Andropov is a child of the Bolshevik
Revolution, being born only in 1914, and
working in the Party bureaucracy since
1940. He is said to be the first intellectual
to run Russia since Lenin, and he is also
said to have opposed the invasion of Hun-
gary in 1956, at a time when he was the
ambassador there, and of Afghanistan in
1979, and to have favoured the relatively
humane treatment of dissent under
Brezhnev. But he is no more a sincere
supporter of liberalism than Brezhnev
was a sincere supporter of detente, and if
he proves too weak he will disappear as
fast as he appeared. One little dictator
may have died and another little dictator
may have taken his place, but the great
dictatorship lives. Until that is broken,
Russia will continue fo have no future
but its past.
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Reports
France

RECENTLY the ‘Union des Anarchistes’
held its yearly assembly in Fumel (Lot-et-
Garonne). For three days we talked about
the main subjects French anarchists are
concerned with, such as workers’ co-
operatives, the rise of ‘New-Right-Wing’
associations assuming the form of anti-
authoritarian movements, our joining the
‘Free Forces of Peace’ (Forces Libres de
la Paix) and our position on the thesis of
violence as a revolutionary instrument.
This meeting also permitted us to con-
firm our desire to communicate with
other libertarian movements, or those
sympathising with our ideas, all around
the world. That’s why we’d like you to
send us information on your movements,
your struggles, your actions, and, if you
have some, your publications. In this
area, what we propose to you is simply
to exchange your magazine(s) and ours:
for the moment, we’ve only got one, Le
Libertaire, a monthly published by two
groups of our Union. And, obviously,
we’re ready to relay at our level your in-
formation, your campaigns, etc ...

MOTION OF THE GENERAL
ASSEMBLY — 1982

— Whereas the use of violence has always
allowed the principle of authority to sur-
vive, and, as it has been said, ‘revolutions
have perished by sword’,
— Whereas the end does not justify the
means, but on the contrary the means
allow the end,
— Whereas a humane society could not be
built upon a heap of corpses,
— Whereas our libertarian ethics hate
bloodshed and an anarchist civilisation, a
true world association, will not come out
of a carnage,
— Whereas, in the field of tactics, the
powers are favoured by the privilege of
might,

The ‘Union des Anarchistes’ rejects the

a civil war necessary to the resolution of
class antagonisms,

wishes to avoid a slaughter and to ob-
tain by pacific means, such as civil dis-
obedience, the breaking off from the old
world,

and thinks that what matters is less to
unsettle the tyrant than not to support
him.

UNION DES ANARCHISTES

Address mail to:
Diane Gastellu,
Allee des Sarrailhs,
Route de Pau,
40300 Peyrehorade,
France.

Italy

WE would like to inform you about a
project and a proposal that calls for your
interest, your participation and your
thoughts. We are various groups in Milan;
anarchists, independents and others, who
are very interested in the political work
which is done, with different character-
istics and aims, in the various European
countries. We, ourselves, work in various
fields; house squatting, unemployment,
political music expression — all this to ob-
tain our final objective; the demolition of
every power form.

Our urban reality is rather complicated
and diverse. In fact, we do not really exist
as a movement but as many different
groups that are trying to co-ordinate
themselves. One of these groups, NERO
(Black. This is also the name of an anar-
chist paper in Milan), wants to promote
an active meeting between the available
Italian realities and those European
groups who have the same objectives.
What we expect from the meeting is:

— to know directly, by direct contact,
the European movements, without the
falsifications of the mass media.

— to use this knowledge, not to organise
new political work models but to under-
stand other European metropolitan reali-
ties, to know their needs and their contra-

groups who express their personal views
against authorities and institutions. We
think that this meeting could be a useful
and complete conference. We would like
to see the use of various aids such as
videotapes, films, musical and theatrical
expressions, as well as the knowledge of
the work developed by each of the groups
during its activity.

This meeting will take place in Milan
during next 3—4—5 December. We invite
you to that meeting and will be grateful
for any suggestions you might have.

NERO
Via Correggio
18-20149 Milano

England

LIBERTARIAN WALKING CLUB

SINCE the inaugural advert in FREE-
DOM (August 82), the club has had
three walks: Kent (near Ramsgate),
Essex (Saffron Waldon) and Middlesex
(Enfield). A total of eight people have
taken part. So far we have contacts in
Shropshire, Brighton and London, as
well as in the three areas where we have
walked.

We meet at one person’s house and go
off from there on a local walk. We then
return to the house (after, of course,
sampling whatever pubs, cafes, fruit stalls
etc occur on our route) and have a meal
and a chat. All three walks have been
very successful. As well as enjoying the
changing seasons in the woods and fields
and by the rivers, we get away from ur-
ban pollution for a day, get to know
different parts of the country, and make
new friends amongst our comrades.

If you would like to ‘oin the club’,
send some SAEs, so we can send you
details of walks; and please say whether
or not you want your name, address and
phone number to be put on the contacts
list.

LIBERTARIAN WALKING CLUB

Libertarian Walking Club

illusion (marxist or other) of a great dictions. 15 Matcham Road,
social battle, of a popular insurrection or So we are most interested in those London E11.
1D,
WilPCAT People don't change their fundamental attitudes But that doesn't mean
afterthe age of about fifteen. progrese isimpossible.

You'll never make ananarchist
out of a middle-aged patriotlike me.
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