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1¢ Introduction

The present paper is not an empirical effort to characterize,
in ccnerete terms, Eastern European societiesy rather it is a theoretical

cffort to come to grige with a more fundamental questions how to think

about Efastern Eurcpe. There are many rcasons for doing sc.

First, socialist Europo1 is the habitat tocday of a sizeable
part of humankind, arcund 400 millicn, or ten percent of world population.
Most of this is made up by the fifteen republics of the Sovist Union =
strictly speaking not Easstorn Eurcpe - but thon there are the eight
"real™ Eastern European countries comprising all of Eastern and South-
castern Europe except for Gresce and a tiny part of Turkey., It is
surprising how fsw efforts there arc tc discuss seriously the future
of these countries, possibly beceause neither the present, nor the past
have been taken seriscusly encghe. What are the goals of these countries,
what are the processes, which are the indicators - leaving official

rhictoric aside?

Second, and that is an effort to answer the guestion of why
their future is nct sericusly discusscds becausc the countries have been
the victims of inadequate theoretical paradigmss. Thers is the merxist
paradigm with its Stufengang, lccating thc societies on the fsudalism-
capitalism=sncialism=communism ladder, somotimes on the rungs, sometimes
in=betwecen, with the Sowiet Union azs a transition society between socialiem

and communism, the others or some of them in the transition from (pre)-
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capitalism tc socialism. The sway of this paradigm is so powerful that
very many pecple inside and outsids,even anti-marxists, seem to take it
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for granted that the sccieties will not backtrack in thecse terms,; thet

they will "march forward" to a poorly defincd communist suciety; and that
thie offers adeguate understanding of past, prescnt and future. And the
there is a liberael paradigmy a doficit paradigm concorned with what is
found in eczpitalist Eurcpe, but not in socialist Hurope, honce missing,
hence necessarily also being missed - like humen rights, free trade unisns,
clecctions with multi-party systems, certain qoods and services, higher
levele of efficiency, cconomic free enterprise officially recognized and
lzgitimized, But whereas the marxist paradigm is cofficial dogma from

the top the liberal paradigm is takon from the outside - either may bes
shared by many inside the system, but the paradigms are not of the system.
It might sven be doubted whother the systemy, the Eastern Europcan social
formation, can bs said tu have generated a coherent "native thecry", a
paradigm coming frcm the inside, of, for and by the Eastorn Eurovpsan

pesples = beyond countless jokes and savair-faire, cvon sagesse in how

to survive, how tc beat the system (fur which one has to be a gocod
tzctician rather than a guod thenrctician)e 0One very good account of

"this is written by an vutsiduor = Tho Russians, by Hadrick Smith - Die

flternotive by Rudolf Behru (inmsider to the peint cf being imprisoned)
is probably what comes cleosest to what we have in mind. Hut by and large
4
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our contenticn is that this is a formetion in search of theory,.

Third, one simple reascn why there is no such theory slternative
b the two memtioned is that too.much is at stnke, The regimes have the
official doctrine in which they may or may not belicve and they may be
open for certain parts of libersl criticism, but not fer (neo)-marxist
critisism since they arc marxism in cencrcta.  They ars incapable of
dovclaping altornativae thinking and ofraid of permitting that bia dobate
all ovor Eastern Europc which immoedietcly would lead toc a plethera of
interesting sdcial thaought if Eastern Europeans were permitted to devote
their censiderable theoretical talents to seriocus thinking and speaking
mnd writing sbout their own sccicties, But the cutsiders? Some are
marxists wedded to a certain view of history - they will admit weaknessos
in the system, but will be limited in thoir analysis because the hasic
theoretical structurc of marxist thinking will have to be saved. After
21ly o revolution cid takc place, means of production were ccllectivized,

This is particularly impcrtant to marxists in countrics in the capitalist



periphory, the "third world” ruined, exploited by capitalism, fighting
its imperialist manifestations as well as the naticnal bourgeoisic used

as a bridgehesad, fighting for & successor socicty, Marxism gives some

rough outlings of that successor sccictys to check it against ccricrete
Eostern European rocality might 1ged *¢ cognitive disscnanco.  And that,

in turny usually leads ts = cheice beotueen giving up marxist images of
pnost-capitalist socisties, and giving up Eastern Eurcpe, (a) by saying

it is not sccialisty that it nevsr was or that it has backtracked ints
capitalism, and hence does not constitute a test of marxist thecry, (b)

by denying the veracity of any other data or theory than what comes from
official enurces in those countries themsclves (or from others who would
not cheollenge any fundamentcl part of it), (c) simply by refusing to know
about it, having an uncaesy feeling that eoxposure would lead to 2 disagroc=—
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sonance, Faced with that type of choice it is wsually Eastern
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Eurcpe that is given up, (2), (b), or (c), singly or combined. But

this zectually alsc applies to liberal theory uwhich alse defines the

correct society and deviations from the normz2l course aof history:s to

grant roeality, something valid to scme aspect of the Eastern European

secial formation would tend to be suteide the sceope of libernl thinking.

t
Neither, marxist nor liberal thought will gront thesrotical autonomy

te Eastern Erucpe and see it as a phencmencn sul generis in necd of its
own thecrys Instoad they cither incorpeorate it and sce that which doss
not fit as 2 deviation, or push it over to tho other paradigm ~ which

is tantamcunt te condemnation, Hence, pcor E£astern Eurcpel Peoples
thgre suffar from many shortcomings and problems, znd in additicn from
lack of images, even of self-images! Is saying so goinn too far? I
doubt it ~ countless discussions in most Eastern European countries have
lcd to me to the conclusion that the images developed are vary partial,
linked to thoe social pusition of the speakur/uriter and immediate, often
very personal concerns (shared with others in the same or similar positionsy.
The strong appetite for how others sec their societiss are indicators

in thc same direction, fAnd, of coursoc, it almost has to be sos:  these
are frogmented, repressive sccieties often with people sitting like mice
in their small holes, pseping cut to spy on the cat, secing thoir own
tiny part of reolity, mot belicving the version given by the rcaming cats

for a momente How could they develep other visions?  find how can one



develcrp but fragmentary visions of the future whoen one does not even have
2 vision of the present beyrnd those given by paradigms not well tailored
to tho specificities of the situation? The following is an effort, nnt
very original, but an honest attempt at understanding.

2y The Eastorn Eurupean Sccial Formations  Some i‘remisscs ibout The

Basic Gual And dbout Technsccocacy, ifartucracy And Peupls

fiy Tirst ossumption in tryinmg to deveoleop a vieion of Eastern
Eurcpe; would be to try to forget about tho ideas, ideals, and issues

highlightad by the two paradigms and try to cut downy through official

rhetoric and anti-thetoric, to the bone and asks which are the koy
nrceesses that seem to be going on?  In doing soc T would, tao start with,

net bother too much abiut differences amang the Eastorn European countrios
but simply explcore, heuristically, an ~ostract, averageo, ideal type
Fastern European country, and try to reflect on what I have seen and

heard, fhe ocutcome is actually very simple, and noct vary startling.

First, one vcry basic goal for which the elites and the peoplos
in general in thesu sccizlist countrics seem to be working very hard,
with an almost single-mindod attonticon, ic what ono might cnll ths

bourgzois way of 1ife (BWL)e T dofinz it in turms of four characturisticss

- a non=manuzl joby away from heavy, dirty, degrading work

- a2 life in at least modest material comfort, typically with

an apartment or a sm=ll house,y labor-saving devices in the

housey radic and TV, 2 can or at leaast o metor-cyucle,

- 2 1life in family privatism, with the nuclear family as the

asic unit of social 1life

o

- a sensc of security, that this will lest till the end of

onc's 1ife, and also for the 1ife of ane's children.

- In shorty = lifc away from naturcy, a 1ifw more deminated by
the three factors held to bs conducive to BWLs urbanizativn, industrisli-
zation ond education (and underlying thot science and technnlcgy)e
Sweialist rhotoric goes in other directicns, but thisy it is claimed,

is what poeople are working for,



Second; 2n institution or a nexus, syndrome of institutions
grouwing very rapidly 2lso held to oo conducive to UL for eveorybodys
teohnseracy with such clear components 2s (stats) ourcaucrocy, (state)

. . . o . . . . 5
cerporaticons and {(stato) intclligontsia - the By Cy I-triangle. Tho

distance betwsen the components is smaller than for the same components

in copitalist Europe, but they can be distinguished frum sach other,

“r

Third, and this is in = sznsc tho most characteristic slemont:
another noxus or syndrome of instituticnsy guiding and supcrvising the
march forward towards BYL for sveryhody, as managed by the technocracys
the party and its adjuncts,; thoe machinceries for ultimate power, the
military and the police. Taken tegether this triangle may be reforred
to aos the partocracy. The party ziocne cannot rule, it can only issuo
directivss, perhaps conscientizu, mobilizo., Wodded to the other tuwo it

can ruleg indeed.

One point that now should bLe made immedietely is the followings
in pointing to these three basic aspecteg of the formation we ars, in
facty, saying that the Eastern Eurepecan socisl fermaticon is not that
dgifferant from other socisties ~round the worldy rich or pocr, referring
to thomsclves as capitalist o scucislist. Thero is one differencu,

thoughy that is puositiver ot leost in the officizl thetoric there is

tihhc ides of extending BWL te sverybady, or et least to egualize accoss

acruss such discriminatcrs as sex, ags, cicss, sthnic background; race,
ceographye  And the othor difforence, relative to the social faormations

in Westecrn Eurcpe (not relative to Scuthern Europe until recently, though),
lics in the relative strength of the pattcecratic slement, its penetration

intu daily life, till the 1imits and beyonds  the Guley ronlity,

One official point horo would boe that these twoe differcncas
ars not unrelateds  inm the ef fort to distrinute the fruits of human lnbor
more gqually tremendous forcaes of sugcial roenction are mobilized in favor

of thes inegelitarian status guo ante, The partocracy is neaded to

o

brlance and overcome such forces, some from the inside; some from the
outside, The counter-point would, sgually obvicusly, be that this

cannct bz the whole truth for 4f there is one thing one knows for csriain
sbout those who staff portocrocy and technoeracy then it is that they

sccure BWL for themselves - wvvuen ot o very early strge in the shaping



of thot formation, For the lending laycrs of the six componcnts of
technocracy/partmcracyg thesc nre the elites of these countries - the
new classe. A8 usual point and countaer—poaint do not necessarily exclude

aach other — they may possess simultonoous validity,

One can now g on and formulaete the basic legic of the Eastarn
Eurcpean sucial formation (from now on reforred to as BEESF) in one

~

sentences it is o fuormation trying to deliver and secure BWL for as many

as nossiblu, by means of partocracy and/pr technocracy. Again this comos

Iy

very closc to what most sncieties ars aboubt, so there is evidently a
special tonality, a spucini flover missing.  But thot can only be developad
through cxonloration of the cctails of what has been said s far, not at

pr )

this vury gensrsl level.

At this lovcl it should be noted that much of the key to EESF
is tn be feound in the rolaticnship beotween partocrecy eond technecracy.
The relzationship is ruplete with preblems ond conflicts, and will continue

te b sae For one thing, their power base is different. The party

nussessee ultimots ideslogical insight and hence nornative pouwer -
pe =

presumanly it has the key thot can unlock wutwmoded formoticns end unlcash
the productivs forcos inte new levels of grocuctinn and oroductivity,
in =ddition tu bringing en 2nd to eliematcd labor. Not autométicelly
though = o rovolution and postercuclution demandc concertod.acticns Thes

sss ultimate punitive powst that can be unleashsd

not follew the precepts of the porty, do not

)

hat concerted nction ams poarticuylerly those who even work

participate in t

- the interrmal onz external onemices.  In other words, the

A -

partucracy, assuming good couordination between the componentsy has in
its hands tremendeus tocls of normative and punitive pouwer - and, in
facty, o monopoly on either cs no competing agents in theso two fields
arae tolercted. A church may operzte, but not promulgate concrote sceial

thucry =nd practice - that would bo rescrvcd for tho party.
The technocracy operates on a different basise. It radiates
little or no normative power and possssses no punitive puwer of its

own = its basc is remuncrztive poucr bocause, presumcbly, it cen deliver

the goads 2nd services — or withhold thems It might even, blaming

external fasctors, withhild it from the partccracy, ot the risk of



incurring its wrath. (For that roascn the psrtocracy will probably have
its cwn little private technocracy, to ensure gooeds znd swrvices for it-

sclf,)

Moet analysts uwould probobly agres thaot the history of the EESF
is the history of o yradual sliding of power frem the portocratic to the
teshnocratic base, Concrately this would mean loss exhortation and thrast
sunishment, and more focus on the concrote producticn and cven distribution
and consumpticn of QQQQS and sorvicese. This is tho transition fron
vicw of thé scecial formation as same kind of crusader!s camp into 2

onsumecrts society where pooplc zre less concernerd with right and wrong
and mers concorned with what is of utiliterien volue for they themselvues

amd tholr foamily.

-~

The bosic image of EESF, hence, is that of a people ruled by

tuu intocrsecting sets of zlites, the partocrats and tho tochnocrats,

fhe figure can be spalt outy, naming the six olites again (meaning the
tep vchelons of tho orgenizaticns) = and subdividing "peoplet into

pecasantsy workersy intellectuals (2s ooposed to intellicentsia = an
3 9 21 X

intcllectunl ic one whe is ~lusys willing and able to question assumpticns,
including his —uwn, to identify problems, to wstk on their possible
sclution), Crussing this catogorizaticn is another and very important

in thue cthnically comple
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’grity/minority. It
should alse be pointed out thot all =ix olites hove laddcrs recchino down
ints "pocople's:  the low rank, petty bursaucrats, the functionaries, the

students, thc party members, tho policemen, the soldicrs, It is possible



L climb on those lodders, it is possiblc that the military offers the
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Righeat probability of getting high upg it is vory possi
felgs to climb on mure then ne ledder ot the sqome time, but not teo

mrny =~ that erises susgicions
Thres simple points con now be maode.

fFirst, the power prossure bearing on the peosle froem portucraocoy

nnd tachnocracy singly nnd/cr combrinad Basedd on

the normotive, remunerativo and punifive also on

siructural pouers The systom ls vory verticsl, Therc is 2 cloar division

of labor between thuse whe docide anc those who Jo note  Therc is o one-

uay directicn of powsr with & and T cunditioning peopley giving poople

little cr nu opportunity to conditiom, to penustrate one waoy ar tho other,
Foond T == for 10 ooand T can themseolves decids whom omong the Iadder—

climicrs te accept ints office ond when znd wheroe Veople are marginclized

by the systemg geoplo ars socond=-class — for the systom has fow or no

cyclss, iittle or no fooc=backs People connot vote with their ballots

or with their meoney, thercby influencing politics in genernl ond the
sroduction of goods and services in perticular, for there is no choice,
Partocracy delivers onc line, the party linc (H wever twisting and
curning — it should be colled the party

dolivers onoe brond, the brand,
Both collective demonstroticns znd individunl dissent are risky,

cs 1s well knowng structure fragmenis

LIouns to come

waopley, making it

sthorg ond it for thom to dovelop

K U
comprehensive visus of gocial roalitye. Wheat is lefo for posple to do is
T hon perticipations BUWL is
zles be what theo wlites want,
ing people by means of roguloated accses to BWL rother than by
exhortatiocns and thrents, pruscnting o freade whoere the naive will
infoerpret the guist surface of withdrawal as oz sign of consent or, at

ATULESCUNCO,.

Sccond, & regime has to be able te offer its pecple somcthing

mobility into tho clite

jnl
0

and two ouints hove already bueen montio

i

layers, with quarantesd 3WL, and a peossibility of BYUL 2r at least some
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SWl compeonents for the reste  dut what if mebility is slcw and for very

few unly, and the systom is inefficicnt in delivering BUYL goods?  In that

cese something sles hos te be offcroed; 2s o minimum, =2nd it is hard to

beat thoe <ld Homan formula of pznem et circenscse. ThsEESE is o woelfare

statuy it guer-ntoes broed - it cusrantess minimum lovel setisfaction

or buelc numnon needs = oxcopt four tho yezet orison populaticonse  And it

offer entertainments  sports and arts, abundant and incxponsivi.

On top of thisy on top of familism, carecrism and ohscrverism there is

nlss noticnzlisms apposls

more hasic z2nd more rolisble valucs

th=n those prim~rily oromulg y ths partocracy. And yety, in spite

of 211 of this, so many puople still leave, try to lcave, seom to want to

Third, the rclotionship betwoen P oand T, As indicated it is

lled with contradictions bectusc thay correspund to tuc Jifforont mo.

of politics, with the furmer woning, the lattsr vexing in power. In o

confliict diagrem it looks like thisg

D Joint

Fartocrac A T T T .
rarrocracy ! Fower

Power

Incrensing

%
rd

B

Technoerac

FOWGT

At L all power rosts with partocracys =t 8 all power with technocracy,
on the line from o to B they fing comeromiscs oo that thoir total power
is constzanty in the trianglo towards O they incrocaso their totsel powery
in tho trisncle towards € thoy yisld, Tocucing thoir total powsr - to

the peoplo.
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Fonco, if wc start at i therc arc many Lossibilities. But the
nrucess nover started complotely at Ay Lonin himself gromcoted the formuleo.

Comnunism Sovicts 4 Electricity

vhich is a clear ¢ + T formula, To this technucracy migh

Communism = Sovists + Elsctricity 4+ Comouters - Scuigts

which would be an cguzlly clear, purs

arc the conflicts »n the way sliding down the a-2 linc.
technnerat, to promote his institution in generzl, and hi
gorticuler, joins tha party.  And cguzlly obvicusly, thoe

gunrantce himself against o fall dourn to the level of thoe
he Fall cut of grace, wiil try to 3ot soms
semething to fall tack upcn in Foul weathore  Thus, thoy

they mny =lsu juin foerces and incrosse their

Hence, under nu circumst=nce should the

partocracy on the power firmament be saon as o gain for t
neorle, It may also bo oa loss,  When tha changes are

o~
[

the capitalist West it is (1) hecouse it makus the fo

the

r

in

similar to toechnocratic West althuugh the thin layer

missing, and (2) it mokes ths system meore easy tor deal wi
the similarity amony technocracias everywharc. In short

incroaeing similzrity (Mo :nvarasnce") nnd increasing inte

z s D

gven 1f tha change is towards By not towards D, it ma

domocracys  tho party man may have been closcr to

e
tiilg

businos /tb'hﬂlC“l school graduati, only overshadawed by
3e .8oects Of Cortocracy

L

It canrint be enaugh emphasizod that the T

v

party
chn

to the scientific, a scculnr insight in how to ngo

thne hetter through structursl maans., Thoe garty is, in fa
f o piant sccinl sxperimont, knowing whot aro the indeg
what €0 o with thomy whot are the effuocts to be expected

crichles (production, productivity, de—alionatizn, for i

wre the pessibleo "third veriablesh that might “isturh the
honco shou bo contraliede  According & the doctrine the
form~tion can be contrsllaed in its ossentials from a corc

technoseracy furmuls,

rolative

noy
"‘,:ll;

t adds

Countless
Fvidently the

msalf in

partucraty to

peoplo

may becums

Joint powsr.

duecling of

hao.

rower of

mation more

th
it
rdopsndsnce.
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Yoo
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mean
thar the
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:nt

ne
gxporime
sacinl

9

shoulcs
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tochnocratic treining te have

moera
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gancrally weleoned

2N a basis
manacer
pondent veriakloes,

depondont

and
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focters, the forces of prcduction.” From

gutwards to the cuter layers -f the suwcin

This delicate; oxcoodingly cifficult oper
transitions from capiteslist o socialist

semations 1s bruouaght about through o simd

nombers of the sacletys @ ccre consistin

coro leadership) wh

consisting of its
the nature of the sccinl exporiment),ond
from the impact of the axperiment but uho

Jdisturb ite A conseguence of this is the

doscribed in the preceding section, is

ns
Y

“at the present stone in history', tu

Thus, there i

5]

a high level of

image of the social formetion, and zoliti

carry throush the exper

ks

that core causation will radiate

1 formation, the superstructure.
? I

ation thizt will bring about

and from socialist LU communist
larg isomorphic, division of tho

o of the party (and = core of

5 obotter than cothers understand

a vzst periphery wheo will bonofit

se¢ task it is alse not to

+

o

the bneic structurc of EESF,

thoorotically corrects  its

crticality is instrumentsl, cvyun necessaery acoording to thecory at leaost

iment.
causal centrazlism in the correct
cal centrelism (euphomisms

Fa)

"demoeratic centrzlism™) inm thoe correct imago o

'

tha relations boetweon

its momburs.

Thaerc is

an

centsr of the politiczl fFermation al

handle tho cora of tho as

center

in the political

cousel side, But this moang that the

the political and thoe sccinl farmations,
has ©o have membere capable of living up

Nu doubt thero is o difforence

profile of the small, fighting poarty and
s2rty - probably nut very diffcront from

group and = conventionol army, or botwoun
Morc concrately,
The small
finhting
party
zrian,
Bockgr cund intellinentsia

[

Training

Attitude g-rons belicvor,

sulidority

isomurshism in the scnss that thosc in the
sz ars thosc whose task it is to

periphery will be on the

A
nar

thosa
on the

tho experiments

rathar the

ty, the instrumental link batucen

has & historical tosk 2and hencs

£ this histsricol responsibility.

hers bhetweon the membership
the bigy irmstituticnalized

the diffuerence betweon e guerilic

a soct and church, in geperel,

The big
imstytutionalizod

party

raTthcrocyy,
technucracy

some technical
gducation
wiak bolicver,

soyalty
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The difforence bituoon sclidarity and loyolty is importent horog

:city ig horizontoly with comradoss luyalty is vertieal, wwith tho

shiliie  Eithor may imsly snerifice, loyalty alsce sccrifice of oun
identity., It means accopting tho twists and turns of the party line, at
lonst 2t the cvert level = it moans hiding mental proteste ns silent,
whispored rcservaticns — to ocneself and at mest, o the nearost circle.
In su uine it may -lsc mern tho nogation of sclidority with no's cauals
who all may feel liko protosting, but @1l lot loyelty taks pricrity over
solidarityy  ULecausc they are th: structural victims of freomentation

and sagmontotion,

What this means is that thoe instituticnzlizod porty in thoe

EZ5F of today would hove as its mombers poornle charccterizod by having

s
O
s
9
x-

Tosartocratic ﬁnd/nr tochnocr -t roundy some tochnical educationg
and much loyaltye,  Thoy would tond £ Lo carcorists, using sarty
mombership £ climb in toichnocrrcoy = orhops including the oolice and
military branches (thot may alse incronsingly take on toehnocerotic

chartctoristics),  Thay wou

o~~~

srovna at lesst ne paront or it will be = grondpersnt) should be

©osrolitariane I short:  The Now Cluss,

©ohe tosted by their loyaltyy and in their Back-



The theoeratic agpeet of partocracy.  To have a gecular

~

doctrine such as marxismeleninism as the ozfi izl doctrine of the state
has a very iupertant consoquenceé that the head of state (or the
wofficial head of ctate, the party sccretary-gencral il the two are
different persons which they often arc not) hecones the leadi ding marxict-
leninist in the country, Iﬁ countrics with a sacred doctrine such as
Islon or Judaism (there are not. that nany, theoeratic states) this role
will be held by a sacred pefson, a priest, & theologian = somefimeé
not in the country. If. there ic some soparation bctwocu sacrod and
secular novers this offers sone leeway of intermretation. But in'a’
state based on marxiemr-leninian as the offdicial doctrinc.one not only
cxmot cutmars: Marx, one canmot outniawt the head of stote cither. IL
we now assue that the heed of state did not do much to pox¢tr"tc moxe
dceply into the theoretical aspects of mﬂr”1~m~lcn1hlsn after the age
of, say, 25, if for no other recason because he was. busy with other

natters, the consequence is that he stays at a relatively primitive.

-t
o

level of theoretical marxist.insight = probably the . level often referied
to as "wulgar" or "orthodox™. And this, in tum, means that those who
try to be cieative within marxisn, try to adept it to changing conditions,
using it as an approaclh, a method, cven as a lLeuristic nore then as an

infallible set of dogna, will have to procced very carciully.

They camnot come. forward saying they have made discoveries
not nade by the head of state, or by the head of state in the leading
country. They at leoast have to gonuflex and try to subswric their

1.

scoverica under some toutological guotations from that hend of statce.

ta
The 1likélihood is thot £%¥is procedure will tale thc brunt off .ony new
insight and nake it bLlande The al termatives wouldhbe to mo ahecd and
talke the pundshment vhen the other agpects of ?artécracy arc invoked -
to keep cilent, And thot is whot wost woulld dog reducing debate,

the oxygen of any social formation; to a tlr“ trickle.

Ihe serontocwratic agpoct of partocracy. HWith the abscnce

o . Y - -

of inetdtutionalized clections with a high probability of chonges in -

probably be guite oid, for

the powver clite, the.ton leadership wil
1 H 5 i3

P

at least tio reasonse One i that if theyr manage to remain in power,
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The party is the

y

wbinger of idens and ideals, hence
of .its ability to mnintain dideas and
then further = and there arme nany of

can that be done with

civen the nmembership ttern and the
Feeping in mind that the leaders wil
for that rcason originally were not

o

file nenbers = more »uch, sharper el

ility to
nay be ob jcc'!:cd theat their tacgk

to be o that i

,-,
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- but

chinlkers

he tyrne of membershin

c:reate ideas =

it will have to be judmed in terms

idealc worth preserving and develop

those i narxicn=leniniaa. 3But
the party ic lilwely to hawve,

theoeratic serontocratic patternt
1 have <o.work thenselves wd, and
thint, different froun the rank and
bows, nere charisua porhans = but

to be-doers, to.immlenent rather than
tooether corvrect. There is the



technocracy for that . purposes Their fimction is to juide, to be what is

written in, the cowmtless slogans and o1l those bannerc = the guiding

star/light, OtCe

A person vhase najor characteristic is loyalty to party

eadership and at the sanme time training in keeping a lov horizon, below

[
o
vi
o]

woter mark get Ly the head of state, is aliost bound cither to be or
te become mediocrcs  In this many will find an elitist wderlyin
assumtion, but this is not the casc. The negation of medicorney is
not an elitist srdstocracy of the intellectually strong, but a socicty
vhere peoplc do .not fear to soealkr thedir nind out of loyalty o the
leadership.or fear of outshining, in any sense, the current head of
atees The advantoge of demoeracies in the Ueoterm Burcpean sénse is.

1w timey thore nay he

easily seen in thisgs the debate goos om, 211 %
loyalty within o porty but then there oo soveral partice, and nobody

.

ate =5 the lLarbiager of truth

an exeeutive and evalunted no zueh,
and a nothing morey there is never a cuestion of keeping below any

wrcter narli — one Joes ot even knotr whiat it is.

the party is in zossessior
crperinent, th

prophecys Certain things
Pror 3 &

things ave Jdone. There
trancscendental or for a

Christianity -~ it ie much more problenatic with marxism where the
srediction is polativaely clearly locnted and

defined in socizl tine.
Tant, is the basie prodien of the rvarty, ~nd the basic veazon, in ny

vicw, why npartocracy is on the Jdeclinc.

S e KB SR - O LR g, §
. There are many ways of formuinting wliat that propheoy wes

about, but let uc say the bacic idea wng that oo a result of overcoming

(=

: contradietion between lobour and capital, between means and wodes

2% oroduction through the abolition of tha »rivate cwmership of ncanc

of production in general, producti ity and creativity wouid oo ulg

J

-~

there would be production for needs and Inr those mogst in necd rather
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lezt, twming it into a tautology by deslaring everything in » socialis’

—n g

g
.
§

country to be

tional oyatoi.
copitalict formation hos "rithered avay" by Jefiniticn because the
fomation 1o no longer canitalist. And then, on top of this, there is

thie posgibility of sinply lying, claiming credit for things that

e

.

14 not happen, or eonfusing »lans with facts, intentions w

Deaving that the exverinment nhag taken placce . Thisc ic a nmore

sophisticated aprroach and

8]

Perhaps nore usced by outsiders, fore

‘.Jr)

i
for to deny that there was a socialist revolution, in the Soviet Union
particularly, iz to deny the basic sozinl nyth. As an arrument it take

2T, 3.0 SR 2
thoee difforent formos

= conditions were vipe ut whiat took

. 7 L S - -
in the scnse of really being owncd Iy

burcaucrats, etc.

- conditions were ripe, vhat wno o eal revolu

- Pl -4 .y
20 wr {ullys social drocesses

tokes move time forx the re

are not that guiczk, more tTime L nass berore we can judte ite

Taveking adveroe conditions. Heré the point would be that

the experiment took place and wouldl have succecled if it had not heen

[

for relevant conditions that had o hishly nopetive offéct. Thebe
conditions, then, cnter ofter the revolufion = thot is what makes this
1

type of argument different from the preceding cluster. The list for

r’-
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anda is longme  the inter—

<

1

ventionist wars, the losses incurred wder stalinisi (one of Stalin's

new tacihs beecomes that of fi1ling this endctenolosical gmzl), <he

1
3 - - . PP, SO T A T B - ) - IR S 4 L ..
terrible losses durdng the Gecond orld tar, the olimatic conditions

~

that 5o often are "oelow average', cte. Ho doubt there is truth %o



~

rmuch of thilg, the problem ic for Low long one can drew on tha misforiuncs

the past = horr lon~ is the shadow

= (=

c
shbout the relevant conditions that had o positive effenty the idea heins

that all that is positive is imtrincic due to deliberate offorts by the
poarty and the people, all that is negative comes from the oultnide and

ic extringic. This also apnlics to the mojor categevy of nepative

e

conditionse: tlhe cobotewr, extermal or intornale. As time from najor

socinl catastrophes such as wars elopses, as, clinmate immroves but the

pogitive scocial cffecte otill do not show we, sabotowrs arc necded —
they have o concvete cpistemological function to pleay. It is not the

sohoteurs that produce the failuresy it is the failuwres that produce

the sabotours! Hence it is in the interest of the people to e co—

g et
e

onerative wit

the need for seapegonts anxl the probability of heconinr: once

The point now would he that propaganda has much to play one

Tere are many variations of these themen, with “the basic thought

T .

structure casily recomized. For the basic point is to save the

theory = and the legitimation of the power ¢f the narty resto on the

A

theory. Uith the theery ddsgonfirmed, with no satisfactory woy of

~

ploining why prophecy fails, the nower of the »arty becomes very

naked, and very, very wicled,

It shovld be noted how much more probleomatic this situastion

for a syctem resting on secular thon on sacred theorys the lattoer

=8
8]

bR .

will always have a transcendental part of the thoeory that cannot be

n

4

o]

teatonles W

5

s wnve

proved, but it comnet be Jdiscroved either - it is |
indicated above two ways of frying also to moke a secular theory.
untectable, or wifalsifinile, (1) by twming it into a tautology,

(E) by extcnding the tine horizon for the test indefinitely. Neither

effort is likely to be hove much convincing powers the former is teco
nuchi of an insult to the intelligence of the propaganda target; the
atter too cruel becouse of the elear immlication: the sacrifice of

generations for an uncertain futurce

And that raises the more general fucstiont docs propaganda

2long the lines indicated work in the aence that it is believed in
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vho aloo produce ideas ~nd norn
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or elsce.

into nonTpersons, and here there

o] being

of non=—peyrsons

follows thot one

bl

e nost

and the

rould

the regime

573

tonn in gencral

partocracy in parti cnti=intellicetunls. By 2ll dintellectunl,
thén, is meant comebody quite Jiffcront firon m,ﬂbu"" of the intclligentsia
mentioned above as o compoient in the technoeratice BCI-camplexy th:
latter ore gpecialicts, oxperts, oven sowrvants incide thet complex.

hey do not oxercise thz trademark of the intellceiunls the autonom
the intogrity protooted v what is ot Tmovi as "acadenic frecden,



not selling one¥s worlt product to anybody else bhut retaining control over
its production as well as over the producty and, as the price paid for
this privilege; the relentless questioning of assumtions, including
onefs own: and those of onels ﬁay*mnsters, the identification of problems

and their rossible solutions. For thic to hmpnen the intellectunl does

not have to have a Jdiplomas maybe the diploma predicposes mnore for jobs
in the intelligentsia than for work ac an intellectual. In general,
hougver, those who deyiate with their minds will tend to be cducated.

And, cwriously ciough, much strain but also a safety=valve ic brought

into the EESF by the fact that thesc socicties all offer a niche right

9]

wt the top of the intellectual pyramid relatively well protected in
teims of academic freedomg not the wmiversitics (fhey are factorics for

of science.”.

Houw does one oreate o non=percon out of an intell nctuw ¢

oo

©
H

0]

is a scale of pooszibilitice:

depriving the person of the right to tesch (to poison the

”3“‘%’

outh") while retaining salary and right to do recearch and to
14

ub

iche

(2) Dy depriving the person of the right o be read, by stu
being removed from reading lists, from oven shelves in librari
from boolichoips, ctc.

(3) By depriving the person of the ikt to publishe.

(£) By depriving the pevcon of the right to speal ot “metings,

soniarences ctes, ot leact ot in The prosones of students

no the peroon ol accecs to the wmeans of intelleetunl

b

productiong libraries, adeQuate woriiing conditions, ctcs
(5) By depriving the person of a salory =~ foreing hinm or her into a

very precarious cxictence, or manucl work (w

h
a two—edyed gucerd becnuse it gives the intellectual firc

fand
10
mowrledoe of the cornditions of tho working calsses).
(7) By leaving the person with no alternative but enigmration,

external cxilce (thh o oxit tox), — which noy hove been ulat



the nerson wanted anyaow = thereby beconins a nonncorcon relative
- J "
to the systen as he/ohe will never be (excemt in the way anpropriate

e

for non*persons) nentioned insids the syston.

(¢) By the netholl of internol 2xile, to dictant, perinheral and.
narginalized parts of the country vwhore at lcast zema of the
conditions for fﬁnctioning as an intcllcetupl are -Doents he/she'
ray prbduce, but then ther: is nobody to address it o, access

to sources, to discussions with others, etc.
(¢) By imprisonment, forcel lahor camps ctee, conbined with wncertainty

as to wherc the person is, physically specsking, heering contact

) rag

even with fandily to & very low ndninmui.

R

(10) By exccution - the ultinate production of a non-persong although

he/she mey becone more droblematic after then before death,

k) Y.

hrough the power of written or oroken words.

&

This io mot the plece to ducll on »eprescion exeept to

moint out thot the partocratic regines in the GIRIF have noved fron the

higher tousnrds the lower rinigs, and exranded the srectrun at thot ends
It ig the normal, less extrene workings -7 the BESE that are of inferest
b
Lol

N - kS I el - 1T N T o
nere, not the execsses of stalinist terror.
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e

iginally given April 1977 as my finel leocture at the Inter—Universit
rntre, Dub”0V11L after fowr years ‘

Direc%or*General of
L
L

that institution -~ itself an sxample sortance of fighting
unrelentlessly for human rights in genera . academic fyreedon in

particular (there was an effort to b XA go~lav discidents" from
giving lectures at this transrationa &

net worlz later on an effort to deny them aczeoss to Yugoslav studento
The precent version was given as a2 lecture at the School of vonparatlvc
Social a01cnceu, Universiti Sains halaYsiﬂ, Penang, Ebntcmber 1979s -
and is also intendsd as an input to the
of Develonment Piroject of the United la io* > University ~ in its search

n, and vhen that did

Cozlz, Precesces and IP4icaﬁors

r goale and precesses of develovment in vontcmjovary societics.

The term socialist is used here, without any cqualification I do no
refer to these countrics oo Mo cialiat", or as "state ca _italist",
for tho simplic reacon that they refor to themeclves as socialist,
juct as Yestern Burdrean ond Horth American countrizs somctimes
rcfer to themselves, ac capitalict or admit thet this ic a correct
decignation. There is a concept of idenlized socinlism whic!
Eastern Euwropean LOLnt*iﬂs do not live w to, not oven in the eyes

of their leaders = when these leaders are honest to themscelvec.

Maybe "stoate copitaliom, "stotisn', "etation" is o nmeore analytically
acourgte termy but it is not the one usced by these cunt”i
thenaelvese  One nay also prefer € cal

socigliaon by reforring to the Dnctorn Buropcan

as "socialisn's But then this can alco be said about copitalisnme
there is an ideclimed version of copitalion, desceribed to some
extent by Adan Gaith, without nonono¢1cu/oL1009011cw, with perfectly
functioning narkets, with O”u*-LJTia Luilt arownd reliable syctens

3
6

ocial *orﬂ2+ion

of checlis and balancces tha ¢ Vestern Duwopean countrics do not
live wp to, and since I do no‘L Ta‘t t latt

to judge the ;ubuon'b? its
wanifestation and the former (UOOlaiiS.j by itc intenticn, T shall
prefer to deal with the two oystons osymctrically; alao at the
terminologic nl 1:voi.

Sincc'political jokes ig a major form of presentation of social

analysic in Fastern Durone this one‘(livn Pu‘an*a) ig % r’y
representative and 4o the point (it is netunlly 2 meta JQLC )e

. iz visiting Bucuresti, touring the city with
Ceauscacu in an open ca Bverywhere peonle pre not only gresting
them, but they ave sniling, louching, looking hepoye Brezlmov sa
to ““quucoc":

= HNicolac, I uwnderstand nothing of this. That you are able t
order people out of sificas and factories to greet ne, that ic
liiza at Lonee But theoy smilce, s and 1ooll so hoppy = ¥We never
manage thate In lloscow they aluoys look cours How come?

"3
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s all due to conrade Abrahan!

L
Taly

o ate P - 3 1
=~ But Leonid, that isc no problen, i

-~ Comrede Abrabin?  Nover heard of him!

T '3 -

- e is the one vho nnkes jokes in my cowttrye e has an office
next to nine, he mﬂzr_m‘ at least one per day, often about ne,
againot me = I get then firet, I love then - E‘.n"‘ we circulate
thenm amony the peoplel.  Bight now they hiave heard the joke of

.

the day, thet ic why they lock so happy.

- Nicoloe, I mmast 1‘5-37:»‘?0»: hime  Richt now!
1 [
= Leonid, fay best of friendss he is yours from tonorrou, of
course on a ey dion hosise

o~

The next day Conrade Abrnham departs for Moscow, lands
at Therenetyoeve, is vc*"y well received, is driven in o black ZIL
o the Kremlin, there iz o red carmet, ot the end of thz sters’
stands Brezihnev,

=~ Comrade Abralizia, you are moot cordially welcorned Lo join us

in our great strugglc forwards, townrds the victory of cormunicm.
Your uowlc will start tomorrow. However, beforo you sota

there is an important nint T want to moke. Your o le“1enr*e 50
far is from Rumania, which is a cowtry in the transition firon
capitalim to cocialisn. Our couwntry, Lowever, the Soviet Union,

the fatlherlond of the Great Gotober Rewvs ].L.t,luu, ig at o higher
state of developnent, in the transition fron socicliza %o
cormpnione  Mayboe your jokes could refleot this immortant

Gif ”cre*x

=  Conrade Drexivwev, vas it you or I who showld mealie the joken?
, -

Therc ic Solzhenitsyn, who hos o vigion of a pre=Pete the Great, rodina,
Rus:rtia,' then a long history of Mesternization that alco
includes RQuesia after the revolution, v io the predent techian—

cre tz.ca.},"y ricnted regime, and o futurc vision of 2 Dusceia
finding it 1\30‘275. Thic should be ""u". en - seriously because therc
ic a vicion herey but sharcd .y; how neny?

x

In the oxperience of the pregent author this ds particularly the
case Loy Latin fnericon intellectuzls, and not onl
deonerate need fcr 2 adequate cuenessor society o
develored sacietien, ruled by orprescive olizarchies,
the continent = with o fouw cxeentions. There is alsc snother
reason more linked to the intellootual sityle sredoninnnt in Latin
frericat highly theoretical, comsistoucy—oriented, often dogmatic,
not empivicel cucert in the ”"’1'171”1“3{1 ol the nroasent foimntion.
Alzo, being Wectorners Bastern Duropd is closcr, more volevant than
Doy Afvicans and Asians wio will have less difficulty creating a
mental distonce heturcdon thenoelwns nnd Das
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The eifort is broed on cxtonoive trovel in
countrics (with the creeption of Albanin) =

vicite to the Goviet Union = and work in one of then, the softest,
Yumpeliavia dor about one yeoar over o period of fowr vears: cvervhore

diccussing oxtensively with all Iinds of peonle. My cowrces are

L

—

too many o be mentianed, and for obvious reasons Cifficult to
Tl openly. his din itoelf is one of the technicuces u.ch oy <the
cyctens  as it is dorbiddon to ecollect non—olficialZ lata, and
infomants comot be far-l‘tl«ﬁ*acc., OD]O"‘t‘lV(-)" ::‘t:uf'f:.c” becomd V"ry
limited, cege to content analysis of official publication, including
newspaperss Henne, studies will have o ring of the ""UC‘V‘"th“'
and can (,p,.clsy be o jected by the regines invoking what they do aot

necesoerdly proctice %nr‘muolv,g, the cenone of empirica 1 cocial
scie ch, well wnowing that it is imposcible to practice
thome It is intercoting to ;10%@, in “:hi‘ conroction, how Soviet

A

1.4.

discidente tend to moke a virtue out of this situation by often
nresenting their analysis in the foim of fiction, novels, short
s 1% S H ’
storiese

see Johian Galtunzg, "On Llpha and Beta and Their
, Proce &ainos, Visions of ] ’Cul"'"})lo Socicties
S 3E0) ijec‘c, llexico, Apyil 13706

i Lty with this argment hinpes on Czeclioslovalkiae
no uoub‘t a more Yadvoneced™ country in the sconse ind@cated, hence
a country whose socialion should he nueh more "sueccssPul " It
deues not seen to Hove beeng one poscible renson For the k,;c'tr'era“
anger directoed acgningt the Cmoch "oetrayal” oFf socialien din 1665 -

as scen by the partocrits, and o some extent the technocrats

but the lotter probably had their hiddea syumathy with the spring
of Prague) in the other cowntrien, those thot were more "hackward!
vin socinliom sirucke Lator they mny underntand that the Prague
grring pevhops was thet more advonced cociniion only zmet brought
about by partceracy and technooracy ar .Q henee not rishte.

fiopgood illustration ic offered by the following story T heard from
a hig rh *zu‘cy nember in a country bordering on the Soviet Union,
11 villape in the cowntryeide in the Soviet Union J
nnd bor‘n (: roofull j‘) collectivized in the 19205, and o nachine~
L"ao‘ta‘*—s"ca"‘ion had been ogsta

£

Licheds P~oduot10 ana profuctivity
Wy, LoWever, wv:za’f’; Jown = and the ereative Dorces
* not oeen to have Deon releaseds  Thot to Aot
One night the cager Ioeal "‘va;"t"r cecrotary went out and pourcd sand
or cngine = next Jay it broke dowme. The tractor woo
o save the ﬂmory, for sohotare coudld nowr be invohed,

7
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I that man = 2lt zowﬁ na:.nlv
dirccted. “u) swsrt l:l’tc,*,-C‘C’tU.:‘.l‘" ir thoir fisht for intellectunl
ard other Frocd 1 ""1 its fights

not the reot of the ;'Joputation
for freedon, spaincst cxploitation, ctc. I'o‘c aisls dicaliom and
courage are veervited into the academies of scicnee, though.
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4 good example ic the Hungarian case
ook on the picee wate gysten in the

Thic is 2loe o charncterictic of the
Burcpesn countrics, Yuposlavia (and,
noves against the Proxis

[

of Milklos Haraszi and
Hungarian Red Star factory.

softest of the Dastern
perhaps, Hungary)e. The

aroup and the philosophers in Beograd

(the Beogrod §) were typically of the rung i~/ variety = theid
tcaching activity ot the transnational Inter—-University Zentre in

Dubrovnik ecrcating difficulties ~ no
was it also gf Yugoslavia® At the

are getting Yugoslav students acnin,

Another persdnal experience: on

a non~Dersot,

time of writing (2979
looks as if the otiruggle has been wone

outgider
or theie can e attomrts in
giving a paper on "weial Derialion® at

Coubt jn Yugoslavia, "but
TS

hey can teach, and they

after sone years, at the TUC,

can also be nade into
that Jdirection. After
the Seventh Vorld

Congress of the Imternational Sociological Acsociation in Toronto,

August 1974 the present author
Soviet delegation to stor thet
or are totally alone in this.
"Wou will
Mhat you
at &ll—"-
M
Mle

cay
)

shall not invite you to the
o

was nressured by menbers
Rind o

of the

a3
£ thinge

Nobodly belicves you'.
mm your head against the wall, ocur forces ov

" ostronger!”

is cmotional, subjective, political, not recearch

have your boolr Tranclated but shall not publish it™,
Soviet Undon = you could have had

a od time on honoraria for your book,

Thiz lict wes writton Jowm immeddate
noticed therce isc not the slighitest
intelicctual armsment,

-
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afterards. s can be
fort to conter into an



