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Introduction to the collection




			The nineteenth century was the century of liberal revolutions; the twentieth was the century of socialist revolutions. What does the twenty-first century have in store for us? There are those who say that the age of revolutions has come to a close, and that the myth of THE revolution which has shaped the lives of people since the eighteenth century no longer can serve as a guide to our history. Even among people on the left, who have all along been the defenders of revolutionary ideas, it is sometimes said that revolution has been replaced by social movements. Given existing governments’ monopoly of the means of violence, and the enormous cost of weaponry, for many people it appears that it has become practically impossible to repeat the feats of the era of barricades.


			Still, in every part of the world, from Seattle to Porto Alegre to Mumbai, there are signs that today, as in the past, there are young people who are not willing to accept the world as it is in our times. But no matter what forms of struggle they choose, it is essential to understand the revolutionary experiences of the past. As has been said over and over, those who do not learn from the errors of the past are doomed to repeat them. But many of the very young today are woefully ignorant of events very fundamental for comprehending the past and shaping the future. It was an awareness of this problem that led the Editora UNESP to decide to publish this collection. We hope that these books will be valuable resources for students all the way from high school to university, and for the general public as well.


			The authors were selected among historians, social scientists, and journalists, North Americans and Brazilians, men and women with diverse political views that range from the political center to the political left. This great variety of backgrounds and political attitudes was deliberately sought after. Whatever we may have lost in consistency, we hope to have gained in a diversity of interpretations that invite reflection and dialogue.


			To understand the revolutions of the twentieth century, we must place them in the context of the revolutionary movements that were unleashed from the middle of the eighteenth century onward, movements that resulted in the total destruction of both the Ancient régime and its old colonial system. Despite profound differences, these later revolutions sought to carry out a democratic project that had been temporarily obscured by the abstractions and contradictions of the French Revolution of 1789. From that point forward, this democratic project then became a grand peoples’ project that found that expression is a succession of revolutions inspired by the struggle for independence from the British colonies in North America, and by the French Revolution itself.


			On July 4, 1776, the thirteen North American colonies, that would eventually become the United States of America, declared their independence and proclaimed the end of their colonial connection with Britain. They affirmed, in language that was inflammatory and profoundly subversive for the era, the equality of all men and preached their inalienable rights to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. They affirmed that the powers of governments were derived from the people they governed. Therefore, it fell to those very people to bring down a government that failed to protect those inalienable rights and swayed towards despotism.


			These revolutionary concepts, which echoed throughout the Enlightenment, were reasserted with even greater vigor thirteen years later, in 1789, in France. If the Declaration of Independence of the American colonies threatened the colonial system, the revolution in France threatened the European regimes themselves, their entire social order, the monopolistic structures of power, the privileges of aristocracy, royal absolutism and the divine right of kings.


			Not by chance, the Declaration of the Rights of Man and Citizen, enacted by the National Assembly of France in 1789, was written by the Marquis de LaFayette, who had participated in the American Revolution. He had the help of Thomas Jefferson, who was in France at the time representing the United States. The Declaration affirmed the equality of all men before the law. It defined their inalienable individual rights to liberty, property, safety, and resistance to oppression. It defined the preservation of these rights as the only legitimate purpose of any political institution. It asserted the principle that no person could be deprived of property except in cases of evident and proven public necessity and with immediate and fair compensation. It affirmed the sovereignty of the nation (not its ruler) and the supremacy of its laws. These laws, it insisted, must be the product of the general will, and must apply equally to all citizens. The Declaration also guaranteed freedom of expression, of thought, and of religion, and made the law itself the protector of these freedoms against individual abuses. It provided for taxes that were applicable to all citizens, proportioned to their ability to pay. It conferred on citizens the right to participate, personally or through elected representatives, in the control of government expenditure, 
and required public officials to render accounts of their conduct of their offices. Finally, the Declaration affirmed the separation of legislative, executive, and judicial powers.


			These declarations, which clearly defined both the extent and the limits of liberal thought, reverberated in many parts of Europe and the Americas, bringing down monarchical regimes, implanting liberal-democratic systems of varying types, establishing equality before the law, adopting the separation of powers, forging nationalities and promoting the emancipation of slaves as well as the independence of Latin-American colonies.


			The development of industry and commerce, the revolution in the means of transportation, urbanization, technological advances, the formation of a new social class – the proletariat – 
and the imperialistic expansion of European nations into Asia and Africa, all generated dislocation, social conflicts and wars in various parts of the world. Everywhere, excluded social groups were confronted with new oligarchies that were unresponsive to their needs and deaf to their anxieties. These marginalized groups erupted in struggles that aimed to realize the promise of democracy, a promise that was increasingly shown to be fictitious by the ever-increasing concentration of wealth and power in the hands of the few to the detriment of the many.


			Equality before the law did correspond to social realities; liberty without equality was transformed into a myth; representative governments actually represented only privileged minorities, and most of the people actually had no representation. One after another, the ideals proposed by the Declaration of the Rights of Man were revealing their illusory character. The response was not long in coming.


			Socialist, anarchist, syndicalist, communist, or merely reformist ideas appeared to challenge the world created by capitalism and supposedly democratic liberalism. In fact, the earliest attacks on the new system emerged during the period of the French Revolution itself. At the time, these criticisms were confined to a few of the most radical revolutionaries, such as Gracchus Babeuf. But in the course of the first half of the nineteenth century, condemnations of the social and political system, created by the restoration of the Bourbon monarchy in France, became prominent in the works of utopian socialists like Charles Fourier (1772-1837), Henri de Saint-Simon (1760-1825), Pierre Joseph Proudhon (1809-1861), Robert de Lamennais (1782-1854), Étienne Cabet (1788-1856), Louis Blanc (1812-1882), among many others. In England, Karl Marx (1818-1883) and his comrade Friedrich Engels (1820-1895) threw themselves into a systematic attack on capitalism and bourgeois democracy, establishing class struggle as the fundamental engine of history and the proletariat as the force that could bring about a true social revolution. In 1848, their Communist Manifesto was published, calling on the “workers of the world” to unite.


			In 1864, the First Workers’ International was created. Three years later, Marx published the first volume of his Capital. Meanwhile, syndicalists, reformers, and cooperativists of every stripe, such as Robert Owen, set out to attempt to humanize capitalism. In France, the contingent of radicals grew rapidly, and their programs began to mobilize more and more people, especially in urban areas. The socialists, defeated in revolutionary uprisings in 1848, gained leadership for a brief period during the Paris Commune of 1871, before being defeated yet again. Despite these setbacks and despite ideological divisions among its militants, socialism was winning followers in various parts of the world. In 1873, the First International was dissolved. Marx died ten years later, but his work continued to gain influence. The second volume of Capital was published two years after his death, in 1885, and the third volume was issued in 1894. A new International was founded in 1889. The movement for radical change continued to gain converts in many areas of the world, culminating in the Russian Revolution of 1917, which set the stage for a new era.


			At the outset of the twentieth century, the cycle of liberal revolutions appeared to be definitively closed. The revolutionary process -now inspired chiefly by socialists and communists -transcended the frontiers of Europe and America, to become much more cosmopolitan in nature. Everywhere, in Africa and Asia as well as in Europe and America, the paths followed by the Soviet Union alarmed some and inspired others, provoking debate and confrontation, both internal and external, which deeply marked the history of the twentieth century. The Chinese Revolution of 1949, and the Cuban Revolution ten years later, enlarged the socialist bloc and provided new models for revolutionaries in diverse parts of the world.


			Since then, millions of people have perished in the conflict between the worlds of socialism and capitalism. On both sides, historical writing was profoundly affected by political passions, inflamed by the cold war and distorted by propaganda. Now, after the end of the Cold War, the collapse of the Soviet Union and the participation of China in institutions once controlled exclusively by the capitalist countries, it might be possible to begin to make a serene evaluation of this turbulent history.


			We hope that the books in this Collection will provide their readers with the first step in a long journey in search of a future in which liberty and equality will be compatible and democracy will be their form of expression.


			Emília Viotti da Costa
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Introduction



			In the 1950s, nations in Latin America and the Caribbean began to suffer the effects of the transformations that were at work in the global economy after the crisis caused by the aftermath of the Second World War had passed.

			At the end of the 1940s, capitalism entered a phase of unprecedented expansion. Between 1948 and 1971 global industry grew at an average annual rate of 5.6 per cent, and global commerce at a rate of 7.3 per cent. Along with the recovery of the European economies, their purchases of primary commodities diminished – after having been extremely elevated during the course of the war and the subsequent recovery, which represented an important source of income for Latin American countries. At the same time, strong international competition was established for export markets. The peripheral areas of capitalism became increasingly interesting, whether as potential purchasers of products or as attractive places to invest capital in the creation of subsidiaries of multinational enterprises.

			This new international reality would come to have serious implications for the nations in Latin America that had begun their own processes of industrialization aimed at their internal markets; these incipient industrial developments, tied to local goals and priorities, would be increasingly stalled by external pressures to open local markets to foreign goods and by the penetration of foreign capital. This, in turn, would provoke new developments in intellectual and political debates about the implications of the new economic scenario for possibilities of development in the region.

			Among those who favored capitalism, three socio-economic projects were presented as solutions: one was nationalist-populist, which favored continuing to pursue a strategy of local industrial development, in the belief that industrialization was the key to development, and that the national State was a principal actor in the determination of the paths the economy might take; a second was developmentalist, concerned with the strengthening of industrial capitalism, especially in the production of durable goods, and with foreign capital rather than the state as a partner; a third was a classical liberal project, which was critical of the idea that industrial development was the necessary basis of economic growth, opposed to the economic intervention of the State, and favoring the opening of markets and full participation in international commerce on the basis of the comparative advantages of each local economy.

			In the context of these changes in international economic relations, in a scenario of increasing insistence by the United States that Latin America align itself with the American policy of anti-communism, and in light of deep internal disagreements about the model of economic development that ought to be implemented, the region would enter upon a very turbulent political conjuncture, marked by the intensification of antagonisms that would affect the stability of constitutional regimes.

			The military coups that brought down the governments of Juan Perón in Argentina in 1955, of João Goulart in Brazil and Paz Estenssoro in Bolivia, both in 1964, together with military interventions by the United States in Guatemala in 1954 and in the Dominican Republic in 1965, set off a profound debate within the Latin American left about the possible solutions for the region.

			Among the many questions raised in this debate, four stand out: a) did the crisis of governments that had promoted national industrial development and internal markets, given the increasing presence of foreign capital, mean that autonomous national capitalist development was impossible in the region? b) could the nations at the center of the capitalist world, given the region’s failure to execute structural changes like agrarian reform, the limited nature of its internal markets, and its extreme concentration of wealth and income be deeply interested in Latin American development? c) Should the region’s national bourgeoisies be understood as a potential anti-imperialist force? And d) did the support the United States was giving to military regimes signal an explicit intention of reducing Latin America to the condition of a producer of primary materials and a furnisher of cheap labor, thus forcing the region to choose between submission to imperialism and a socialist revolution?

			Excited by the Cuban Revolution, which they took as an example of the success of a political strategy of armed struggle, large segments of the Latin-American left opted for this final, revolutionary path. Among other things, Cuba seemed to demonstrate conclusively that a small group of dedicated guerrillas could defeat the repressive forces of an anti-democratic government, that the conquest of state power could unleash a dynamic process of socialist transition and a rapid “expropriation of the expropriators,” and that, even against the opposition of boycotting the world’s most powerful nation, the revolution could be consolidated on the basis of its own internal strengths in solidarity with the socialist countries and the progressive forces of the rest of the world. This ultimate perspective was being gradually reinforced by the successes attained by the Vietnamese resistance in its war with the United States.

			Taken as emblematic experiments representative of the new tendencies that marked the anti-imperialism of the so-called Third World, Cuba and Vietnam stood out as proof that the time for radical repositioning was more promising than ever.

			But the option for revolutionary violence was not consensual on the Latin-American left. Among its critics the most notable were the communist parties closely tied to the Soviet Union, who viewed the Cuban experience as the outcome of a very specific national reality. As for the case of Vietnam, their opinion was that the aggressive intervention of the United States had left the people in the country with no alternative to armed resistance.

			In this book, the approach to Cuba’s historical process will take as its point of reference the situation actually lived by the actors of the revolution, considering their choices and decisions in light of the dilemmas actually presented by the reality of an epoch marked by powerful external threats generated by the Cold War between the United States and the Soviet Union. This will also be the basis for reflection on the challenges which are still posed by the continuation of the process that began in the 1950s.

			Three current visions of the Cuban Revolution are of particular interest, as much for their ample diffusion among those whose opinions of the process are extremely abundant, as for their strong mechanistic tenor and their meager historical perspective.

			In the first place, great significance is attributed by many to the extreme degree of under-development of Cuba, as the “objective” factor that determined the political and social radicalization which in turn favored the revolution’s success. Rightly, this under-development would be the principal feature present in the rest of the countries of Latin America that did not experience a similar revolution -which would appear to strengthen the notion that the actions of a small organized group could have unleashed the mobilization of the oppressed masses of those other countries. This view tends to dismiss “subjective” factors as mere accompaniments of a given concrete situation of oppression, not generally perceived unless and until a revolutionary vanguard forces it forward into consciousness. In this respect, our analysis will attempt to bring into focus the socio-economic development of pre-revolutionary Cuba compared to other countries in the region, the political changes generated by the military coup of Fulgencio Batista in 1952, and the perceptions of those actors who unleashed armed opposition, all in relation to the actual alternatives available to the country. Our objective is the reveal the dynamic between the “objective” and “subjective” factors that favored the actual process that Cuba went through, both in their specificity and how they might apply to other national situations in the region.

			In the second place, we will discuss the analyses that consider the alignment of Cuba with the Soviet Union and the adoption of a Soviet style economic and political model to be the inevitable consequence of the interventionist policies of the United States. In this instance, we will attempt to historically situate Cuban-American relations, both before and after the revolution, dealing with the choices of aligning with the nations of the socialist bloc, choices that were based on the options that actually were available at an exceptional historical moment. The objective here will be to demystify the notion that the Cuban Revolution was basically an exchange of serfdoms, from one empire to another.

			Finally, we are going to discuss the current belief that the collapse of the USSR implies for Cuba, as an inevitable consequence, the adoption of a liberal democracy and its concomitant market-oriented economy. This view tends to regard any anti-capitalist revolution in the twentieth century as an aberration, a detour from the highway of the so-called “Western way of life” that is assumed to be the inevitable convergence point of universal history. Just as in other countries – capitalist or otherwise – that confront the challenges posed by the profound changes that have affected the world in recent decades, the Cuban government and society which they prepared themselves to reclaim and fortify autonomous decision-making areas, in order to become actors rather than victims of the globalization processes.

			These previously discussed questions and issues will be covered in detail in the following five chapters. The first chapter analyzes the historical process that led to the rise of the new form of power that arose after the fall of Batista. The second chapter concentrates on relations between Cuba and the United States, revealing both continuity and change at various historical moments, beginning with the Monroe Doctrine of 1823 and ending with the termination of the Cold War. The following chapter addresses various dimensions of the construction of Cuban socialism, with emphasis on the institutional transformations embodied in the Constitution of 1976 and the reforms of 1992 and 2002. The fourth chapter focuses on Cuba’s relations with the United States after the fall of the Soviet Union, focusing 
on the periods of the administrations of Bill Clinton and George W. Bush. The final chapter analyzes some of the principal themes of the controversies provoked by the Cuban experience.

			When selecting sources for the creation of the book, we attempted to combine access to detailed information about the Cuban Revolution, to the positions taken by the principal actors involved, and to varying interpretations of the path followed by Cuba since 1959. The sections of the book that deal with Cuban-American relations rehearse, in an amplified and up-to-date way, the analyses presented in Estados Unidos e a América Latina: a construção da hegemonia [The United States and Latin America: the Construction of Hegemony] (2002), and O Ocidente e o “resto”: a América Latina e o Caribe na cultura do Império [The West and the “Rest”: Latin America and the Caribbean in the culture of the Empire] (2003).

		

	
		
			
1. The Emergence of the 
Revolutionary Process

			The Revolution of 1959 has deep roots in the course of Cuba’s national history, with antecedents that point back to the period of independence. Cuba was the last Latin American colony to gain independence from Spain, in 1898, after thirty long years of struggle that included two actual wars of independence. The first of these, which began on October 10, 1868, was led by Carlos Manuel de Céspedes, a lawyer and sugar-mill owner who died during the war, in 1874. This conflict came to a close in 1878, after the final defeat of the most radical rebels who were led by the black general Antonio Maceo, whose struggle brought together the twin purposes of liberation from Spain and the abolition of slavery – the predominant labor system of the country and the basis of its principal economic activity, the production of sugar.

			Emancipation of the slaves was not one of the demands of the more moderate elements of the independence movement, which exemplified the heterogeneity of a Cuban society that was “defined by tensions”, in the words of the great Argentine historian Halperin Donghi (1992, p. 286):

			the revolution did not attempt to define itself beyond its causes; the caution with which it confronted the problem of slavery (it did not even dare, as other Latin-American revolutionaries had done, propose to liberate the blacks so that they might take up arms in support of the movement) is a clear demonstration of this attitude.

			The abolition of slavery would take place only two years after the end of this first war of independence, in 1880, as part of a process that involved external political pressures that were rooted in the opposition of England to the slave trade, economic pressures, resulting from the growing interest of American investors in buying land and controlling Cuba’s export markets, and the precarious situation of the large national landowners, suffering from the devastations of the long war for independence, who were now attempting to recover by modernizing production methods in order to compete with foreign capital in international markets.

			In the United States, the end of the Civil War, in 1865, saw the beginning of a process of great economic expansion. By the end of the nineteenth century, the country had overtaken England and Germany in terms of industrial production, with a highly concentrated economy, and of enormous future potential competitiveness in the international market. Between 1999 and 1905, some 328 businesses had merged, resulting in a small number of companies that controlled forty per cent of the nation’s industrial capacity (Robertson, 1967).

			One result of this process was an increasing American interest in controlling access to both raw materials and markets in the Caribbean region, which, in the case of Cuba, would entail important changes in its participation in the international economy, given that its status as a Spanish colony incorporated new forms of economic dependence with the United States. North American commercial interests were very much present in the production of sugar, iron ore, manganese, and tobacco, as well as in Cuba’s railroads (Cockroft, 2001).
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