loss of “1,169,000 working days,” and the toll for April
would be far, far higher. The gloomy, but all too accurate
conclusion: “If strikes continue . . . we shall face complete
economic collapse.”

Beginning April 22, at least three new social explosions
and economic disorders are on the agenda. These are:

1) The expiration of the 10-day strike suspension pro-
claimed by the strike committee of the republic of Belorussia.
If no settlement is reached in that timeframe, then a general
strike of all industry in the republic commences.

2) The expiration of the one-week strike deadline given
by the steel and industrial workers of the Urals heavy industry
center of Chelyabinsk and, the threat of a general strike in
the Urals industrial center of Sverdlovsk.

3) The prospect for an indefinite extension of the general
strike of industry that began April 16 in the Ukrainian capital
of Kiev, which has closed the city’s 15 leading industrial
enterprises.

On top of this, the number of closures of steel and metal-
working plants throughout the U.S.S.R., should the coal
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strike continue, will have reached critical mass.

According to April 17 announcements, the Independent
Trade Unions of Russia have scheduled a Russia-wide gener-
al strike warning strike for Friday April 26, and, on the same
day, if no settlement is reached, thére is the threat of a strike
by the country’s oil and gas industry workers. That strike
alone would bring the entire ecoromy to a standstill in a
matter of days.

This reality puts Gorbachov’s Japan visit into perspec-
tive. The potential Japanese contribution to developing Sovi-
et infrastructure, energy resources, and modernizing ma-
chine tool and other industries, in the form of financial
assistance and direct investment, ,could mount up to $30
billion or more. This, coupled with prospects for similar
“great project’-oriented cooperation with united Germany,
may or may not succeed in stabilizing the Soviet Union.
However, without such a large-scale joint input, no solution
to the crisis is even imaginable, and the U.S.S.R. is con-
demned to plunge into an irreversible spiral of economic,
political, and social chaos.

No breakthrough in sight

The Gorbachov-Kaifu summit will likely go down as a
lost opportunity to forge a new political and economic
framework for an Asian prosperity zone serving the inter-
ests of the U.S.S.R., Japan, and the other Pacific Rim
nations. Such an arrangement had formed the core of the
Russian, Japanese, French, and German policies of the
late 19th century, when large-scale Eurasian development
projects had been advocated by top officials in the Meiji
court, as well as by France’s Foreign Minister Gabriel
Hanotaux and his Russian counterpart Count Sergei
Witte. American political economist Lyndon LaRouche
Jr. recently proposed that the revival of that Hanotaux-
Witte-Meiji plan is the only basis for preserving peace in
Eurasia.

When this writer was in Tokyo in February, Japanese
government officials had expressed deep concern over the
apparent hardline tilt of the Soviet government, reflected
in the bloody crackdowns against the Baltic republics.
That shift, the Japanese said, boded ill for a resolution of
the northern island issue. It also revived Japanese fears of
Soviet military preponderance in the north Pacific. The
northern islands serve as a forward base for the Soviet
armed forces, helping keep the Sea of Okhotsk a Soviet
lake with protected access to the Pacific and the Sea of
Japan—a position the Soviet military insists on keeping.

The shifts in Moscow policy, combined with the unravel-
ing of the economic fabric of the Soviet Union, have
tended to drive the Kaifu government into greater subser-
vience to the Bush administration—despite growing anti-
American attitudes among the Japanese people in the
wake of the Gulf war. When Prime Minister Kaifu met
with President Bush in California just 12 days before the
Gorbachov trip to Tokyo, he was reportedly urged to com-
mit significant Japanese capital investments to the Mexi-
can-American free trade pact through financing of Ameri-
can corporate ventures in Mexico. While Bush reportedly
was “sympathetic” to Gorbachov’s dilemma and encour-
aged Kaifu to develop closer ties to Moscow, he also
reportedly made it clear that Japan should not pursue an
independent Asian security policy that weakened the bilat-
eral defense ties between Washington and Tokyo. Asian
sources have confirmed to EIR that the Japanese business
community is committed, at least in the short term, to a
continued bailout of the U.S.

As one well-placed former diplomat putiit: “After pay-
ing out $14 billion to the Gulf war chest, the Japanese,
believe it or not, are running out of investment capital.
They don’t really have the funds ta launch a major capital
investment program in the Soviet Union—even if the Kur-
ile Islands controversy were to be settled.” Just before
Gorbachov’s arrival in Tokyo, the large Japanese trading
company Marubeni postponed plans to open an office in
Vladivostok, citing “an abrupt about-face in Soviet policy
and the rise of conservatives in the Soviet leadership” as
thereason, according to a Kyodo wire.—Jeffrey Steinberg
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