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PUBLISHER’S NOTE

This speech by Comrade Njoto, Second Vice-
Chairman of the Central Committee of the Indonesian
Communist Party, was first published in extracts in
the Indonesian People’s Daily of June 9 and 10, 1964.
The present English version is based on the Chinese
translation, which appeared in China’s fortnightly
Hongqi.

Printed in the People’s Republic of China

OLLOWING the upsurge of the national and class
it struggles in Indonesia, the ideological struggle,
| especially in the field of philosophy, is now growing in
:}ntensity.

.~ As the deep interest of the Indonesian masses was
aroused in socialism through the triumph of democracy
over fascism in the Second World War — a war, in which
the Soviet Union, the only socialist country at the time,
played a vital role, so have the liberation of China, the
growth of world socialism and of the Indonesian Com-
munist Party, particularly their development over the
'past few years, more aroused the interest of the Indo-
nesian masses in the theory needed for the victory of
socialism — dialectical and historical materialism.

Finding it hard to attack the Indonesian Communist
Party in political, tactical and organizational spheres,
the imperialists and other reactionaries are concentrating
their attacks ideologically on the Indonesian revolution-
ary movement, especially on the Indonesian Communist
Party, with the aim of confusing their ideas and shaking
their faith.

Since the emergence of differences in the international
communist movement, the imperialists and reactionaries
have been trying hard to exploit these differences, hoping
to benefit from them by damaging the revolutionary
movement of the people.

This demands that we start anew self-education in the
'sphere of philosophy, review the fundamentals of dia-
lectical and historical materialism, study the 20th cen-
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tury history of the struggle of dialectical and historical
materialism against idealism, especially against reaction-
ary philosophy, and, in particular, study the origin and
development of dialectical and historical materialism and
the revisionist philosophy — pragmatism.

If we Indonesian revolutionaries fail to grasp or fail
to fully grasp dialectical and historical materialism, the

future of our revolution will be uncertain and may even
become dark and hopeless. Conversely, if we can grasp
dialectical and historical materialism and use it to cor-

rectly tackle the problems of our revolution, our future
will be bright and promising. In particular, the histor-
ical task set by the August Revolution of 1945 which
must be fully carried out — that is, the task of complet-
ing the national democratic revolution, and turning it
into a socialist revolution— will be and can surely be

realized.

1. THE HISTORY OF THE PHILOSOPHY OF
DIALECTICAL AND HISTORICAL MATERIALISM
IN INDONESIA

Dialectical and historical materialism is now no longer
Indonesia, req
s uced to a colon .
¥, was isolated fro,
m other

banned in Indonesia. In fact it has become the most
influential philosophy in the present political life of the
Indonesian people. At the beginning of the 20th century
Indonesia knew nothing about dialectical and historical

materialism, not even when the first workers’ organiza-
tion in Indonesia was set up. It was only in 1941, when
the first Marxist organization “The East Indies Social

Democratic Association’ was established in Indonesia,
that some revolutionary intellectuals at home began to
study dialectical and historical materialism.
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nist International by Dimitrov and On New Democracy
by Mao Tse-tung. Nevertheless, the Indonesian Marxists
did not yet understand the situation in Indonesia.
Through the actual practice in the revolution the
Indonesian Marxists realized that they had to change the
backward state in which their theoretical studies still
remained. Later, their studies of revolutionary theories
were so closely combined with the actual revolutionary
struggle at the time that their studies directly served that
struggle which was then rising. This is seldom met with
in the history of Marxism. It was a difficult task for
Marxists at the time, but it helped them to mature and
grow at a greater speed.
What is more important is that in the course of the
August Revolution, the Party had, on the one hand, to
protect Marxism from outside attacks, for instance, Com-
rade Aidit defended The Manifesto of the Communist
Party against outside attacks (The Debate Between Aidit
and Suroto appeared in Buruh, Jogjakarta). And on the
other hand, contradictions involving the application of
Marxism to actual political life existed between the lead-
ers of the Indonesian Communist Party and those of
the Socialist Party, the Workers’ Party and the Socialist
Youth League of Indonesia which claimed to have based
themselves on Marxism-Leninism. It was only when the
resolution concerning “The New Road of the Indonesian
Republic” was adopted in 1948 at its National Congress
that the Indonesian Communist Party corrected its po-
litical, tactical and organizational mistakes.
The struggle between Marxists and the reactionaries,
and between Marxism and opportunism, was still going
on after the Madiun-Provocation Incident and the war

of aggression waged by the Dutch colonialists.  Ignorant
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of the concrete conditions, the Marxists’ understanding
of Marxist theories was dogmatic, however, and this was
reflected in the programme of “Land Nationalization” put
forward at that time. It can be said that the rebuilding
of the Indonesian Communist Party in January 1951
brought about a revolution in the history of Marxism in
Indonesia. A programme with correct strategy and
tactics was for the first time combined with correct prin-
ciples of organization. The Indonesian Marxists were
beginning to understand Indonesia!

The experiences — successful experiences — gained in
awakening, mobilizing and organizing the masses in the
fight for the abolition of the traitorous Round Table Con-
ference Agreement and against the governments of
Hatta, Natsir and Sukiman provided the best conditions
for summing up the experiences of the revolution. And
it was these experiences that made it possible in 1954 for
the Fifth Congress of the Indonesian Communist Party
to successfully formulate the Party Programme. This
Programme, readopted at the Sixth Congress (Special),
is still basically applicable. It is, indeed, a programme of
historical significance, for it answers correctly for the
first time all the important and fundamenial questions
of the Indonesian revolution. The Indonesian Marxists

have understood Indonesia!

This Party Programme creatively integrates dialectical
and historical materialism with the actual condition in
Indonesia; it also teaches us how to apply it to political
struggles. This is what we mean when we say that a
policy should be the result of concrete analysis of the
concrete situation. The Party Programmec points out
that the Indonesian Communist Party bases its policies

6

concerning the bagj
. c st .
nesian revolution, rategy and tactics for the Indo-




B EE——

In order to do this, theoretical workers 1:1?1(;

Indonesian Communist Party are ’mas sing

In his general report to 'gli Partz 'sr ; gluxl n

idi inted out that mor .

Comrade Aidit poin : : wr

Cofclgr:: Ss’,howt)ﬂd be given to introduce dlalec'ucallanlc}nkle -

lteci::;l materialism, and that it should be closely

or ,

’ - o i 1958
up with living real Lald in 1957,
At the Constitutional Conferences held O e e

i da

hile debating the foun e

atl?d ijc?:ﬁegan Republic, many peoPle lalilnclée:):lf :j:i :1 ks

one the principles of Marxisrg, espec1al%c};1 t osconferences’

i d historical materialism. At these . noes
e liament from the Indonesian

bers of Par ' ian ™
:ﬁngf rrIl’aex:‘ty fought resolutely and with principle

. -
i i i d historical materia
ine Marxism, dialectical and b eri
ﬁfegl::krl?llél gdefending the Five Principles for building
m, :
1'cshe country and struggling for them.

i rt
The call to study and fight made at the Sixth Party

ed w. n i imple and clear
d with t i ion.” is slogan 1s a S1 ple a
i he situation. This s . .
a pe;l to the Indonesian revolutionaries to apply theory
P

to practice.

This marks an importar
tion made by Comrade 1}1
manded that we investiga
economic situation so as to”
and our methods for work”, ;
investigation of actual facts wi

turism”. ‘ | th
an\cilvs:*il;erbly Comrade Aidit such as The Birth and Gro

i Indonesia (1955), Lesson.s

ommunist Party of . ons

p 'rt: ethg History of the CPI (1960), Lenin a'n.g;1 i;n:,o'l;l i
{;;60) Indonesian Socialism (1962) and o ,

8

grasp it.
leaders of the
great efforts.

tant development of t?le pf‘oposr-
dit in 1954. This d1rect.1ve dec-1
te and study “the social an

decide our tactics for stxjuggle
otherwise, “a mistake }n 1.;he
1 lead to wishful thinking

. Y

further summed up, on the basis of dialectical and
historical materialism, the experience of the Indonesian
working-class movement over the past fifty years; and,
proceeding from concrete experience, these works provide
more complete, concrete theses for the tactics of the
present working-class movement.

To draw lessons from every experience, big or small,
heartening or disheartening, in other words, to benefit
from every lesson, whether that of progress or retrogres-
sion, success or failure —this is what the Indonesian
Marxist-Leninists have been doing since 1951. And they
will continue to do so.

The Indonesian Marxist-Leninists believe that the prob-
lems in the international communist movement can pro-
vide useful lessons to serve as a text for an international
Marxist-Leninist university, though some people are
anxious and worried about these problems. The Indo-
nesian Marxist-Leninists carefully study all the materi-
als, avoid subjectivism, take an active part in developing
Marxism-Leninism and carry on a resolute principled
struggle against modern revisionism and modern dog-
matism.

The process of the integration of the universal truth of
communism with the Indonesian working-class move-
ment is “the great process of the Indonesianization of
Marxism-Leninism”, and it is still going on. The Indo-
nesian Marxist-Leninists may, and even will inevitably,
make not only small but also big mistakes if they do not
take a cautious attitude. But they will certainly win

victory if they continue to take a sincere, earnest, modest
and responsible attitude, continue to combine theory
with practice, closely link themselves with the masses
and practise self-criticism. The most important thing
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in this connection is to take the stand, viewpoint and
method of the proletariat.

2. DIALECTICAL AND HISTORICAL MATERIALISM
OPPOSES PRAGMATISM

The first condition for consolidating and expanding the
victory of dialectical and historical materialism is to res-
olutely oppose various schools of reactionary philosophy
as well as those in the working-class movement which are
disloyal to or have betrayed dialectical and historical
materialism. Such philosophies are the basis of reformism
and other forms of opportunism.

The 1960 Moscow Statement says that ideological is-
sues are of special significance today. Communists
regard it as their task to launch a determined offensive
on the ideological front, and make every effort to eman-
cipate the masses from the spiritual bondage of all types
and forms of bourgeois ideology, including the pernicious

influence of reformism.

1f people don’t know what dialectical and historical
materialism is, they will not be able to defend it. In
turn, if people don’t know what pragmatism is, they will
not be able to defeat it. When the Political Bureau of
the Central Committee of the Indonesian Communist
Party issued the famous “July the Eighth Statemen ,

government officials were mobilized to confiscate copies

of this statement though they were not told what they
looked like. We shouldn’t do such a thing. . . . No
matter what action we take or what we defend, we must
tirst of all be clear about the target of our action and

what we are defending.
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cording to their theory, to carry on oppression, exploita-
tion and aggressive wars against other people or other
countries, such as the Dutch imperialists’ forcible occupa-
tion of our territory, Western Irian, is a truth, because it
is beneficial to them!”

William James once said: “Pragmatism is a new name
for some old ways of thinking.”

Lenin always taught us that recent philosophy is as
partisan as was philosophy two thousand years ago. Thus,
we can only see the essence of pragmatism if we look at
it “from the principled stand of the Party”.

Today pragmatism reveals two prominent features: 1.
It accepts what it rejected in the past, though objective
conditions remain essentially the same. 2. Its policy is
to make everything non-political, divorced from politics,

Owing to their pragmatic viewpoint and stand, the mod-

ern revisionists usually put forward ridiculous pragmatic
ideas. When in Yugoslav in the spring of 1958, I asked
some revisionists the reason for the rise of prices and
tram fares. ““Stalin did not understand economy; his mis-
take was to reduce prices every year,” was the reply.
When I asked why they had broken up agricultural co-
operatives and collective farms and why they had restored
the private ownership of land, they answered: “When we
imitated Stalin’s collective farm system, our grain output
kept falling.” When I asked why they imitated the West
and liked abstract art and fantastic dances, they said:
“Building socialism is the day’s business and dancing is
what we do at night....”

The following examples show that the revisionists have
accepted what they once rejected.

When they were still Marxists and not yet revisionists,
they criticized the neglect of ideological education and
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the overemphasis on “material incentive” as being
purely bourgeois in nature. However, it is just this
“material incentive” that has become the pivot of the
economic theories of modern revisionists.

When they were still Marxists and not yet revisionists,
in foreign policy, they opposed settling every problem
through the United Nations because its voting machine
was controlled by the United States, and because it con-
tained no representative of the People’s Republic of
China. But what they advocate today is the settlement of
every issue through the United Nations and this has led
to the tragedy of the Congo L).

When they were still Marxists and not yet revisionists,
they sharply criticized the manifestations of bourgeois
culture from abstract art to crazy dances. But today it is
just these manifestations — they are even opposed in
every corner of Indonesia, a not yet fully independent and
still semi-feudal state — that have become the pleasures
of life of the modern revisionists.

We can give more examples. but the ones cited above
suffice to help people see through the real nature of
pragmatism.

Following are some examples of non-political policies:

In economics, the modern revisionists say that “what

is important today is economics, not politics”, and under

the pretext that “the time devoted to production is more
precious”, they cancel the political meetings of trade
unions, youth organizations and so on. They even laugh
at us when we say “production and economics are de-
termined by politics”.

In literature and art, they put more emphasis on
beauty than on politics and maintain that beauty can be
separated from politics. They say that artists and writers
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sky and Bukharin on the pretext of “gvercoming the one-
sidedness of the political approach”, and he pointed out
that such a view was not dialectics but “eclecticism”. Since
Trotsky and Bukharin always had “logical grounds’ on
their lips, Lenin pointed out that their logic was nothing
but “the point of view of formal, or scholastic, logic and
not of dialectical, or Marxian, logic.” Indeed, in the two
sections “Politics and Economics. Dialectics and Eclecti-
cism” and “Dialectics and Eclecticism. ‘School’ and ‘Ap-
paratus’” in Once Again on the Trade Unions, the Pres-
ent Situation and the Mistakes of Trotsky and Bukharin,
Lenin teaches us in concrete and clear terms how to dis-
tinguish “dialectical logic” from “formal logic”, and
“dialectics” from “eclecticism”.

What is worth our attention is that the revisionists
are usually pedantic and arrogant. They style them-
selves as great theoreticians. They are self-opinionated,
contemptuous of others’ views and afraid of criticisms.
They are apt to lose their temper. They look at the
world from an ivory tower though this ivory tower stands
within the working-class movement!

They are particularly fond of teaching others, but de-
test learning from: others. They like other people to
understand and respect them, but never want to under-
stand and respect others. They like other people to be
grateful to them, but never think of being grateful to
others. In their eyes, Asia, Africa and Latin America is
a backward region which has contributed nothing to
world civilization. When compiling textbooks on phi-
losophy, economics and history of this or that kind, they
ignore or basically ignore the development of Asia, Africa
and Latin America. They are haughty like the one-
eyed hero in the land of the blind. They do not under-
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did not succeed because they were unjust. The im-
perialists, however, did succeed in some way in Iraq and
Brazil. Does this mean that they are right? The Marxist-
Leninists, guided by dialectical and historical materialism,
adopt an entirely different attitude to political problems
from the revisionists who base themselves on pragma-
tism. Take the Congo question, for example. At its
Seventh Congress the Indonesian Communist Party con-
demned Adoula while the revisionists were happily chat-
ting with him.

There is no other way to defend dialectical and historical
materialism, the philosophy of Marxist-Leninists, except
to carry on a resolute struggle against pragmatism — the
philosophy of the world’s reactionaries and revisionists.

3. OUR TASK IS TO DEFEND DIALECTICAL AND
HISTORICAL MATERIALISM

Dialectical and historical materialism is the foundation
of the law of logic of social sciences. It is the only
philosophy which gives a correct explanation of the rela-
tionship between being and consciousness and which cor-
rectly expounds the relationship between theory and
practice.

Agnosticism, the direct opposite of dialectical and
historical materialism, holds that the objective world is
unknowable. “Neo-Positivism” does not acknowledge
the existence of objective laws and the fact that things
are conditioned by each other. Modecrnism also has
various manifestations in philosophy, such as “Existential-

ism” which holds that man, unaffected by his environ-
ment, can achieve his “self-existence”, and Santayana’s
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ool ruge Is acquired from the practice
hai\Tog cf;nox;v}iedge can be correct or of any use unless it
e through the test of practice
. . Marx said: «
gg:;(;;cg rzan must prqve the truth, that is, the realilty arﬁll
puddh—;g isr;i :1;1 English proverb says, “The proof of the
e eating”
Pagole Ing", a proverb much appreciated by
Ind o . .
o ot gieed; ;1(:) l;:lf‘lthbe ten’clrely fruitless for two foreigners
b e taste of durians” if neither has eaten
heIti‘sabMarxist pays no attention to practice and facts
Sl ?17 nc(>: means a true Marxist. During his visit tc;
e Coo a, c?mrade V. G. Wilcox, General Secretary of
MamistmmShlgzizt Part.y of New Zealand, said that every
c
- onsider and study all the facts that he
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Not long ago, Comrade Aidit said: “A Marxist Party
which does not lay emphasis on investigation and study
is not a serious Marxist Party.” In 1951 the Indonesian
Communist Party began to combine its political, organiza-
tional and ideological work with investigation and study.
And that is the reason why it has made such a rapid de-
velopment. Comrade Aidit himself has set an example
in this respect. He investigated the situation of the peas-
ants and their movement first in Western Java, then in
Eastern and Central Java. The result of his first in-
vestigation has been published and that of the second and
third investigations will come out successively.

The reason for the call on all cadres of the Indonesian
Communist Party including theoreticians, artists, writers
and journalists to go down to the grassroots, is to give
them a chance to understand the situation from personal
experience. Without understanding the situation a rev-
olutionary cannot identify himself with the oppressed peo-
ple. Without personal experience one cannot acquire a
thorough understanding of the situation. People can get
some indirect knowledge of the situation from books and
from what other people say. For there is so much for
us to know and it is impossible to experience everything
personally. But knowledge gained from personal practice
is more reliable than that gained in an indirect way.

Suppose a man from the city has noticed for several
days that some poor peasants and farm labourers have
only one meal a day and what they eat is not even rice.
He will “sympathize” with them and probably be so
moved as to shed tears. But this man can never un-
derstand and feel deeply if he has not experienced hav-

ing only one meal a day, without rice, for a week on end.
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. Ina WOI‘d‘, one cannot be a good soldier without plung-
ixiaogn:nesel.f into battles, and one cannot be a true revolﬁ-
Stmgge'wnhout plunging oneself into the revolutionary
3 n{lt tls rtxltl) easy m,atter 'tc'> apply the theories of material-
0 the Party’s political work and to formulate cor-
rect political lines with scientific methods. A Part ca
not acrfomplish this unless it bases itself on demg'cratr'l :
centl'“ahsr.n, carries out collective leadership, dares tlc
admit mistakes, even serious ones and cor;*ect th :
constantly learns from the masses ;md draws upon Zr}?-’

periences of other countries’ i
ries’ revolutionary mov
Comrade Aidit said: Y ements

bas’lthelc Pa{'ty now has a clear and definite strategy and
i? actics, and therefore will not easily be taken in

?y Left” or capitulationist ideas. It will not be eas
dc?r the 'Party to be incited and still harder to becomz

1zzy with success. But it is not enough to know onl
the strategy and basic tactics. It has always been neces}-’

sary fqr our Party to know the developing situation i
a detailed, or at least in a comparatively detailed Wan
so as to decide our stand according to the situation, t ky’
measures and actions that are favourable to the or 1e
and pus‘h' the revolutionary movement forwarg P
The. dec1s.10n of the Central Committee to strenét'hej: '
the investigation and study of the situation and th l'fn
of the masses is completely correct. . o

N :Ir; ctfiocz;rlmglaiing.al'?he Party’s tactics, the principle of
aterialism — “Subjectivit i
: . lalism y must be in -
i):?:gi rZlvclltIrxA(.)cl:iqec‘c1v1ty’’—should always be obser(\:rc::l
e Aldit said that in a given peri i .
: Aldit sai period of time “t
developing situation” or the balance of strength exis}’::
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4 13 3 3 ”.
“objectively”, but our thinking is something sub;ech;r;iath
If the tactics we have formulated do not ?ni:rTogres-
“the developing situation”, or if \Ze dot 11;1;'2 z;uiptastics o
i the situation,
sive methods to change 1atic ey are
jecti tics are objective only w
subjective. The tac : roen DY ond
i “ developing situatl
ulated according to “the and
fO}I;I; progressive measures are taken to change the 31tuad
"Zon In other words, the situation shouldlc be lefgii .
: ¢ i lysis of the concrete conal
through “the Marxist analysis C ' s
and tﬁe balance of strength” as is e>.<pounded in the Prog
ramme of the Indonesian Communist Par ty.. ror cach
Apart from formulating the correct talc1:1csf og Y
.S : od w
i ist-Leninist Parties are also 1aced 3
period, the Marxis : O e e
i the masses to grasp
the question of helping ‘ B N e a
ini ible way is to give
Leninism. The only feasi . give the masses ¢
concise and clear explanation of Marxism Lgmr::r:f e
is difficult, at present, to give an oxrer-gll eﬂumi e
significance of the formula “do do re mi fa puh o
by Comrade Aidit. It helps the masses to' see t eth o
I\Zarxism-Leninism in solving the questmp ofLenei:nism
donesian revolution, and thus makes Marx-lsm—ho -
something they should hold dear. A Marxist w e
Marxism to himself and makes no effc.>rt to 0
to the people is by no means a true Marxist.

¢ ” ns in a

(The tormula e o xe L (8" TS s, o maln force

i is one vanguard — 3 foree

revolutxoﬁas‘c;sfsg 1two {oundations for. the An‘atmnalthiro\r;t) e

—tl;{e pcmd p’easants; three motiva}tmg fo%ces(;-r—ds PSrin

wc(:);sairtss ‘and the petty-bourgeoisie, in other w 3

?abouring masses; four force.s'of thd nation:

D atie petty-bgurgegl;ll%gﬁ Report at the Second Plenary

: ' O epenth y i donesian
g‘eisifog;txg}rlle Seventh Central Committee of the In

Communist Party). — Editor’s note.
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The development of Marxism in Indonesia has entered
upon a new phase in which it has become the main trend
in the struggle to transform Indonesia. In Indonesia there
is not a single statesman who does not know Marxism
or who has not been affecteq by Marxism. Even the In-
donesian counter-revolutionaries, finding it extremely
difficult to be open reactionaries, dress themselves in the
garb of revolutionaries and, together with the middle~of-
the-roaders who oppose imperialism but at the same time
fear the far-reaching consequences ensuing from such
an action, call themselves “Marxists”. The term “dialec-
tics” has now become a model in Indonesia. Some in-
terpret the meaning of dialectics as President Sukarno
did, who, when presenting his presidential Programme,
said that “truth comes from the friction of different
opinions”. Others just parrot words such as “dialectics,
dialectics” without knowing “the head or tail of it”.

Dialectical and historical materialism can and will sure-
ly contribute to the thorough realization of the ideals of
the August Revolution of 1945. The contributions will
be significant, if not decisive. Therefore, we should study
and learn to apply dialectical and historical materialism
still better, and make full use of the Indonesian versions
of the works of Marx, Engels, Lenin, Stalin, Mao Tse-
tung and Aidit. Some self-styled “Marxists” who are
in fact revisionists criticize these works, saying some
parts are “oversimplified”. Look! Am I not right in say-
ing that the revisionists are just like those people who
make boastful and obscure statements? Anna Louise
Strong, the well-known American writer, of whom
Brother Sukarno speaks so highly, said to me last winter
that she thought there are three revolutionary leaders in
the contemporary world “who speak the people’s
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language”. They are Mao Tse-tung, Castro and Aidit.
Undoubtedly, Ho Chi Minh, Kim I1 Sung and Sanzo
Nosaka also speak the people’s language. But have the
critics written anything better than those works they
criticize as being “oversimplified’’? True, some people
have written textbooks of Marxism-Leninism of this or
that kind, but after reading them people really cannot
make out what is the essence of Marxism-Leninism. But
in Stalin’s The Foundations of Leninism the explanations
are so explicit, the main points of the problems are so
clearly dealt with and the language is so lucid that after
reading it one will get it forever imprinted on one’s mind,
Of course, people should study other works and learn how
to apply them creatively. It is, however, most important
to read Stalin’s book if one wants to understand the
fundamental questions of the peasants, the dictatorship
of the proletariat, the Party, and theory and methods.
In the sphere of philosophy — apart from the classics of
Marx, Engels, Plekhanov and Lenin — there are also
Dialectical and Historical Materialism and Anarchism or
Socialism? by Stalin, and On Practice, On Contradiction,
On the Correct Handling of Contradictions Among the

People by Mao Tse-tung. The articles by Comrade Aidit. |
as mentioned before, in which he expounds dialectical |

and historical materialism, have been collected in his |

works On Marxism and Marxism-Leninism and Its In~-
donesianization. If we want to be what Maxim Gorky
called a “true revolutionary” and not an “amateur revolu-
tionary”, we must study these works, and study them
again and again.

Let us strive for the victory of our revolution with the |

Wweapon of dialectical and historical materialism!

h—.—.____
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