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features

In our disturbing times when the threat of a
nuciear catastrophe is looming ever larger,
every resolute step and every major action that
averts from humankind the danger of annihila-
tion is of decisive significance. The socialist
community, unshakable as a bastion of peace,
is the main force opposed to this threat.
“Peace,” Marx wrote, “is the international
principle of the communists.” * While articulat-
ing the will of the peoples to uproot destructive
discord in state-to-state relations, the fraternal
socialist countries are combining their efforts to
avert a military collision; they are coordinating
their foreign policy activity within the frame-
work of the defensive Warsaw Treaty
Organization.

The dawn of 1983 witnessed yet another,
compellingly convincing indication of
socialism’s historic mission as the generator of
energy aimed at maintaining peace. The high-
est representatives of the People’s Republic of
Bulgaria, the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic,
the German Democratic Republic, the Hunga-
rian People’s Republic, the Polish People’s
Republic, the Socialist Republic of Romania,
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics met
in Prague for a meeting of the Political
Consultative Committee of the Warsaw Treaty.
This was an event of enormous international
importance. In the spirit of long-standing fra-
ternal traditions, the leaders of the allied
socialist countries jointly reviewed the present
situation in Europe and the world as a whole
and charted further coordinated actions by the
fraternal countries to avert the threat of war,
preserve and deepen détente, and promote
international cooperation. The discussion was
productive and frank, the predominant striving
being to extend mutual understanding and
coordinate foreign policy. The participants in
the meeting signed a Political Declaration, a
wide-ranging document calling for an
improvement of the political climate in the

*Karl Marx, “First Appeal on the Franco-Prussian War,"
Works, Vol. 17, p. 5 (in Russian).

Socialism in the drive for peace

Pavel Auersperg
Sergei Tsukasov
WMR Executive Secretaries

world, a document proposing a realistic alter-
native to sliding into nuclear catastrophe.

A dangerous stage in
international relations

In its assessment of the global situation, the
Political Declaration draws the attention of the
peoples of the world to the fact that the inter-
national scene is steadily growing more vol-
atile. Aggressive imperialist circles, the U.S.
administration in particular, have selected as
their target the very principle of peaceful
coexistence, which is the bedrock of the rela-
tions between countries with different social
systems. “Much harm,” the Declaration states,
“is being done to the tendency toward détente,
which has yielded positive results for the na-
tions. Cooperation is being replaced by con-
frontation.” Every effort of the peace forces to
resolve the accumulated international prob-
lems by negotiations is given a hostile recep-
tion and blocked. Flashpoints are multiplying
in the world. Sanctions and embargoes of all
sorts are disrupting long-standing world
economic relations. Artificial barriers are being
erected to scientific and technological coopera-
tion and to cultural exchanges.

The most disturbing symptom, however, is
the arms race, which is entering a qualitatively
much more dangerous phase embracing all
kinds of armaments, both nuclear and conven-
tional, all kinds of military action, and practi-
cally all regions of the world. Imperialism’s
latest strategic doctrines are no longer confined
to the notorious “nuclear deterrent” but make
allowance for the use of a “crippling first
strike” and the conduct of a nuclear war —
“limited” or “protracted.” The militarist circles
are trying to lull public opinion with their
assertions that the new weaponry is quite ordi-
nary, that it is not all that formidable, and that
war with its use is no more terrible than those
which humankind has already experienced in
the course of its history.

The people of the European socialist coun-
tries represented at the Prague meeting have a
clear picture of the horrors of war, even if it is
conducted “solely” with conventional weap-
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ons; the bloodiest battles of humankind’s his-
tory have been fought on their territories; thou-
sands of their cities have been devastated by
hailstorms of bombs; they have suffered the loss
of what is irreparable, the most valuable that
every nation has — the life of its daughters and
sons. War wounds never heal entirely. The pain
of these wounds is felt and understood by
everybody — by the ordinary people and by the
leaders of the countries of the community.
Much less then are the Warsaw Treaty
member-states inclined to use florid verbiage to
cover the true, apocalyptic nature of nuclear
war. The assessment given of such a war in the
Prague Declaration is sober and hard: Once it
breaks out a nuclear conflict cannot be extin-
guished. In a nuclear war there will be no vic-
tors. Entire nations and, perhaps, all human
civilization will perish in its flames. The arms
race is making the specter of omnicide ever
more visible.

However, the possibility of finding a way out
of the present dangerous phase in international
relations has not been lost, the present course of
events must and can be halted, and develop-
ments must be channelled into a direction
meeting the hopes of the peoples. The seven
socialist countries declared that in order to
achieve this aim they are prepared to put the
full weight of their international prestige and
their political and economic strength on the
scales. Seeing the depth of the abyss into which
imperialism is pushing humankind, millions
of people in the different continents are joining
in the mass anti-war movement and placing
aside political, ideological and religious
distinctions. The socialist community’s foreign
policy line is winning growing understanding
among members of the non-aligned movement,
from neutral states. For that reason the partici-
pants in the Prague meeting noted that, taken
together, the forces of peace are more powerful
than the forces of war. The cohesion and
purposefulness of those who are acting against
the escalation of danger and urging broad
international cooperation are the sole means for
putting an end to the policy of strength and
confrontation, reinforcing international se-
curity, and guaranteeing, in state-to-state rela-
tions, consistent compliance with the princi-
ples of respect for national independence and
sovereignty, inviolability of frontiers, non-
interference in internal affairs, non-use of force
or of the threat of force, equality, and the right of
peoples to decide their own destiny.

Equality and equal security

The curbing of the arms race, states the Prague
Declaration, is central to preserving and
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consolidating peace. This must be achieved
without delay, for the higher the level of mili-
tary confrontation rises the more difficult it be-
comes in technical terms to control armaments,
the more unstable becomes the equilibrium of
strength now existing in the world, and the
more stark becomes the prospect of sliding
into war.

With the two social systems in confrontation,
tangible results can only come from one ap-
proach to the reduction of armaments, namely,
steadfast compliance with the principle of
equality and equal security. Reason demands
mutual respect for the right of each side and the
right of any nation to self-defense. Today the
forces in confrontation are approximately
equal. The Warsaw Treaty nations do not seek
to upset this equilibrium, to secure superiority
for themselves, for they have never intended
and do not intend to attack anybody. The
calculations of some reckless elements among
the imperialist circles that they can reverse his-
tory, roll back and even destroy socialism after
achieving military superiority over it are no
more than an illusion, but it is a foolhardy
illusion that can play the role of detonator in
the present explosive situation. But if in their
policy of disarmament the capitalist states are
prepared, as their leaders constantly avow, to
be guided by the principle of equality and equal
security, the best affirmation of this readiness
could be the renunciation, formalized in inter-
national law, of the first-use of nuclear weap-
ons. The Soviet Union has already undertaken
that commitment unilaterally, and if the other
nuclear powers follow its example the world
will breathe much easier.

The Declaration emphasizes that the only
way the principle of equality and equal security
can be translated into reality is by negotiation.
No regional or global problem exists that can-
not be settled justly by peaceful means. Any,
even the most explosive, conflict can be de-
fused by political means, without the use of
weapons. That is why the countries of the
socialist community have once again, as they
had on countless previous occasions, urged
statesmen throughout the world who look so-
berly at foreign political processes and are
sincerely concerned about our planet’s destiny
to sit down at the negotiating table.

The seven socialist states call for more
energetic efforts at the current talks and for the
resumption of the suspended talks on the entire
range of questions linked to ending the arms
race and, above all, to reducing and eliminating
the most dangerous armaments — nuclear
weapons. They urge going further. In its efforts
to discredit the Soviet proposals for reducing




the number of missiles in Europe, bourgeois
propaganda alleged that the reason the USSR
was prepared to take that step was that after the
nuclear potentials were reduced the Warsaw
Treaty states would have the edge in con-
ventional weapons, notably tanks. This, the
bellicose politicians and columnists asserted
on a note of intimidation, would create the
danger that the Russians would be able at any
moment to “knock” on the door of any West
European capital. Now that in an official
document of the Political Consultative Com-
mittee the socialist countries have declared
their readiness to come to an agreement on a
substantial lowering of the present levels of
conventional weapons, they have taken
another “trump” out of the hands of imperial-
ism’s political tricksters and shown the anti-
war movement in the West that the problem of
the balance of conventional weapons is by no
means an insurmountable obstacle to ending
the arms race.

The Declaration is emphatic on the point that
there should be talks not only on a reduction of
“old”, long known weapons systems but also of
new systems — neutron, radiological and
others. The use of the latter, apart from their
direct destructive consequences to people to-
day, is fraught with remote and still little
known consequences to heredity, to the health
of future generations.

The purpose of the proposal, made once
again by the countries of the socialist commu-
nity, for turning outer space into a peace zone is
to prevent the implementation of the U.S. mili-
tary’s dangerous plans to acquire the potential
for an indefinitely protracted and “effective”
nuclear war against the USSR concurrently on
several fronts through the deployment of nu-
clear weapons in outer space. In keeping with
precisely these plans, the secret Pentagon di-
rective, leaked last summer by several news-
papers in the USA, contained a clause requir-
ing U.S. diplomats to block the signing of any
agreement on the peaceful use of outer space.

The Prague Declaration makes yet another
fundamental proposal that further underscores
the sincerity of the efforts of the Warsaw Treaty
countries to achieve disarmament within the
shortest possible time. The essence of this pro-
posal is that already now, before agreement has
been reached at negotiations on how, what, and
how much to reduce, to freeze armaments at
their present level, to spread such a freeze as
widely as possible — to the growth of nuclear
potentials, the proliferation of nuclear weap-
ons, the increase of military expenditures, and
so forth.

Of course, an understanding of this kind does

not yet solve the problem as a whole, but it will
help to dispel mutual distrust along the path to
disarmament, to create a springboard that will
facilitate the attainment of strategic aims such
as phased nuclear disarmament and then the
total elimination of weapons of mass
destruction.

Despite the resistance of conservative, reac-
tionary politicians, the principle of freezing
armaments and military spending is every-
where winning the support of the anti-war, the
peace forces. This principle is comprehensible
and reasonable and hence the fact that it attracts
people perhaps more than any other. Accord-
ing to a Harris public opinion poll, 76 per cent
of the people in the USA want an agreement
with the USSR on ending the production and
testing of nuclear weapons. By accentuating
the freezing principle in their peace proposals
the Warsaw Treaty countries bring it home to
the peoples of the world, to the millions in the
anti-war movements, that if there is goodwill
the possibilities for reaching a° mutually
acceptable agreement in the question of arma-
ments are both multiform and realistic.

Moving further along the road
opened by Helsinki

One of the main conclusions drawn at the
Prague meeting is that today the destiny of the
world depends to a large extent on the destiny
of Europe. This is borne out not only by the
lessons of history, which remind us that the
European continent was twice the theater of the
outbreak of wars that then spread to the whole
world, but also by present-day reality. And this
reality is that in the course of more than a
quarter of a century of direct confrontation be-
tween NATO and the Warsaw Treaty, colossal
arsenals of nuclear and conventional arma-
ments have been stockpiled in Europe. If by
premeditation or tragic error the European
powder-keg is detonated, the entire planet will
go up with it. This means that the Old World's
security is vital not only to Europeans but also
to all the other peoples of the planet. They are
now watching Europe with riveted attention
also because that is precisely where a most
deadly conflict is in the making, a conflict that
threatens to become the stumbling block for the
entire cause of easing international tension and
curbing the arms race, a conflict that threatens
to take the arms race into a new spiral. The
reaffirmation, at the close of 1582, of the NATO
decision to station new U.S. medium-range
missiles on the territory of some West European
countries is giving the Warsaw Treaty coun-
tries serious doubts about the sincerity of the
NATO declarations of its readiness to disarm.
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Nevertheless, the socialist community is con-
tinuing to work for a relaxation of tension in
Europe, making constructive proposals, in-
cluding on the question of the European nu-
clear-missile arsenal. While they believe that in
principle efforts must be directed toward free-
ing the continent entirely of medium-range
missiles and tactical nuclear weapons, the par-
ticipants in the Prague meeting took note of the
contribution made by the Soviet Union in the
proposals announced at the anniversary meet-
ing in Moscow on December 21, 1982. The
USSR declared that it is prepared to retain in
Europe exactly the same number of medium-
range missiles as is now in the combined pos-
session of Britain and France (of course, if no
new U.S. missiles are deployed). If this is ac-
cepted by the NATO countries it may become
the first step on the road toward turning Europe
into a missile-free and nuclear-free continent
and then into a continent of peace.

The negotiations in Vienna and Geneva and
the initiatives to establish nuclear-free zones in
Northern Europe and the Balkans and to turn
the Mediterranean into a peace zone are of in-
estimable significance. In their Declaration the
participants in the Political Consultative
Committee meeting pledge to give every sup-
port for the success of these initiatives.

Further, the peoples of the densely-popu-
lated industrial states of Central Europe can
fully appreciate the timeliness of the Warsaw
Treaty proposal for clearing the European con-
tinent of chemical weapons. This proposal is
entirely in keeping with the aspiration of those
who are fighting to protect the environment
and will unquestionably have a wide response
from public opinion advocating peace.

The experience of the past few decades gives
humankind the hope that the prospects for
peace in Europe are real. After all, it was in
Europe that the greatest headway was made
toward détente in the mid-1970s by common
effort. The Final Act of the Helsinki Conference
on Security and Cooperation in Europe laid the
foundation for goodneighborly relations and
the development of links between countries
with different social systems. It would be a
cime to renounce this useful heritage, and the
Political Declaration contains another call to all
the countries that participated in the Helsinki
Conference to comply strictly with the treaties
and agreements determining the territorial
and political realities of Europe today, to re-
spect and steadfastly implement the principles
that were agreed upon. The states represented at
the Prague meeting called also for a productive
conclusion of the talks in Madrid.
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Justice demands respect for
the legitimate rights of all countries

A direction of the peace efforts to which, along-
side the efforts to reinforce European security,
immense importance is attached by the Prague
Declaration is to extinguish existing flash-
points of armed conflicts in Asia, Africa, and
Latin America and prevent new international
conflicts. The Warsaw Treaty countries regard
any direct or indirect involvement of countries
of these three continents in the big military
groups confronting each other as a factor in-
creasing the danger of local conflicts erupting
into a global collision, and they reaffirmed that
their alliance has no intention of extending its
sphere of action and called upon NATO like-
wise to renounce any such intention.

The way to eradicate the local conflicts that
flare up from time to time is to extirpate all
survivals of colonialism and racism, to re-
nounce neocolonialist policies and halt the op-
pression and exploitation of other peoples. The
gradual surmounting of backwardness and,
consequently, the elimination of the enormous
disparities in the economic development levels
of individual countries would be a major factor
improving the international political climate.
The Political Declaration reiterated that the
socialist countries are in favor of restructuring
the system of world economic relations on the
basis of justice and democracy, to be followed
by the establishment of a new international
economic order that would guarantee develop-
ing countries unrestricted control of their
natural resources.

“Peace can be stable,” the Declaration says,
“only if it is just, with every state recognizing
and respecting the legitimate rights and inter-
ests of all the others.”

Key element of the Prague Declaration

The proposal for a treaty on the mutual non-use
of military force and on the maintenance of
relations of peace addressed to the NATO coun-
tries above all, holds a central place in the co-
ordinated peace strategy of the Warsaw Treaty
countries. This is today the element that allows
laying the beginning for the solution of the
entire spectrum of problems linked to prevent-
ing war and preserving world peace. Under
such a treaty the signatories would undertake
not to be the first to use either nuclear or con-
ventional weapons against each other, and this
would mean renouncing a military first-strike
altogether. This treaty is conceived as an open
international legal document. First, the mem-
bers of the two alliances would renounce the
use of force not only against each other but also




against third countries — those that have allied
relations with them and those that are non-
aligned and neutral; second, not only the mem-
bers of the two military groups, but also other
European countries so desiring could partici-
pate in drawing up and signing the treaty;
further, from the outset, all other countries that
desire it would have an equal right to subscribe
to the treaty. It is specially emphasized that the
treaty must help to strengthen the United Na-
tions Organization as a global instrument of
collective security. The socialist countries are
thereby giving further evidence that although
their new proposal is addressed to NATO they
are contir.uing the search for ways and means
of gradually disbanding military alliances.

The proposal for signing such a treaty is a key
element of the Prague Declaration. It is the
principal component of the series of initiatives
underlying the international political program
of the socialist community countries. The latter
do not insist on any specific sequence, on any
priority in the holding of talks, but are prepared
to discuss proposals for this treaty simultane-
ously with all other pressing international
problems so as to get an actual limitation and
reduction of armaments off the ground.

It is extremely important that the proposal for
concluding this treaty has been worked out in
detail, because to a large extent the destiny of a
diplomatic initiative depends on its maturity.
The participants in the Prague meeting are of
the opinion that the commitment not to use
force against each other could be applied to the
territory of the treaty’s signatories, to their mili-
tary and civilian personnel, their sea-borne,
air-borne and space craft, and all the other in-
stallations belonging to the two sides. It is pro-
posed that the treaty should include commit-
ments to conduct negotiations, in a spirit of
good-will, on ending the arms race, on limiting
and reducing armaments, on disarmament, and
to work out by joint effort effective measures
to prevent a surprise attack.

The new global peace initiatives of the War-
saw Treaty countries exemplify a political ap-
proach to the settlement of international prob-
lems accentuating not special military-tech-
nical details but a fundamentally important
political aim, that of creating an atmosphere of
confidence in the relations between countries
with different social systems. By adhering to
realistic positions, strictly separating ideo-
logical questions from problems of state-to-
state relations, and pursuing a policy of peace-
ful coexistence, the two sides would help to
consolidate peace, which is in the interests of
all the peoples of the world without exception.
On the other hand, confrontation and aggres-

sive anti-communism, which uses all possible
means and every kind of war — cold, hot,
psychological and economic — have always
been and will be part and parcel of a policy
pushing humankind into the abyss of a global
nuclear conflict.

The Political Consultative Committee meet-
ing has shown that today a growing role is
played by all-sided cooperation among the
socialist countries, by their joint struggle for
common aims on the international scene, by
exchanges of experience of socialist and com-
munist construction, and by cooperation in
economic, scientific and technological
development. All this augments the strength of
the socialist community as a whole and helps to
carry out the creative tasks facing all its mem-
ber countries.

World opinion in the face of
two political lines

The attitude to the Prague Declaration will
today clearly demonstrate who is sincerely
concerned about the destinies of peace in the
world and prepared for dialogue and coopera-
tion in order to preserve peace and end the arms
race, and who does not want this.

The results of the Political Consultative
Committee meeting have received the whole-
hearted support and approval of the peoples of
socialist community countries, who see these
results as a further impetus for resolving dif-
ficult international problems in the name of
strengthening peace and security, of continu-
ing détente.

These results are a further important step in
socialism’s peace offensive, which is con-
sonant with the hopes of all humankind. They
have been welcomed by millions of commu-
nists on all continents. The conclusion of the
treaty on a mutual non-use of force, the docu-
ments of some fraternal parties emphasize,
would fundamentally change the international
climate, reinforce détente, create favorable
conditions for talks, for ending the arms race
and securing a gradual switch to disarmament,
and effectively serve the cause of peace and
social progress.

Many sober-tinking Western statesmen
have likewise spoken highly of the Prague call
for dialogue. In welcoming the efforts of the
Warsaw Treaty countries to settle international
problems by negotiation and in considering
that the proposal for a treaty on the non-use of
force merits the closest study, they are promp-
ted by various motivations. These motivations
may be strong pressure from public opinion,
the large scale of the anti-war movement, or the
domestic political situation. But these realistic
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circles do not include the U.S. administration,
which continues to insist on the main elements
of its foreign policy that is taking the dialogue
between the main forces of the two world social
systems into an impasse. The hard-line, uncon-
structive course pursued by the USA has been
bitingly characterized by the United Press
agency, which wrote that it seems that the
USSR is opening the door to armaments control
only to have the USA shut it irascibly.

Unlike the initiatives of the socialist world,
Washington’s proposals entirely ignore the
principle of equality and equal security. These
proposals have as their basic aim to weaken the
defensive capability of the Warsaw Treaty
countries and achieve military superiority.
This is precisely the significance of the U.S.
administration’s “zero option,” which en-
visages the dismantling of all Soviet medium-
range missiles in Europe while leaving the
number of corresponding British and French
missiles, as well as of forward-based U.S. mis-
siles, intact.

Even bourgeois, including U.S., politicians
are perfectly well aware that this “‘option” is
totally unacceptable to the USSR. In the view of
The New York Times, for instance, a just
agreement, i.e., one based on the principle of
equality and equal security, must take into ac-
count all missiles targeted on the socialist
community and not only those marked with the
Stars and Stripes.

The immobility of the U.S. posture is in sharp
contrast to the political flexibility of the social-
ist countries, to their readiness to reach agree-
ment on the most complex issues, to look for
acceptable compromise decisions in keeping
with the lofty aim of preserving and consolidat-
ing peace. Recognizing this dynamism, world
opinion is noting that the initiative is clearly in
the hands of the socialist community, that the
ball is now in the court of the Western
governments.

In recent years the Warsaw Treaty coun-
t.ies have time and again removed artificially
erected obstacles in order to clear the way for
negotiiations. A fresh example of this is the
Soviet explanation about the destiny of the
missiles to be removed from the European part
of the USSR: some wil! be destroyed and others
will be redeployed in Siberia from where Cen-
tral Europe will be out of their range. Thus, in
the peace dialogue the Soviet Union and other
socialist community countries take the attitude
of the USA and its NATO allies into considera-
tion and meet them halfway in many important
issues.

However, it looks as if the reactionary im-
perialist circles believe that this readiness for a
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reasonable compromise is no more than forced
action taken under the influence of, on the one
hand, U.S. intractability and, on the other, the
economic difficulties that are allegedly being
experienced by the socialist community and
placing a limit on its potential for a further
build-up of its military capability.

Those who are putting their stake on social-
ism’s “weakness” will inevitably lose. The
Warsaw Treaty Organization has enough
strength to repulse the military threat from im-
perialism. The Soviet Union will never let its
own security and that of its allies be jeopar-
dized, it was said at the meeting held in Mos-
cow to mark the 60th anniversary of the USSR.
Speaking of the significance of the Prague
meeting, Yuri Andropov, General Secretary of
the CPSU Central Committee, noted in an
interview given to the newspaper Rude pravo:
“The main conclusion to be drawn from our
entire comradely exchange of views at the
meeting may be defined as follows: The reply to
the calculations of the aggressive imperialist
circles on rolling back socialism must be
further consolidation of our unity, and of our
economic and defense potential. It would be
fair to say that with this is directly linked the
security of our countries and the destiny of the
world as a whole.”

The path from reasonable constructive pro-
posals to a fundamental change in the inter-
national situation, to the surmounting of
Europe’s division into two military groups, is
not a short one, of course. To traverse it there
must be good will and a readiness to act vigor-
ously with the purpose of relaxing political
tension, ending the arms race, and promoting
broad economic, scientific, technological and
cultural cooperation. The Warsaw Treaty Polit-
ical Declaration opens the green light to this
path. It is convincing evidence that the Warsaw
Treaty countries are prepared to consider
favorably any reasonable proposal that could
improve the international situation and pre-
vent a military confrontation, that they are pre-
pared to consider favorably any constructive
agreement based on equality and equal secur-
ity. This opens up the possibility for all coun-
tries — those which belong to military alliances
and those that are non-aligned and neutral —
for all political parties and movements, and for
uncommitted people, in keeping with their
own interests, to take an active stand in defense
of a peaceful present and future.

The Prague Declaration calls for dialogue
and cooperation among all who want peace,
which is the great purpose of socialism and the
hope of all humanity.




A great international
ideological heritage

Pyotr Fedoseyev

CPSU Central Committee member, Academician,
Vice-President of the USSR Academy of Sciences

MARXISM 100 YEARS
AFTER MARX

Karl Marx lived only 65 years, but what he
accomplished is everlasting. His name has the
profound respect of working people through-
out the world, and his theory and cause live and
will go on powerfully influencing the
development of social thought and the course
of society’s life.

Briefly and in generalized form it may be said
that in close cooperation and spiritual as-
sociation with his loyal friend and staunch
comrade-in-arms Frederick Engels, Karl Marx
established the ideological prerequisites for the
world’s revolutionary renewal, the foundations
of the theory and policy of the communist
movement, and the internationalist principles
and organizational forms of the liberation
struggle of the working class and all the masses
exploited by capital.

The theory of Marx was tested and withstood
that test during his lifetime. The wave of revo-
lutions that swept across Europe in 1848 and
the Paris Commune were striking evidence of
the acuteness and irreconcilability of the
contradictions between the proletariat and the
bourgeoisie and produced concrete historical
experience for the development of Marx’s
theory of the class struggle. The century that
has elapsed since his death has witnessed the
total triumph of Marxism, which was further
developed by Vladimir Lenin and other follow-
ers of Marx. The world has since then changed
beyond recognition under the impact of the
liberation movements inspired by the theory of
Marxism-Leninism. The central events of the
20th century were the Great October Socialist
Revolution, socialism’s victory in a number of
countries, the downfall of imperialism’s co-
lonial system, the increasingly stronger posi-
tion and role of the working class in capitalist
countries, and the magnitude of the national
liberation struggle.

The theory of Marx continues to be virulently
attacked by the bourgeoisie and its ideologists,
for it not only foretells that the collapse of
capitalism is objectively inevitable but is a

spiritual weapon in the hands of the working
class in its struggle for society’s revolutionary
transformation. Also symbolic is that in recent
years the proponents of social-reformism have
been more and more frequently turning to
Marx, whom they had formerly written off as
“obsolete” and “refuted.”

What explains Marxism’s immortality? From
what does it draw its viability and effective-
ness? Chiefly from the fact that its founder re-
lied solidly on science and linked theory
inseparably to revolutionary practice, general-
izing the experience of the class struggle of the
proletariat. Marx was a great scientist and
revolutionary.

He saw research as creative, hard work
requiring perseverance, staunchness, and self-
lessness in order to open up the road for
humankind’s progress. He saw revolutionary
activity as the material force for restructuring
society on the basis of just principles, namely,
communist equality, in order to ensure the all-
sided development of the individual. To the
last day of his life he remained true to the great
cause of struggle for the attainment of com-
munist ideals.

For centuries on end working people had
suffered from three main social vices: ex-
ploitation of man by man, national and racial
oppression, and devastating, sanguinary wars.
Marx and Engels not only understood these
central social problems. In the first place, they
brought to light the material potentialities for
resolving these problems with the develop-
ment of the productive forces and the growing
socialization of production under capitalism;
second, they identified the principal force cap-
able of heading and conducting a victorious
struggle for society’s revolutionary renewal —
the working class; third, they mapped out the
ways and means of reaching this aim — evolv-
ing the theory of scientific socialism and turn-
ing socialism from a utopian dream into a sci-
ence. In short, Marx and Engels approached
humankind’s basic problems not only as great
humanists but also as great realistic scholars
and revolutionaries.

In terms of class content Marxism is the
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theory and tactic of the proletariat in its strug-
gle to remake society along sccialist lines. As a
science, the theory of Marx and Engels is an
integral and harmonious system of philosophi-
cal, economic, and socio-political views
comprehensively substantiating law-governed
ways anu means of transition from capitalism
to socialism and communism.

It became possible to substantiate this transi-
tion philosophically because Marx and Engels
enriched materialism with dialectics, in other
words, with a comprehensive theory of
development, and worked out a materialistic
understanding of history. With his scientific
analysis of the capitalist economic system Marx
revealed the “secret” of capitalist exploitation,
showing the mechanism by which the capital-
ists appropriate surplus value, i.e., that part of
value created over and above the paid portion
of hired labor. He thereby laid bare the eco-
nomic roots of the implacable antagonism be-
tween the working class and the bourgeoisie,
making it clear that the class struggle between
them would inevitably grow increasingly acute
until exploitation of man by man was com-
pletely eradicated.

Marxism drew the conclusion that the social-
ist revolution was natural and necessary, and
that it would end the power of capital and
establish the power of the working class, which
is capable of organizing social production
without exploiters on the basis of public prop-
erty in the means of production.

The need to achieve the epoch-making aims
of the working class advanced the problem of
the leading role of its vanguard, of its revo-
lutionary party. Marx, Engels and their as-
sociates began turning revolutionary ideas into
a material force, into the motor of revolutionary
changes on which the historical destiny of the
working-class movement and of Marxism itself
depended. Their crowning achievement in this
direction was the founding of the International
Working Men’'s Association, the First Inter-
national, and the creation of the first mass par-
ties of the working class in Europe.

At the close of the 19th and the beginning of
the 20th century, when the peaceful period of
capitalism’s development had come to a close
and the working class had entered the stage of
revolutionary battles for society’'s socialist re-
organization, Lenin continued the theory and
cause of Marx and Engels, becoming the in-
spirer and founder of a new type of party con-
sistent with the new aims of the class struggle.

Pointed out by Marx, the processes of the
aggravation of capitalism’s contradictions and
the class struggle were greatly intensified in the
20th century. In practice, it proved to be pos-
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sible to end exploitation of man by man and
abolish the exploiting classes themselves first
in the Soviet Union and then in some other
countries. This was achieved not even in the
most developed countries. All the more did the
material and social possibilities for resolving
this problem mature in developed capitalist so-
ciety by means of its revolutionary transforma-
tion. Of course, in the citadels of capitalism, as
Marx and Lenin had pointed out, it is much
harder to begin the socialist revolution, for the
bourgeoisie has much stronger positions for
social maneuvering and political manipula-
tion. But in these citadels it is easier and takes
less time to organize socialist production and
build the material and technical basis of
communism.

The experience of the socialist countries in-
dicates the ways and means of ending class
division generally and achieving complete so-
cial homogeneity in society.

Lenin often noted that socialism spells out
the abolition of classes. We now see in practice
that this is a long process, the first steps of
which are the abolition of the exploiting classes
and capitalist elements generally and the re-
shaping of the small-proprietor system through
the cooperation of the small producers. This is
followed by the erasure of the essential dis-
tinctions between the working class, the co-
operated peasantry, and the socialist intel-
ligentsia. Taking the underlying trends of the
further development of social relations into ac-
count, the 26th congress of the CPSU drew the
conclusion that the formation of a classless so-
ciety would evidently occur mainly within the
historical bounds of mature socialism. Class
boundaries can be erased completely only with
society’s transition to the highest phase of
communism.

A major factor in erasing class distinctions
between the working class and the peasantry is
the drawing together of the two forms of social-
ist property: public and cooperative. Moreover,
not only cooperative, but public property, too,
needs to be developed. It is only by perfecting
the latter that the working class can ensure its
leading role relative to oth~r sections of society,
and its movement toward and fusion with them
in a socially homogeneous society. This re-
quires the fulfillment of such major tasks of
communist construction as the surmounting of
the negative effects of the social division of
labor and the social distinctions between labor
by hand and by brain. This means the organic
linking of these two forms of labor in the pro-
duction activity of people. This is how the
Marxist-Leninist propositions on removing
age-old class antagonisms and society’s divi-




sion into classes are being translated into life.

As regards national inequality and colonial
oppression, these are linked indivisibly to
private property and bourgeois society's class
structure, to the character of the capitalist
world system. Marx said that the “existing
property relations involve the ex-
ploitation of some nations by others.”!
Capitalism intensified and exacerbated na-
tional oppression by adding colonial op-
pression to it. The question of national libera-
tion, of the abolition of the colonial system
could not be raised outside the general strug-
gle to abolish all social oppression, the strug-
gle against the exploiting classes and ex-
ploitation of man by man. “In proportion as
the exploitation of one individual by another
is put an end to, the exploitation of one nation by
another will also be put an end to.""?

The Great October Revolution broke the
chain of class and national oppression, open-
ing the way to true equality and friendship
among working people of all races and na-
tions, to their unhampered and all-sided
development. Anybody looking back over the
road traversed by the Soviet Union will see
how much has been done for the all-sided
development of the nations and nationalities
inhabiting that united multinational state.
Under the leadership of the Communist Par-
ty, with the working class playing the leading
role and with the Russian people extending
fraternal assistance, all the nations and
nationalities of the USSR, including those of
the former backward regions, have achieved
the summits of social progress. The hall-
marks of any of the Soviet republics are a
modern industry, a developed agriculture, a
steady growth of the economy and of the liv-
ing standard, a developing national state-
hood, a high level of science, and a flourish-
ing culture. Yet each has preserved its identi-
ty, its national features. What happens
throughout the period of the building and
development of socialist society up until
communism is reached is not the erasure of
national distinctions but the florescence of
nations in the true sense of the word, the
all-sided development of language and cul-
ture on the basis of internationalist co-
operation and unbreakable friendship among
peoples.

As historically-shaped entities, nations
have been and will be for a long time to come
an important form of social progress. The
point is that the development of nations must
not lead to insularity, to isolation, to conceit
or arrogance but must involve an under-
standing of common interests and the fulfill-

ment of common tasks in the building of a
communist society. National-state frontiers
and other international boundaries will dis-
appear only when communism is established
worldwide.

The elimination of social sources and
causes of war and the attainment of world
peace are likewise linked to the struggle
against domination by exploiting classes,
and most particularly in our day to the aboli-
tion of the power of monopoly associations
and the military-industrial complex, to the
extirpation of their pernicious influence on
international relations, and to the exposure of
imperialism’s aggressive policies.

An understanding of what gives rise to the
threat of war is a crucial organizing factor of
the actions to prevent war. The workers have
a huge potential for safeguarding peace, for
fighting against the warmongers. Their duty,
to use Marx's words, is ‘“to master themselves
the mysteries of international politics; to
watch the diplomatic acts of their respective
governments; to counteract them, if necessary,
by all means in their power; when unable to
prevent, to combine in simultaneous de-
nunciations, and to vindicate the simple laws
of morals and justice. . . . as the rules paramount
of the intercourse of nations.”

The uniqueness of the present inter-
national situation is that imperialism has
pushed civilization to a brink beyond which
lies the real danger of its destruction. This
means that the prospects for achieving the
historic aim of humankind’s social liberation
depend on the elimination of the threat of
nuclear catastrophe overhanging it. Peace is
now not merely a condition favoring social
progress; it has become indispensable to such
progress.

To prevent a nuclear catastrophe is central
to world politics, to the work of the com-
munists, and of all peoples. If there is a nu-
clear catastrophe, civilization and possibly
all life will not continue in any part of the
world. The catastrophe will be global in every
sense. In the face of such a danger the preser-
vation of peace has become crucial to all
humankind.

The attitude of the Marxist-Leninists to a
nuclear war thus springs from the humane
principles of the communist world view,
from the peaceful nature of socialism, from
the basic interests of the working class and
humankind as a whole: we are unquestion-
ably opposed to such a war, hold that it can-
not be permitted, and will do everything we
can to prevent it from breaking out. Stating
the stand of the Soviet communists on this
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issue, the General Secretary of the CPSU
Central Committee Yuri Andropov declared:
“Veritably, one has to be blind to the realities
of our time not to see that wherever and how-
ever a nuclear whirlwind arises, it will
inevitably go out of control and cause a
worldwide catastrophe. Our position on this
issue is clear: a nuclear war — whether big or
small, whether limited or total — must not be
allowed to break out. No task is more im-
portant today than to stop the instigators of
another war. This is required by the vital in-
terests of all nations.””*

In explaining how terrible the threat is that
is hanging over humankind, the Marxist-
Leninists are showing where this threat is
coming from. The threat of a nuclear catas-
trophe has been created by U.S. imperialism.
It is fueled today, in their blind class hatred of
socialism, by the most aggressive, militarist
circles determining the actions of the present
U.S. administration.

In this critical period, when the destiny of
humankind is being decided, the communists
draw from Marx’s ideals their social optimism,
their confidence that a nuclear catastrophe will
be prevented and that the cause of peace and
communism will triumph. The optimism of the
communists is founded on their knowledge of
the laws of history, on their ability fearlessly to
recognize and assess a danger, on their deter-
mination to fight that danger, on their account
of the factors making it possible to remove that
danger, on their understanding that the forces
of peace and revolution are growing in the
course of the struggle.

In reviewing world developments and
assessing the experience that has been gained
since Marx and Engels laid the foundations of
the communist world view, we clearly see:

— that the main thrust of world development
is proceeding along the course predicted by
them, namely revolutionary transition from the
capitalist to the communist socio-economic
system,;

— that this historical process of human-
kind’s liberation from exploitation, social and
national oppression, and wars is being ac-
complished as a result of massive people's
movements led by the working class, whose
historic mission was spelled out and sub-
stantiated by Marx and Engels;

— that the party of the wurking class, guided
by the revolutionary theory evolved by Marx
and Engels, is the recognized force organizing
the masses in their struggle against imperial-
ism, for peace and socialism.

Not one of the innumerable reformist, re-
visionist theories has in practice led to the crea-
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tion of a society differing from capitalism.
Marxism-Leninism is the only theory that has
taken a large portion of humankind out of the
grip of capitalism, made it possible to build the
new, socialist society, and is guiding the transi-
tion from capitalism to socialism on a world-
wide scale.

Just these realities of present-day social prac-
tice allow singling out Marxism among all
other philosophical, sociological, economic,
and political doctrines as a theory that is
unique for the power of its scientific prevision,
for its validity and socio-historical role, for
the force of its attraction.

In our day, creatively developed and en-
riched by Lenin and other continuers of the
cause of Marx, Marxism is more than a theory
and method of understanding and res2arching
social practice. Through the Marxist-Leninist
policies and practical work of the revolutionary
parties of the working class, scientific socialism
assumes material form in the practice of the
class struggle of the working people, in the
practice of socialist and communist con-
struction. As a result, social science is being
enriched by the experience of each party, of
each people.

The CPSU sees Marxism-Leninism as indis-
pensable for solving the problems posed by
modern social development, for socialism’s
further successful progress toward com-
munism, and in indicating the way to the
triumph of peace throughout the world. Major
creative contributions to Marxist-Leninist sci-
ence are the concept of developed socialism
elaborated by the CPSU and other fraternal par-
ties, and the pinpointing of the features of the
world revolutionary process under conditions
when existing socialism has become the factor
determining international politics.

The building of socialism in the USSR and
other countries started a qualitatively new stage
in the historical destinies of Marx’s theory.
Prominence is held no longer by the task of
destroying the old but by the task of building
the new society. Whereas the socialist revo-
lution confirmed the validity of Marx’s theory
that capitalism is doomed as a social system,
only the successful building of a socialist soci-
ety can confirm the cardinal, main conclusion
of Marx's theory, namely, whether it is possible
to achieve the communist ideals. The historic
significance of the building of socialism in the
USSR and some other countries is that it has
shown the international working class, all
fighters for progress, that our communist ideal
is not a utopia, that it is actually attainable. This
has reinforced the moral foundations of the
communist and working-class movement. At




the same time, qualitatively new conditions
have taken shape for the further creative
development of the theory of scientific social-
ism. Socialist theory was formerly elaborated
on the basis of analyses of the contradictions
and development trends of bourgeois society.
Today it rests not only on such analyses but
also on its own basis, on existing and develop-
ing socialism. Moreover, Marxist-Leninist sci-
ence now faces much bigger tasks, for now it is
a matter of solving entirely new and extremely
complex theoretical and practical problems of
communist construction.

The successes and difficulties of socialist
construction have made it plain how important
it is steadfastly to abide by the regularities of
society’s revolutionary transformation, regular-
ities brought to light by Marxism, and how
dangerous it is to ignore or violate these
regularities, to lag behind or move in front of
what is demanded by them.

The experience of socialist countries has
confirmed that socialism can triumph and be
consolidated only on the basis of a single
socio-economic system founded on public
property in the means of production. But no-
thing can come of attempts at speeding the
transition from capitalism and pre-capitalist re-
lations directly to socialism, at prematurely
abolishing trade and small-scale private pro-
duction. We can see how prescient Marx was
when he wrote of the inevitability of and neces-
sity for a more or less long period of transition
from capitalism to socialism. In this context let
us recall the great significance of Lenin's New
Economic Policy calling for the gradual transi-
tion of small-commodity production to pro-
duction along socialist lines through co-
operation. This was a matter of the attitude of
the working class to the peasantry and other
small-commodity producers, of strengthening
the alliance with them, of the ways and means
of involving them in the building of socialism.

Moreover, the notions that socialism can
achieve a high level of maturity while pre-
serving a large sector of private, small-com-
modity production have proved to be un-
tenable. It is the lesson of both theory and ex-
perience that an economy with a multiple
structure is inevitable in the period of transition
from capitalism to socialism, that socialism
cannot be regarded as having been fully and
finally established until socialist socialization
of production embraces the entire national
economy. Mature socialism can develop and
perfect itself only on its own basis.

In speaking of the significance of abiding by
the objective regularities of socialist construc-
tion, we can refer also to the experience of

applying the Marxist theory of reproduction.
Stable economic development and the success-
ful solution of social problems can be guaran-

teed only by determining the optimal growth
rates and proportions of the economy, espe-
cially the correlation between the production of
the means of production and the manufacture
of consumer goods. On the contrary, miscal-
culations in planning and violations of the
principles of socialist reproduction and eco-
nomic proportions in one area or another in-
escapably create difficulties, undermine eco-
nomic development, and give rise to dangerous
social situations. Consequently, it is vital to
elaborate socialism's political economy and
consistently abide by objective economic
regularities in accordance with the specific
conditions of each country and every stage of
development.

In terms of theory and practice it is important
to perfect socialism’s political system, to pro-
mote democracy in accordance with the pros-
pects for socialist society’s advance toward an
increasingly fuller implementation of the prin-
ciples of communist self-administration. The
CPSU gives its unflagging attention to ensuring
the optimal interaction of the different ele-
ments of the political system, representative
and direct democracy, the active participation
of the people in the administration of the state,
the functioning of the Soviets of People’s De-
puties, the trade unions, the Young Communist
League, and other pubic organizations, and
also of the operation of work collectives, and
facilitates the growth of the people’s political
and juridical culture.

Any deviation from the principle of demo-
cratic centralism is, as experience has shown,
fraught with the danger of considerable loss.
Any weakening of centralization may under-
mine the interests of the people, of the state as a
whole, and lead to the predominance of paro-
chialism and the inflaming of group claims.
Any belittlement or violation of the principles
of socialist democracy gives rise to bureaucratic
distortions and fetters the creative initiative of
the working people. The CPSU is steadfastly
guided by Lenin's injunction that socialism
and democracy are indivisible, that a high level
of organization and state discipline in socialist
society are inconceivable without encouraging
the creative initiatives and activities of the
people.

Of course, it is harder to establish a balance
between the rapidly changing multiform ele-
ments and aspects of society’s life than, say
between chemical elements on laboratory
scales. Imbalances are ended and the optimal
harmony of all the components of the social
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organizat‘ion is achieved only in uninterrupted
development.

Marxism-Leninism has never claimed that a
socialist society is a perfect social form free of
contradictions, difficulties and shortcomings.
Socialism, Engels wrote, is not something
given once and for all but should be conceived
in a state of constant flux and change.® The
actual building of communism is a great histor-
ical movement and, like any other movement, it
develops through the surmounting of contra-
dictions. The great significance of the Marx-
ist-Leninist theory of two phases of com-
munism, with socialism as its first phase, is
precisely that it regards the communist system
in flux, in the historical dimension.

Existing socialism is the most dynamic social
system full of energy and capable of impressive
historical accomplishments. The advances that
have already been made by socialist countries
in socio-economic development, in raising the
people’s cultural level and living standards are
striking evidence of the new system’s in-
exhaustible potentialities and its indisputable
advantages over capitalism. The combining of
these advantages with the breakthroughs of the
scientific and technological revolution serves
and can still further facilitate socialist society’s
progress. The CPSU attaches enormous sig-
nificance to the practical application of Marx's
well-known proposition on turning science
into a direct productive force. Science becomes
such a force not of itself but only when its
achievements are embodied in means of pro-
duction, in technological programs, and then
in the creation of material values. Science’s
conversion into a direct productive force and
the use of its achievements in social practice
evolve into a mass and creative social move-
ment, holding the interests of each working
person and the entire people.

As it develops and perfects itself, world
socialism makes an inestimable contribution to
the solution of humankind’s historic problems,
thereby demonstrating the viability of Marx-
ism-Leninism.

The theoretical guidelines laid down by
Marx and creatively enlarged upon under new
historical conditions by Lenin allow making a
scientific assessment of the main development
trends in capitalist society. After the Great Oc-
tober Socialist Revolution capitalism’s main
contradiction — that between labor and capital
— has grown in both scale and depth, first, as a
global contradiction between two systems and,
second, as a contradiction in capitalist society
itself between the huge majority of the popula-
tion and the monopolies. A new element of
this main contradiction of the capitalist system
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is the antagonism between dependent coun-
tries and the imperialist centers pursuing a
neocolonialist policy. Lastly, the scientific and
technological revolution is also shattering the
social foundations of state-monopoly capital-
ism. It objectively multiplies the material pre-
requisites for the transition from capitalism to
socialism and leads to a higher level of the
socialization and internationalization of pro-
duction and to an aggravation of the contra-
dictions between the social character of the
productive forces and capitalist property. The
growth of this entire range of contradictions is
eroding the foundations of capitalism and
intensifying and deepening its general crisis.

The theory of Marx and Lenin on the cyclic
character of the capitalist economy’s develop-
ment allows making a comprehensive analysis
of the key problems of the present economic
crisis in the capitalist system, of the problems of
inflation, unemployment, and other incurable
ills of the bourgeois system. Very significant in
this context are the underlying Marxist-Lenin-
ist conclusions about the destructive effects of
the militarization of the capitalist economy,
which has today assumed extremely dangerous
proportions.

Marx gave much of his attention to the role of
the bourgeois state and the functioning of its
economy, notably its policy of protectionism,
its tax policy, and so on. Continuing Marx’s
analysis in the 20th century, Lenin showed that
the state and the capitalist monopolies were
merging, and laid bare the principal features of
state-monopoly capitalism. The problem of
state-monopoly regulation of the economy
has today become particularly topical in its sci-
entific and political aspects. The crisis of the
bourgeois methods of regulation is growing
ever deeper, but the ruling classes still have
considerable potentialities and, naturally, no
intention of voluntarily renouncing power and
the economic levers of stabilizing it.

The adoption of the socialist orientation by a
number of new nation-states offers further con-
firmation of the proposition of Marx and Lenin
about the possibility, given the support of
socialist countries, of formerly backward
peoples gradually moving toward socialism
without passing through the stage of capitalist
development.

Thus, the present processes of the world’s
social renewal and the formation of the new,
communist social system are an expression in
the present epoch of the general world law of
development revealed by the founders of Marx-
ism-Leninism.

Today it will be fair to say that the great
theories of Marx, Engels and Lenin have en-




tered the international communist movement
as the sole scientific world view of the working
class. We believe that this is the reason this
movement is successfully fulfilling its function
as the most influential political force of modern
times in the struggle for peace and socialism,
against imperialism. Further, we see in this a
guarantee of the solidity of the fraternal links
between the working people of all countries, of
the effectiveness of proletarian international-
ism, which is greatly enhancing the influence
of the working class in every country and on the
world scene.

The doctrine of Marx, Engels and Lenin is the
common property of the international working
class. It is developing and being enriched
through the joint, collective creative activity of
the parties and through the contribution being
made to the treasure-store of Marxism-Lenin-
ism by each party, body of scientists, and in-
dividual theorist. Neither this doctrine as a
whole, nor its component parts, nor any of its
propositions can be a national or a continental
monopoly. Marxist studies of world or national
processes are always international regardless of
where or by whom they are conducted. There
can be no national or regional Marxist
philosophy, political economy, and socialist
theory. In this respect Marxism-Leninism does
not differ from mathematics, physics, biology,
chemistry, or any other science.

The greatness of Marx and the unfading
international significance of his work are due to
the fact that he brought to light the underlying
tendencies and regularities of society’s
development operating at all periods of world
history including capitalism, the period of its
revolutionary replacement by socialism, and
the development of socialist society until its
highest phase, communism, is attained. The
international significance of Marx’s theory also
lies in the fact that Marx gave the working class
a powerful instrument of knowledge enabling
it to find solutions to the social problems that
arise along the difficult, multiform and un-
explored road to communism. For that reason
Marx’s doctrine has been and continues to be
the lodestar for generations of revolutionaries,
of fighters against capitalism and imperialism,
and for the builders of socialism and com-
munism in all the countries of the world.

Understandably, in matters concerning the
scientific validity of Marxism there can be no
compromises, no ideological-theoretical con-
cessions. Departures from the theory of Marx
and Lenin are no more than an ideological rup-
ture with their cause, the cause of the socialist
revolution and communism. Shoulder to
shoulder with fraternal parties, the CPSU safe-

guards the purity of Marxist theory, repulsing
every attempt to distort its class and scientific
essence and sweeping away debris that is alien
to its revolutionary-critical spirit.

The present-day front of revolutionary prac-
tice and, of course, of Marxist studies is ex-
tremely broad, diverse and wide-ranging. The
fact is that our epoch is distinguished for its
great historical dynamism, for the extra-
ordinary diversity and contradictory character
of social processes. This is an epoch of funda-
mental changes of the foundations of society’s
life. Further, as the sphere of the world’s revo-
lutionary renewal broadens, more countries
take the road of socialist transformation in new,
frequently substantially different and changed
historical conditions. From this stems the fact
that it is impossible literally to repeat the con-
crete historical forms of transition to socialism
that have ensured socialism’s establishment in
this or that country. The generalization of the
specific forms of advance toward socialism is
the central theoretical prerequisite for directing
the diverse present-day revolutionary streams
into the socialist channel. The more the diver-
sity of the specific forms of transition to social-
ism is mastered in the context of the general
regularities of the establishment of the com-
munist social system, the easier and surer will
our theoretical thought identify new potential-
ities of the revolutionary process in the various
social movements of the masses in these or
those countries.

Uneven socio-economic and political
development leaves its mark on the commu-
nist, working-class, and national liberation
movement. We see how different the problems
are that are being resolved by parties belonging
even to one and the same revolutionary stream,
whether they function in socialist or capitalist
countries. We see how great the diversity is of
the specific ways in which they are tackling
similar problems. Much that is new and crea-
tive is produced by the social practice of the
people in each socialist country, by coopera-
tion among them in carrying out common and
national tasks of social-economic develop-
ment. As it is about to enter the third millen-
nium, humankind encounters global problems
that likewise manifest themselves in their own
way in countries with different social systems
and dissimilar levels of economic development
— problems of energy, food, ecology, raw mate-
rials, and the use of scientific and technological
achievements. A large spectrum of problems is
created for the communists by the economic
crisis gripping the capitalist world and by the
international struggle for a new economic or-
der. Considerable significance is acquired by
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the question of achieving more effective politi-
cal interaction between the different revolu-
tionary forces, notably world socialism, the
working class movement, and the national
liberation struggle against imperialism.

In showing the conditions, factors and means
of emancipating the working class, Marx drew
the fundamental conclusion that neither a suc-
cessful struggle against capitalism nor the at-
tainment of the communist ideal is conceivable
without unity among the workers of all
nationalities, races, and countries. Consistent
internationalism is the soul not only of the
theory but also of the entire political practice of
Marxism. Without this the working-class
movement loses its effectiveness. Marx cau-
tioned that for disunity it may pay with the
bitterness of a general defeat.

Marx’s proletarian internationalism was
adopted by Lenin as the basic principle of the
revolutionary policy of the communist van-
guard and developed in conformity with the
epoch of imperialism and transition from
capitalism to socialism. Proletarian inter-
nationalism is the immutable foundation of the
work of the CPSU. Guided by its principles, the
CPSU steadfastly urges broader cooperation,
unity and solidarity among the fraternal com-
munist and workers’ parties in their common
struggle for peace and socialism. For the CPSU
proletarian internationalism is the criterion by
which it collates its strategy of communist con-
struction and its foreign policy line. Proletarian
internationalism motivates its diverse support
for the peoples fighting for freedom, indepen-
dence and social progress.

Today, a hundred years after Marx, we viv-

idly see the strength of his theory in its full
stature, the indivisible link of this theory to the
liberation movement of our time. The com-
munists see in the further broad dissemination
of Marxism-Leninism among the masses an ef-
fective means of winning the peoples over to
socialism, to the great communist ideals.
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FROM DOCUMENTS

SCIENTIFIC WORLD VIEW OF
THE WORKING CLASS

At its fifth plenary meeting the Central Com-
mittee of the Socialist Unity Party of Germany
proclaimed 1983 the Year of Karl Marx in the
GDR, passing a decision to mark the 165th
anniversary of the birth and centenary of the
death of the founder of scientific communism.
The relevant theses of the SUPG Central
Committee have been published.

The upcoming anniversary, the theses say, is an
important event in the life of the people of the
GDR, the international working-class move-
ment, and progressives throughout the world.
This anniversary coincides in time with a
period when the invincible strength of Marx’s
ideas, of his world-transforming revolutionary

" theory has become most striking. Socialism’s

successful development and the deep crisis of
capitalist society bear out Marx’s theory.

The first section of the theses, headed ‘“Rev-
olutionary and Theorist of the Working Class,”
underscores the outstanding significance of the
work of Karl Marx, great son of the German
people, who, together with Frederick Engels,
elaborated scientific socialism, a scientific
world view and a revolutionary program for
building a society free of exploitation. The
work of Karl Marx, the theses say, is creatively
continued in the international working-class
movement. Here an outstanding role has been
played by Vladimir Lenin and the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union.

The second section, “Epoch-Making Trium-
phant Advance of Marxism,” notes that the sci-
entific world view elaborated by Marx had led
to a revolutionary upheaval in society’s cultural
life. It ushered in the most profound historic
changes in economic, political, social and cul-
tural relations. Contrary to the fabrications of
the bourgeoisie, Marxism’s force of attraction
has grown immeasurably precisely during the
past few decades as is convincingly dem-
onstrated by the advances made by the three
main revolutionary forces of our day.

The socialist transformations in the GDR,
which has become an inalienable part of the
world socialist system, the theses state, are
linked indivisibly to the development of the
world revolutionary process. In that country, as
well, the working class and its party have dis-
played the ability, substantiated by Marxism-
Leninism, to lead society. Situated in the center
of Europe, along the line dividing the two op-
posing social systems, the GDR discharges its
internationalist duty in close alliance with the




USSR and other countries of the socialist
community.

In the third section, “Karl Marx and the
Struggle for Peace and Social Progress,” it is
pointed out that existing socialism has become
the principal bulwark of peace. The high point
of the struggle of the peoples for peace is now
the demand of millions to halt the arms race
and reach agreement on a limitation of arma-
ments and on disarmament in accordance with
the principle of equality and equal security.
This demand is embodied in, above all, the
protests against the deployment of U.S.
medium-range missiles in Western Europe.
Disarmament is an ideal of the working-class
movement and socialism. But as long as im-
perialism exists, a reliable military defense of
socialism is imperative and serves, at the same
time, as the condition for the peaceful co-
existence of states with different social systems.
The “Soviet military threat” myth, fabricated
by the NATO instigators of the arms race to
justify their hostility for détente, is aimed at
disuniting and undermining the anti-war
movement.

The fourth section, headed ‘‘Existing Social-
ism Represents the Implementation of the
Theory of Marx,” declares that one of the his-
toric achievements of existing socialism is that
it has brought freedom and democracy to the
working people guaranteed by the economic
and political foundations of the new society.
There now are a society, policy, social practice,
ideology, culture and moral code that are the
highest manifestation of the humanitarian
views and aspirations of humankind.

In the theses it is noted that existing social-
ism now has a concept of a developed socialist
society, in other words, a theoretically sub-
stantiated and practically tested strategy for re-
solving its problems as it builds communism.
This strategy is the result of a joint creative
application by the Marxist-Leninist parties of
socialist countries of the conclusions and ideas
of Marx, Engels and Lenin. It is the most im-
portant achievement of the creative develop-
ment of Marxism-Leninism at the present stage.
The growth of socialism’s economic might as a
result of the switch to intensive extended re-
production is one of the immutable conditions
for the all-sided strengthening of its position in
the struggle to preserve world peace. The
economy has become the main theater of the
international class struggle. The fundamental
problems linked to the consistent implementa-
tion of the concept of developed socialism can
only be resolved by the concerted efforts of the
socialist community countries. Hence the
SUPG'’s advocacy of a further deepening of all-

sided cooperation among these countries, in-
cluding socialist economic integration.

The experience of our epoch, the theses say,
fully bears out Marx’'s fundamental proposition
that in order to ensure the triumph of the social
revolution and the attainment of its highest
goal — the abolition of classes, the working
class has to have, above all, a revolutionary
party. It is only a party equal to the tasks of its
time in terms of theory and practice and apply-
ing general laws creatively and forming solid
links to the people, that can guarantee the suc-
cessful attainment of the aims of the period of
transition from capitalism to socialism and the
continuation of the integral revolutionary pro-
cess during the building of a developed social-
ist society. Like the CPSU and the communist
parties of other socialist countries, the SUPG
sees the building of developed socialism as
making higher demands of the guiding role of
the party.

Marxism-Leninism is permeated with faith
in the creative strength of the people as the
subject of history. By means of their scien-
tifically substantiated policy the Marxist-
Leninist parties release the revolutionary
potential of the people, and by means of per-
suasion and organization provide the latter
with the instruments needed for a victorious
struggle for peace, social progress, and a life
worthy of human beings in a society free of
exploitation.
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The noble mission of all women

Freda Brown
President,

Women'’s International Democratic Federation

TOWARD THE WORLD ASSEMBLY
FOR PEACE AND LIFE

The noble motivation of preserving peace is
uniting millions upon millions of women
throughout the world, regardless of color, so-
cial origin and status, or ideological and politi-
cal persuasion. This motivation embodies their
grave concern about preserving the human
race, about the welfare and happiness of
people.

In this anxious nuclear age we are concerned
about the future of our children and grand-
children, and about the future of the genera-
tions to come. More and more women are com-
ing to the realization that with the fear of war
and a world satiated with armaments it is har-
der to achieve equality, national independence,
and economic and social progress. They are
looking to International Women's Day, March
8, with hopes for a lasting peace.

The unbridled arms build-up is adversely
affecting all aspects of material and cultural
life in capitalist society, in the economically
developed and in the developing countries.
The fact that seven trillion dollars have been
spent on military purposes since 1945 is no-
thing short of a crime relative to the tens of
millions of unemployed, homeless, illiterates
and helpless. This money, which is equiva-
lent to the cost of the material values pro-
duced by the world in one year, would be more
than enough, for example, to double the al-
locations for education and triple the al-
locations for health services, build an
adequate number of comfortable homes, and
create millions of new jobs.

The threat of war to socialist countries from
imperialism compels them to reinforce their
defense capability. This means the diversion
of considerable material resources so vital for
ensuring a further rise of the living standard
of the people and carrying out great plans for
remaking society.

However, it would be wrong to assess the
social losses of the people in capitalist coun-
tries solely in terms of the direct deterioration
of their conditions. Some 60 million people,
including tens of millions of women, work in
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military industries and are thus engaged in
unproductive work in terms of social
development. Two-fifths of the allocations
for science and technology are spent on per-
fecting armaments. About one in every four
highly-trained specialists is working in the
sphere of war preparations.

Not only does militarization prevent the
settlement of many of today’s vital problems;
it greatly exacerbates these problems. The
rates of economic growth are slowing down,
irreplaceable natural resources are being ex-
hausted, and the energy deficit is climbing
sharply. The testing and stockpiling of
weapons of mass destruction are affecting the
environment, threatening harmful ecological
changes that will be impossible to repair.

No person with a sense of responsibility for
the future of his or her people can be recon-
ciled to the criminal policies that today deny
him or her and millions of fellow-
countrymen of abundance and may to-
morrow destroy all life in the flames of a nu-
clear conflagration. This worries the female
half of the human race in particular.

The imperialists are finding it increasingly
harder to make people believe that nuclear
conflicts are permissible, that it is possible to
survive and win such conflicts. Recent
studies by prestigious scientists and military
experts indicate that modern technical means
can, within hours, destroy millions of people,
flora and fauna, flood huge expanses, and de-
vastate cities and whole continents by fire. It
is impossible to remain silent when doctors
warn that after a nuclear exchange medical
personnel will not only be helpless but sim-
ply unnecessary because there would be vir-
tually nobody to assist.

And people are speaking out. At the close
of the 1970s and the early 1980s actions in
defense of peace acquired new proportions
and new qualitative dimensions. In the
spring and summer of 1982 nearly 20 million
people, or four times as many as in 1981, took
part in anti-war demonstrations in the
capitalist world. An unparalleled wave of
demonstrations, rallies, and peace marches
swept across countries and continents.




It may be said with pride that women have
played a role of no small importance in
developing this unprecedented anti-war
movement. Today they are in the forefront of
those who are rejecting the “limited’’ nuclear
war doctrine preached by U.S. militarist cir-
cles, of those who are acting against the
stockpiling of nuclear, neutron, radiological
and chemical weapons of mass destruction,
of those who are demanding the renunciation
of the plan to deploy new U.S. medium-range
missiles in Europe.

However, it would be wrong to attribute the
present scale of the anti-war movement solely
- to the awareness of its participants of the ter-
rible danger implicit in a nuclear cataclysm.
The concrete initiatives of peace-loving, no-
tably socialist, countries have been a powerful
catalyst of this process. There has been wide
support in our ranks for the Political Declara-
tion of the Warsaw Treaty nations adopted in
Prague in January 1983. This Declaration of-
fers a clear alternative to the threat of a nu-
clear catastrophe. Democratic movements
wholeheartedly side with the humanist
Soviet foreign policy expressed in con-
centrated form in the Peace Program worked
out at the 24th, 25th and 26th congresses of
the CPSU, and the Soviet Union’s historic
unilateral pledge not to be the first to use
nuclear weapons.

The proposals aimed at ending the arms
race and achieving disarmament, con-
solidating international security, and pro-
moting mutually beneficial cooperation
among all countries are becoming slogans of
the anti-war movement. Addressed to the
people they can, more than ever before, evoke
not merely the normal person’s aversion for
violence. The idea of universal peace is ac-
quiring practical tangible forms. The aspira-
tion to translate it into reality is uniting
millions.

In the present situation, while acting in the
mainstream of the anti-war movement,
women in socialist, capitalist and developing
countries are increasingly coming forward
with initiatives of their own and setting up
independent organizations. A question we
are often asked is: Why do we need them?

The answer is quite simple. Regardless of
their profession, occupation and interests,
women bring up and teach children, citizens
of the 21st century. Who can be more con-
cerned about their happiness, about their
having a peaceful future? Can we accept a
situation in which the nuclear hysteria fan-
ned by bourgeois propaganda is affecting the
minds of children? Can anyone remain in-

different to the report of the panic of an 11-
year-old girl in Boston at the thought that she
would not have time to commit suicide if a
nuclear war broke out; or indifferent to the
children who live with the fear that every-
thing in the world may be destroyed? *

These common concerns are what in recent
years led to the formation of the many groups
and organizations now functioning in the
FRG, Britain, the Netherlands, Norway
Sweden and the USA. Their names express
one and the same idea: Women for Peace,
Mothers for Peace, Women for Survival,
Women for Disarmament, and Peace Links
(the latter embraces wives of leading Demo-
crats in the USA).

There are quite a few other, specific prob-
lems that we can most effectively resolve by
our own joint efforts. It is common knowl-
edge that many of the important problems
worrying us are regarded in some quarters as
secondary against the background of global
anxieties. Nobody but we ourselves can dis-
cuss them, chart the ways and means of
struggle, and draw up action plans that we
feel are the most acceptable and effective, and
can inspire confidence in the ability to pro-
tect the interests of women.

The diversity of the forms of the women's
democratic movement is a factor that greatly
facilitates the growth of that movement. The
principal condition of this growth remains
the anti-war orientation of the movement, the
striving to give it a mass character, to provide
it with slogans containing a human message,
and to help those who in principle support its
aims to surmount passiveness and scepti-
cism. This is finding expression in actions
such as the festivals of anti-war songs in Au-
stralia, the Babies for Peace March in Britain,
and the Peace Messenger action in Argentina,
an action in which thousands of women have
sent protests to the White House against the
bellicose policies pursued by the USA.
Among the women active in the anti-war
movement there now are many radical femin-
ists, who only recently were vehemently ar-
guing that peace was the concern of men be-
cause men made war, while women should
only be concerned with the struggle for
equality.

We are no novices in the fight against the
threat of war. At the first International
Women's Congress in Paris 37 years ago, 800
delegates from 41 countries vowed to do their
utmost to help consolidate peace, to give ef-
fective support to the aspiration of the

*Newsweek, October 11, 1982.




peoples to end national bondage, and to act
for the vital rights of working women and the
welfare of the rising generation. Members of
the Women’s International Democratic
Federation, founded at the time, are to this
day faithful to their solemn pledge. Our mem-
bership has grown during the past few dec-
ades, and the delegates to the World Wom-
en's Congress in Prague in the autumn of
1981 represented 275 national and 96 inter-
national and regional public organizations in
133 countries.

By their emotional drive, creative abilities
and initiative, women are giving the anti-war
actions a new ring and content. This diver-
sifies the forms and methods of struggle and
facilitates greater unity among all the peace
forces.

A hallmark of the 1980s is the inter-
nationalization of the women’s movement,
which is due to the global character of the
threat of war. A concrete and vivid expres-
sion of this trend is seen in the international
peace marches, which are a significant form
of anti-war protest. They strikingly dem-
onstrate the unity among people of good
will and help to draw persons of the most
diverse political persuasions into the peace
movement.

One of the first of these marches took place
in June-July 1979. This was the march from
Copenhagen to Paris conducted on the initia-
tive of the Scandinavian and Finnish move-
ments, Women for Peace. Peace March 81
became a powerful action demanding
Europe’s conversion into a nuclear-free zone.

On the proposal of the same movements,
Peace March 82 started in Stockholm. With
the slogans ‘“No to Nuclear Weapons Any-
where in the World"” and ‘‘For Disarmament
and Peace,” the marchers passed through
cities and villages in Sweden, Finland, the
Soviet Union, Hungary, Czechoslovakia and
Austria. Together with Soviet people, the
marchers held mass rallies in Vyborg, Lenin-
grad, Kalinin, Moscow and Smolensk. In
Minsk, capital of Soviet Byelorussia, an ap-
peal was adopted to the United Nations and
to the governments, parliaments and peoples
of the world to make every effort to destroy
nuclear weapons and preserve life on the
planet.

Peace March 82 reached Vienna on the an-
niversary of the Hiroshima tragedy. This was
a moving commemoration of the victims of
the American atomic bombing. The dem-

onstrators sang peace songs, distributed the
texts of these songs, showed documentaries,
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and put on theatrical productions in the
streets.

The events of the past few years have ac-
centuated yet another vital characteristic of
the present anti-war movement. Women have
now begun to react more sensitively to major
political developments in their countries and
on the international scene. Women were
prominent among the million people who
demonstrated in New York a few days before
the Second Special Session of the UN General
Assembly on Disarmament in June-July 1982.
Their call for resolute action to safeguard
world peace was echoed on all continents.
There were mass actions in Angola, Congo, .
Syria, India, Nicaragua, and many other
countries. In Japan women collected more
than 5 million signatures against nuclear and
chemical weapons.

The demands formulated at each new stage
of the struggle are becoming more and more
specific. The movement for a nuclear-free
zone in Northern Europe is gaining momen-
tum in Denmark, Norway, Sweden and Fin-
land. In Greece and Iceland women are de-
manding the dismantling of U.S. and NATO
military bases.

Women's organizations in the FRG, Bri-
tain, Belgium, the Netherlands and Italy are
insisting that no U.S. medium-range missiles
should be sited in their countries. More and
more people are adopting their slogans,
which include ‘““No Euroshimas,” ‘“No
Pershing-2s or Cruise Missiles on European
Soil,” and “You Can’t Hug Your Kids With
Nuclear Arms.”

British women are picketing the Greenham
Common U.S. base, where work is pro-
ceeding to deploy 96 Cruise missiles. When
they pitched their first small tents some
people in the peace movement did not take
their action seriously. But within six months
their peace camp was seen as a significant
element of the anti-war struggle. Thousands
of people have visited the picketers. The im-
pact of this action by British women is com-
pelling even the British bourgeois press to
appeal to the government to show that it
shares the anxiety generated by the arms race.

Public pressure, including pressure by
women'’s organizations, has produced a new
initiative, whose purpose is to prevent nu-
clear weapons from being stationed in in-
dividual towns and districts. More than 140
municipal councils in Britain, including the
Greater London Council, have proclaimed
their territories nuclear free zones. Analo-
gous action has been taken by the authorities
of six cities in West Germany and of many




population centers in the Netherlands
and Norway.

Today the struggle for peace is coalescing
increasingly with actions in defense of the
working people’s social and economic rights.
This is particularly justified in the case of the
conditions of women, because militarist
preparations visibly exacerbate the dis-
crimination against them in all areas of pub-
lic life. For instance, the growth of military
budgets at the expense of social programs
(notably, the allocations for education) prej-
udices the professional training of women
and, consequently, makes it even harder than
before to end economic and other dis-
crimination against them. The acute shortage
of pre-school institutions deprives us of the
possibility of combining the role of pro-
fessional workers with that of mothers. The
inescapable conclusion to be drawn from this
is that we can secure true equality only by
safeguarding détente, by stopping the arms
race.

One more hallmark of the present women'’s
anti-war movement is its solidarity with the
national liberation process. Peace and the
independence of nations have now become
indivisible. Millions of women in Vietnam
have signed the Appeal for National In-
dependence, World Peace, Democracy and
Socialism. A militant campaign is unfolding
in Asia to establish a zone of peace and se-
curity in Southeast Asia. A powerful wave of
protests was recently triggered by the U.S.
plans to turn the Indian Ocean into a deploy-
ment zone against the sovereign rights of the
peoples of that area and impose tighter con-
trol over its vast mineral resources. Together
with all the peace forces we condemn the
racist regime in South Africa; support Ango-
la; emphatically denounce Zionism’s ag-
gressive policy toward Arab countries, a
policy that led to genocide in Lebanon; and
are in solidarity with the peoples of Nic-
aragua and El Salvador, of the whole of
Latin America victimized by local reaction
and imperialism.

Democratic women'’s organizations are ac-
tive in the actions sponsored by the United
Nations, for instance, the Decade for Women
(1975-1985) proclaimed by the 30th UN Gen-
eral Assembly. We welcome the plan of the
United Nations Center for Social Development
and Humanitarian Affairs to sponsor a series of
studies and an Expert Group meeting in mid-
1983 on the role of women in building peace.
The latter will consider the negative effects of
the military preparations on the condition and
social status of women; how the preservation of

peace relates to ensuring the equality of women
and their effective participation in society’s life.

The third UN conference to review and ap-
praise the results of the Decade for Women is
to be held in 1985, and the WIDF is to play a
role at this conference. The preparations for it
must comply with the spirit of the decisions
passed at the United Nations conferences in
Mexico City in 1975 and in Copenhagen in
1980. Everything possible must be done to
focus the upcoming exchange of views on
problems of safeguarding peace and détente
and achieving disarmament.

During the Decade the condition of women
is to get more attention from the UN itself. For
instance, our friends in the GDR have sub-
mitted to the UN General Assembly a draft
declaration on the part women should play in
the struggle to strengthen world peace and
resolve other vitally important national
and international problems. Many countries
have already stated their support for this
document.

Nearly 18 months have elapsed since the
Women’s World Congress for Equality, Na-
tional Independence and Peace and these
months have shown that the whole world has
heard its call: ‘““We shall act together. United,
we can save our peoples and all humankind.”
Following this appeal, the WIDF launched a
worldwide, women’s action campaign for
peace and disarmament last October.

The Federation has issued a call to reinforce
the anti-imperialist actions with mani-
festations, marches, peace camps, peace
schools and women's festivals; with the set-
ting up of women'’s peace groups at industrial
facilities, residential neighborhoods, and all
organizations that have women among their
members; with the development of new
forms of struggle and education in the spirit
of peace. The highlights of this year’s cam-
paign will include the anti-war actions on
International Women's Day (March 8), Inter-
national Children’s Day (June 1), Day of Re-
membrance of the Hiroshima Victims (Au-
gust 6), and International Women’s Action
Day (October 25) during the UN-sponsored
Disarmament Week. There has been an en-
thusiastic response to this call from demo-
cratic women’'s organizations in Spain,
Sweden, Angola, Guyana, Algeria and many
other countries.

With our thoughts on peace and the
happiness of all people we are preparing for
the World Assembly for Peace and Life,
Against Nuclear War, to be held in Prague this
summer. We are heartened by the fact
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that alongside traditional women’s organi-
zations new peace groups were represented
at the Lisbon meeting that considered ques-
tions related to the preparations for the As-
sembly. Women should be well represented
on all delegations.

‘“We must act day after day, hour after hour,
minute after minute,” states the WIDF ap-

peal, “to prevent our world from perishing in a
nuclear catastrophe, stay the hand of the
aggressor in different parts of the world, and
secure the use of the means, wasted today on
military purposes, for the welfare of peoples.”
Let us remain faithful to this appeal until the
arms race is halted and the threat of a nuclear
war is removed.

There are no neutrals
in the fight for peace

Franz Muhri

Chairman, Communist Party of Austria

On October 26, 1955 the Austrian parliament
voluntarily passed a constitutional law giving
the nation the status of permanent neutrality. In
many respects this law, together with the State
Treaty* signed earlier, on May 15 of the same
year, marked the beginning of a new stage of
Austria's development.

This proclamation of neutrality was a
triumph for the cause of peace and détente.
Nothing came of the plans the Western powers
were making to draw Austria into their military
pacts and use it as a military springboard
against the socialist community. Since then
Austria has been promoting good relations in
all directions. Its international prestige has
grown and it has normalized relations with the
socialist countries. Today this mutually bene-
ficial cooperation can serve as an example of
the feasibility of peaceful coexistence of coun-
tries with different social systems.

For a fairly long time some quarters identi-
fied Austria’s status of permanent neutrality
with a foreign policy trend to remain “neutral”
in the question of war and peace, but in fact
these quarters supported NATO’s militarist,
aggressive forces. In the early 1970s Austria’s
foreign policy gradually moved in the direction
of active neutrality, but this process is yet to
acquire an effective dimension.

Austria’s broader, more effective inclusion in
the positive settlement of issues of European
and world politics is hindered mainly by the
bourgeois conservative parties (the Austrian
People’s Party and the Austrian Freedom
Party). They do not oppose neutrality openly,

*The State Treaty on the Restoration of an Independent
and Democratic Austria was signed in Vienna by Britain,
the USSR, the USA, and France, on the one hand, and
Austria, on the other, and came into force on July 27, 1955.
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but in fact seek to link Austria as closely as
possible to the European Economic Commu-
nity and NATO. The state-run radio and some
of the press continue to be involved in the
ideological preparations for war and almost
daily spread, among other things, the “Soviet
threat” lie.

The Communist Party of Austria steadfastly
urges a foreign policy of active neutrality,
which it sees as a contribution to the struggle
for détente, disarmament and peace. The
course of events makes it clear that in the face of
the mounting nuclear threat the neutrality
status cannot by itself guarantee Austria's se-
curity. However, the lesson of experience is
that détente in Europe and the promotion of
cooperation among all European countries
bring Austria considerable benefit, situated as it
is at the junction between the capitalist and the
socialist systems. There is growing under-
standing that in the present international situa-
tion even small nations can have a big say.

These changes, springing from détente, are
of great importance in view of the recent
deterioration of the world situation caused by
the most reactionary circles of U.S. imperial-
ism, by the U.S. military-industrial complex,
which have the Reagan administration as their
executive arm. The “‘crusade against commu-
nism" is the cover for the NATO decision to
station new U.S. medium-range missiles in
Western Europe and step up the arms race to
give the USA military superiority. It motivates
the stake on a nuclear first strike at the Soviet
Union and the talk about the possibility of
fighting and winning a nuclear war. In the
same context we are witnessing the growing
support for reactionary forces and fascist
dictatorships in many countries, the U.S. pres-
sure on its West European allies to reduce their




economic links with socialist countries, the
stepping up of the ideological preparations for
war and, lastly, the striving to form and
strengthen anti-people forces and groups in so-
cialist countries. In short, never since the end of
World War II has the danger of another world-
wide conflagration been so great as today.

In close connection with the above develop-
ments an extremely important positive poli-
tical phenomenon has appeared in Austria. I
am talking of the growth of the broad national
peace movement. It is being fostered by several
factors:

First, a steadily growing number of people
are beginning to see the magnitude of the
danger, the threat to humankind’s existence
coming from the possibility of a nuclear world
war, from which not even permanent neutrality
will afford protection.

Second, the Reagan administration’s reck-
less, aggressive policies have alarmed large
segments of the Austrian population, awaken-
ing and heightening their anxiety for the des-
tiny of peace.

Third, the size of the peace movement in
Western Europe, especially in the FRG, is hav-
ing a mobilizing effect on Austria. The same
influence is felt from the anti-war forces active
in the USA.

Fourth, it may be said without exaggeration
that public opinion has been influenced by the
many years’ perseveriug efforts of the Austrian
communists on behalf of peace, disarmament
and détente. Some of the CPA’s demands and
arguments are now getting a growing response.

In the Austrian peace movement there are
socialists, Christians, uncommitted people and
communists. Its backbone consists of initiative
groups in the lander, towns and districts. From
time to time, representatives of these groups
meet at national conferences, where common
tasks and aims are mapped out in areas of
agreement in parallel with discussions of poli-
tical problems and proposals, as well as actions
by the peace movement.

For ir~tance, a mass national demonstration,
held ir /ienna on May 15, 1982, was preceded
by a long discussion that produced a political
platform with the motto: “To disarm means to
prevent a nuclear war!” This platform de-
manded the freezing of nuclear arsenals in
Europe, the gradual reduction of these arsenals,
and then the continent’s conversion into a nu-
clear-free zone. A major issue brought up in this
platform is that of switching the Austrian war
industry to the manufacture of consumer
goods.

A distinctive feature of the peace movement
is that people of different political persuasions

and world views cooperate in it. These distinc-
tions are not muted, but in the basic issue, that
of preventing a nuclear war, it has proved pos-
sible to achieve a consensus among all groups
and contingents of the movement and to agree
on joint initiatives and actions. However, at
each new phase this consensus has to be
worked out all over again through discussion.

For instance, prior to May 15, 1982, attention
was centered on preparing for and holding a
national demonstration, which evolved into
the biggest by the Austrian peace forces
throughout the period since the war. In the
autumn of 1982 functions were organized
within the framework of the UN Week for Dis-
armament, one of which was a big cultural
festival in Vienna. A representative public con-
ference for peace, held on December 18-19,
1982, comprehensively considered political
and ideological questions, and the movement’s
demands and aims for this year. A view that is
becoming widespread is that effort should be
concentrated mainly on the struggle against the
NATO decision to deploy new U.S. missiles in
Europe and that the actions in this direction in
1983 must be more effective.

It is symbolic that a growing number of
young Austrians are joining the anti-war
movement. The first significant efforts are
being made to draw working-class organiza-
tions, notably the factory councils and the trade
unions, into the anti-war movement. Their in-
adequate involvement remains the movement’s
chief weakness. New independent public
organizations, for instance, associations of doc-
tors, teachers, and so on, are becoming increas-
ingly active. Special significance is attached to
the contribution of members of the artistic
professions to the cause of peace. Of late, more
and more groups and associations have begun
to spring up that are, alongside their actions in
defense of the environment, demanding peace
and disarmament.

The Austrian peace movement is today
characterized by the breadth and creative
diversity and originality of the forms and
methods of struggle used by it. In turn, its
experience, the measures taken by it, and its

emotional impact are influencing the thinking
of its members.

The Austrian Peace Council has been
cooperating with the World Peace Council for
many years. It is by no means a directive body.
It can under no circumstance be such a body,
nor should it be. It is an element of the forces,
movements and groups cooperating in the Aus-
trian anti-war movement. By its work and its
many independent initiatives, the Austrian
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Peace Council is making a constructive contri-
bution to the common struggle.

Meanwhile, relative to the peace movement
the conservative bourgeois parties continue to
hold a negative or hostile stand. But social
democracy has modified its posture. Whereas
initially the Socialist Party of Austria tried to
start a political campaign with the purpose of
slowing the movement, compelling it to
change its platform, and preventing it from
joining the communists in anti-war actions, the
huge demonstration and rally held last May in
Vienna compelled even the SPA leaders to
acknowledge the reality and influence of the
Austrian peace fighters.

The social democrats are now posing as a
“party of peace” and organizing their own ac-
tions in “defense’” of peace. But, at the same
time, new attempts are being made here and
there to wreck or hinder major actions by the
national peace movement. With general elec-
tions scheduled for April 24, 1983, the SPA
leaders clearly tend to use the main issue of our
day — the strengthening, expansion and uni-
fication of the peace movement — for their own
tactical, party-political interests.

A new element of Austria’s public life is
the increased activity of neofascist groups and
organizations. They are doing all they can to
profit by the people’s growing anger over the
rising unemployment, the loss of job prospects,
the social inequality and corruption, the cur-
tailment and emasculation of democracy, and
so forth. The neofascists are obviously deter-
mined to compel a shift to the right, especially
among young people. The answer to this has
been unity of action, the foundation of which
consists of anti-fascist committees in the dis-
tricts and lander and on the national level. The
members of these committees are socialists,
communists, Christians and uncommitted
people. Some of them participate in the strug-
gle for peace. As it should be, the anti-fascist
movement is independent. The peace move-
ment is, of course, much broader. But this does
not rule out coordination of individual actions
and mutual support.

An important lesson of recent history is that
for reactionary and fascist forces the rout of
democracy was an element of the preparations
for the Second World War. In the 1920s and
1930s the communist and working-class
movement stated clearly that fascism stood for
war. This assessment was borne out by bitter
experience. In the present new historical situa-
tion a similar link exists between the struggle
against neofascism and reaction and the strug-
gle for peace. We therefore see the actions to
ban neo‘ascist organizations and propaganda
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and cut short their influence over schools and
the mass media as a contribution to détente, to
the prevention of another world war.

A few words about the role played by the
Austrian communists in the anti-war
movement.

At its 24th congress the CPA reaffirmed that
the most important task facing its memberson a
national scale was to further activate the strug-
gle for peace. Our guideline here is that no
party or organization can or should claim a
monopoly in this struggle. In Austria and other
West European countries cooperation is vital
between communists, social democrats and
Christians.

The party sees its duty in taking an active and
constructive part in the anti-war movement
and respecting its independent supraparty and
democratic character. We abide strictly by the
principle that no political or ideological
distinctions justify renunciation of the com-
mon struggle to prevent a nuclear con-
flagration. Moreover, the experience of the Au-
strian peace movement shows that open
comradely discussion of diverse views is
necessary. Provided there is understanding
that ideological differences must recede be-
fore the tasks of the joint struggle to prevent a
nuclear catastrophe, this openness of discus-
sion does not conflict with unity of action. On
the contrary, it paves the way for such unity.

In keeping with their scientific world view,
with Marxism-Leninism, the communists have
formulated the following aims in their ideolog-
ical work:

— The people must be made to understand
where the actual danger of war is coming from.
Today anti-communist propaganda is finding it
increasingly hard to argue that this danger
comes from the Soviet Union. Nevertheless, the
mistaken view is still quite prevalent that here
no essential distinctions exist between the im-
perialist great power (the USA) and the
socialist great power (the Soviet Union), that
both are imperilling peace. The Soviet policy of
peace is of immense help in refuting this cur-
rent central argument of anti-Soviet propagan-
da. The USSR has come forward with many
initiatives and is constantly making new
constructive proposals in the sphere of strategic
armaments and medium-range nuclear weap-
ons and in the sphere of conventional weapons.
It is quite evident that Soviet foreign policy
continues to be consistently pursued with the
election of Yuri Andropov to the post of Gen-
eral Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee
after the death of Leonid Brezhnev.

It is important to give wide publicity to the
various mass actions in defense of peace con-




ducted in the socialist countries. These actions
are in contrast to imperialism’s attempts to set
up anti-socialist opposition groups in these
countries and finance them on the contention
that they are part of the peace movement.

— In neutral Austria, where the view is
widespread that everything, including ques-
tions of war and peace, is decided in the long
run by the “élite,” that “there have been and
always will be wars,” the communists must
reinforce the conviction among the people that
today it is possible to prevent another world
war. The reason for this is not that imperial-
ism's essence has changed but that there has
been a change of the world balance of strength
in favor of peace, democracy and socialism.
True, to translate this possibility into reality the
struggle in the capitalist countries themselves
must be greatly stepped up. The Austrian
people, too, can make a considerable contri-
bution to it.

A major task of the communists is to draw
more workers and trade unions into the peace
movement. It is our belief that the working class
should play the leading role in it, that the
movement ultimately cannot develop success-
fully without the vigorous participation of the
working people.

For the further mobilization of the workers it
is important to bring them round to seeing that
the struggle for peace, disarmament, and the
easing of international tension is closely linked
to socio-economic issues and demands, such as
employment, the protection and enlargement
of social gains, and so on. The escalation of the
arms race is aggravating the crisis, while the
switch of industry to the production of con-
sumer goods would create jobs. The growth of
military spending in the industrialized
capitalist countries is leading to a curtailment
of what the working people have achieved. The
attempts of the U.S. administration to compel
Austria to cut back its economic relations with
socialist countries is placing our country before
the threat of a further growth of
unemployment.

— Lastly, experience has shown that along-
side and in close connection with vigorous
communist participation in the peace move-
ment the Communist Party must act indepen-
dently. I mean our own publications, educa-
tional work, mass agitation, and broad social
actions.

The Austrian government has in principle
declared itself in favor of peace and détente.

However, it has to this day said not a single
word of criticism about the NATO intention to
site new medium-range missiles in Western
Europe. It is thereby virtually playing into the
hands of the policies pursued by Reagan and
the militarist circles of the Atlantic bloc.

A party conference, held on January 15, 1983,
unanimously passed a statement on prep-
arations for parliamentary elections, noting in
part: “We, communists, want neutral Austria to
make a larger contribution to détente and
disarmament. We are in solidarity with the
peace movement and its demands. In particu-
lar, we support those who are urging the
government to act against the stationing of new
nuclear missiles in Western Europe; to assist in
paving the way for the conclusion by the nu-
clear powers of an agreement renouncing a nu-
clear first strike — a commitment that has al-
ready been undertaken by the Soviet Union; to
help freeze all nuclear arsenals as a first step
toward their reduction.”

The Communist Party considers that Aus-
trian public opinion should bring more pressure
to bear on the government and the parliament
to make them declare openly and clearly
against the deployment of missiles. We de-
mand objective, truthful information from the
mass media. Austria should stop serving as an
ideological springboard used by Western im-
perialist propaganda agencies to attack
socialist countries. Fulfillment of these com-
munist demands can be a tangible contribution
by our people to the worldwide anti-war
struggle.

The situation taking shape in Austria is not
an isolated phenomenon. Broad and powerful
anti-war movements are gathering momentum
in some other West European countries and in
the USA itself. We believe that contacts be-
tween peace fighters must be closer in individ-
ual countries and on the various continents,
and that this purpose should be served by
international meetings. Of course, anti-war
organizations cannot and should not have a
single international leading center.

Such is the situation in which this summer
the World Assembly for Peace and Life, Against
Nuclear War is to be held in Prague. We hope
that this representative international forum
gives a fresh impetus to the worldwide struggle
for peace and disarmament. In face of the threat
of nuclear destruction this means ensuring the
most basic human right, the right to life.
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Role of the trade unions
in socialist changes

Harry Tisch

Political Bureau member, CC SUPG,
Chairman, Central Board,
Confederation of Free German Trade Unions

The construction of the new society is a com-
plex, multifaceted, creative process. It demands
joint efforts by all classes and social groups,
which participate in this process through many
organizations representing their interests in it.
Each new stage of a socialist change sets new
tasks and this finds reflection in the activity of
these organizations, occasionally in a modifica-
tion of their roles. All this calls for a principled
Marxist-Leninist estimation of ongoing devel-
opments and for the formulation of a correct
position meeting today’s exigencies.

The trade unions hold a prominent place
among the mass organizations of socialist
countries. They group the absolute majority of
working people and exert tremendous influ-
ence on the construction of mature, developed
socialism, a system characterized by real
people’s democracy, an advanced economy
and a high living standard, a society meeting
people’s every material and spiritual require-
ment. In the German Democratic Republic they
are united in the Confederation of Free German
Trade Unions (CFGTU), whose membership
exceeds nine million, or over 97 per cent of all
blue and white collar workers and intellectuals.

A militant associate of the Socialist Unity
Party of Germany, the CFGTU defends workers'’
interests and strives for social progress shoul-
der to shoulder with the party and under its
leadership.

With the party and the state

Trade unions are seen by Marxism-Leninism as
the connecting link between the vanguard
party of the working class and the masses. Ex-
plaining this function of the unions, Lenin
wrote that they “are a link between the van-
guard and the masses, and by their daily work
bring conviction to the masses, the masses of
the class which alone is capable of taking us
from capitalism to comiaunism."!

How the working class exercises its leading
role in the transformation of society depends
largely on the nature of relations between the
proletarian party and the trade unions. This is
why its class enemies would like to sever or
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loosen the link between the trade unions and
the communist party.

It is highly important to approach this matter
from a principled standpoint. The foundations
of this approach were laid by Marx and Engels,
who devoted much attention to the trade
unions in their theoretical writings and politi-
cal activity. They evolved these foundations in
struggle against bourgeois and reformist con-
cepts designed to divert the unions from the
objectives of a thorough transformation of soci-
ety and to restrict their activity to purely
economic problems.

“If the Trades’ Unions are required for the
guerrilla fights between capital and labor,”
Marx wrote to the delegates of the Provisional
Central Council of the International Associa-
tion of Workers to the Geneva Congress (1866),
“they are still more important as organized
agencies for superseding the very system of
wage labor and capital rule .. . . Apart from their
original purposes, they must now learn to act
deliberately as organizing centers of the work-
ing class in the broad interest of its complete
emancipation. They must aid every social and
political movement tending in that direc-
tion."?

Marx’s mandate is still valid. In examining
the problem of establishing proletarian rule
and the historical mission of the proletariat,
Marx defined the tasks facing the trade unions
in this connection as follows:

— the trade unions must be made a true mass
organization of the whole working class;

— the unity of the working class can only be
achieved by enlisting the active participation of
the trade unions in the struggle for the ultimate
goal, the construction of a socialist society;

— the main condition for any trade union
work is to combine economic with political
struggles.

It is only on the basis of the Marxist-Leninist
conception of the nature of relations between
the party and the trade unions that the working
class can accomplish its historical mission. The
party of the working class equips it with the
doctrine of scientific communism. It paves the




way to the new society for the working people,
unites them and instils socialist consciousness
into their minds. This is the basis on which the
unity of goal and action of the party and the
trade unions forms and the leading role of the
party becomes established.

Ernst Thalmann, outstanding leader of the
CPG in the 20s and 30s, stressed in applying the
ideas of Marx and Engels in party policy that
the trade unions are the best vehicle through
which the proletariat can be won over and that
the communists must regard the unions as one
of their most important spheres of activity
among the masses. He called on communists
not to confine themselves to formulating
theoretical propositions but to work hard for
their realization.

Continuing the cause of their great pre-
decessors and learning the lessons of history,
the communists of the GDR strove steadfastly
for the unity of the working class and the
communist and working-class movement. In
the GDR this was achieved as a result of form-
ing a united Marxist-Leninist party of the
working class and integrated trade unions.?
Ever since then qualitatively new relations
have been shaping between the party and the
unions. They were finalized by the third
CFGTU congress (1950) in program docu-
ments recognizing the leading role of the
Marxist-Leninist party as the conscious van-
guard of the working class. The trade unions
declared their firm adherence to the platform
of Marxism-Leninism and stated in their con-
stitution that their goal is to build a socialist
society in the GDR, a state in which power is
in the hands of the working class and whose
policy is aimed at ensuring peace and democ-
racy and safeguarding the workers’ interests.
In line with their explicit class position, they
confirmed their loyalty to proletarian inter-
nationalism and friendship with the Soviet
Union.

Those were decisions of the greatest politi-
cal moment. Only five years had passed since
the defeat of fascism and there still were lead-
ers in the country who tried to serve imperial-
ist interests. Arguing that the CFGTU must
maintain ‘‘political neutrality,” they wanted
to distract it from the revolutionary struggle
for the objectives of the working class. In fact,
they used the demand for “truly free” and
“independent” unions as a cover for posing
the CFGTU against the party. However, there
efforts fell through. It was the Leninist ap-
proach that prevailed. This approach implies
that under the new system there is no room
for trade unions which see their “‘freedom”
and “independence’ in dodging respon-

sibility and refusing to show initiative when
tasks in socialist construction set by the state
must be fulfilled.*

This has always been our approach. There
can be no opposition between the communist
party and the trade unions in a socialist state.
The policy of the party, the 10th SUPG con-
gress (1981) re-emphasized, is aimed at
strengthening socialism and worker-peasant
power, raising the people’s standard of liv-
ing, promoting their social security and giv-
ing them confidence in the future. In inter-
national relations, its chief aim is to preserve
durable peace. This policy fully meets the
workers’ hopes and aspirations. Therefore
the effort of the trade unions for its imple-
mentation is the most reliable and most effec-
tive way of serving the workers’ interests. In
turn, the 10th CFGTU congress (1982) con-
firmed that the free German trade unions see
the substance of their tasks in being a school
of socialism, initiators of socialist emulation
and exponents of the interests of the working
class.

It is not without reason that our trade
unions are called free. Their free status is
defined by Article 44 of the constitution of
the GDR, which reads: “The trade unions
shall be free. No one shall have a right to
restrict their activity or raise obstacles to it."’
This is also the case in socio-political prac-
tice. It must be stressed again, however, that
independence does not imply political neu-
trality of the trade unions. We stand firmly by
the party and relations between us are based
on full mutual confidence and under-
standing. The policy of the SUPG always pro-
ceeds from the fact that the unions are an
autonomous organization Laving respon-
sibilities of its own. Most trade unionists are
non-party people. But the party exerts guid-
ing influence on CFGTU affiliates through
the communists taking part in their activity.
In accordance with the Leninist provisions of
its constitution, the party binds all its mem-
bers to work actively in the unions. Their task
is to spell out the policy of the party, set
people an example of steadfastly putting it
into practice, win the workers’ confidence
and invariably justify it by deeds. This work
of the communists permits of no petty tute-
lage or say-so.

The party is certain that socialism can only
be built with the participation of strong and
active unions and it supports all their initia-
tives. Close alliance with the SUPG and the
party’s help and guidance are a guarantee of
fruitful activity by the Confederation. This is
why we heard with deep satisfaction the
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estimation of the trade unions made by Erich
Honecker, General Secretary of the CC SUPG,
in his address to the 10th CFGTU congress.
“The trade unions,” he said, “hold a solid
place in our socialist society and do it most
efficiently ... There is reason to say that the
successesregistered in building socialisminour
country were only made possible by the active
cooperation of the CFGTU.”¢

Relations between the trade unions and the
socialist state, like those between them and
the party, are based on a common class posi-
tion, since power in the GDR and the princi-
pal means of production belong to the work-
ing people and the CFGTU is a mass organiza-
tion of theirs. Hence a fundamental coin-
cidence of the objectives of the state and the
unions and of the tasks which they must ful-
fil. This also explains why under socialism
the unions are not only builders of the
economy but forces of the state, as Lenin
put it.”

We are developing our system above all by
perfecting socialist democracy, whose es-
sence is steadily increasing participation of
the working people in the management of all
social changes. They also participate in it
through the trade unions, whose right to
influence economic activities and social pro-
cesses in the country is guaranteed by the
constitution of the republic. In so important
an area of social policy, for instance, as
determination of the ratio between produc-
tion results and wages, the unions play a very
important role by making proposals, par-
ticipating in the drafting of relevant de-
cisions and helping carry them out. It goes
without saying that the unions’ ample pow-
ers are inseparable from their obligations to
the state, whose fulfillment, too, benefits the
people as a whole.

The workers take part in economic
management beginning with the enterprise,
using meetings, the discussion of plans and
socialist emulation commitments, worker
control over production and the sphere of
social security, and many other forms of trade
union activity.

Socialist democracy finds its simplest and
most direct expression in what workers say at
union meetings in the way of proposals, sug-
gestions and criticism. The large number of
these und their seriousness are evidence of
the members’ confidence in their trade union
organ:zation. Elected union bodies and their
members heed and respect the opinion of the
union rank and file. Not one question or pro-
posal coming from a worker must be left un-
answered. To be sure, some suggestions call
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for more than can be done at the given mo-
ment. However, union officers must in any
case explain why a suggestion is premature.
Attention to the worker’s opinion is an in-
violable rule of our activity.

That our trade unions contribute actively to
the advancement of socialist democracy is
illustrated by their role in perfecting and
maintaining socialist law and order. In con-
formity with their constitutional powers, the
unions propose legislation, participate in the
drafting of legal acts and organize public con-
trol over the enforcement of labor laws. In-
deed, they have drafted the new Labor Code.
After an extensive public discussion of the
draft in which 5.8 million people joined,
making over 147,000 proposals and criti-
cisms, the ninth CFGTU congress (1977)
recommended this fundamental document to
the People’s Chamber for approval. The Labor
Code helps bring more working people into
the process of promoting socialist democracy
and the social security of the working person.

The trade unions have also contributed
their share to the drafting of many other
standard-setting acts on working conditions
and people’s everyday lives.

The solid labor legislation enacted in col-
laboration with the CFGTU enables the
unions to effectively maintain the interests of
their members primarily where they work.
Socialism has given the German trade unions
unprecedented powers and our fundamental
position is that we must unfailingly respect
all laws and legal norms. After all, every law
is an expression of power, which in the
socialist state belongs to the people, hence
the more strictly we abide by our laws, the
more we help the people exercise their
power.

The unions and the state cooperate just as
actively through people’s representative
bodies. The CFGTU is entitled to put up its
candidates for election not only to commu-
nal, district, city and area assemblies but to
the People’s Chamber. Its group in the
People’s Chamber was formed as far back as
1949, when the Chamber convened for the
first time, and now ranks second in numerical
strength after the SUPG group.® There are
33,396 deputies and 13,450 candidate deputies
to people’s assemblies put forward by the
CFGTU. We do our best to keep in contact
with the electorate and work collectives
through them, explaining the policy of the
party, the state and the trade unions and de-
riving new incentives to improve our own
work and perfect the whole system of social-
ist democracy.




For the people’s good,
for the good of humankind

The condition of workers and other working
people changes radically under socialism.
Once an exploited class denied the right to
dispose over the means of production, they
become masters of the state and owners of
enterprises and natural resources. Their view
on how to seek a better life changes complete-
ly. The workers think ‘primarily of how best to
use social property, that is, their own pa-
trimony, in order to achieve in a given set of
circumstances maximum results benefiting
all. This is the only approach if socialist soci-
ety is to prosper, and the only basis on which
everyone's life can improve. The trade unions
of the GDR have always seen one of their key
tasks in making clear that one can only con-
sume what has been produced. They do
everything to help increase the production of
material values.

It is now clearer to us than ever, how
intimately the processes of building up the
economic potential, raising material and cul-
tural standards of life and safeguarding peace
are interconnected. Pride of place in this set
belongs to the problem of keeping up a high
and dynamic growth rate of the country’s
economic power. Its solution must follow the
main line of the economic strategy defined by
the 10th SUPG congress: increasing produc-
tion intensification; improving the ratio be-
tween the contribution made to the common
effort and the results it produces; bringing
about a substantial upturn in the produc-
tivity, efficiency and quality of labor, which
must be achieved primarily by rapid scien-
tific and technological progress and com-
petent application of its discoveries. In the
process, it is most important to save raw and
other materials and energy. In other words,
the economy must be economical.

The 10th CFGTU congress said explicitly
that the trade unions of the GDR consider it
their vital concern to help implement the par-
ty’s strategic line. We set out to contribute our
share with optimism and confidence in our
strength, seeing the decisive guarantee of
success in the indestructible unity of the
party and the people, the sustained creative
effort of our people, their initiative, the use of
the advantages of socialism and close co-
operation with the Soviet Union and other
fraternal countries.

The trade unions make their chief contribu-
tion to the advancement of the economy, in
line with the policy adopted by the party and
the state, by organizing socialist emulation, a

movement which goes on under a tried and
tested slogan showing everyone the aim of
his effort and ways of attaining it: “Achieve a
high growth level of the economy by raising
the productivity, efficiency and quality of
labor. Everything for the good of the people
and peace.”

The new demands made of economic activ-
ity induce us to respect the Leninist principles
of socialist emulation still more strictly, to
carry it on in a lively and concrete manner
and without formalism. This presupposes
exacting yet realistic commitments and pro-
vision of the prerequisites of meeting them.
The latter depends largely on the manage-
ment. Comradely cooperation between the
trade union committee and the-management
— a cooperation that does not shun con-
structive, businesslike arguments between
the two sides — is necessary if the emulation
movement is to be organized effectively, and
so are publicity and the possibility of compar-
ing results and repeating the best achieve-
ments on a mass scale. Material and moral
inducements for winners and the provision of
proper working and living conditions for par-
ticipants in the emulation movement mean a
great deal. All this is needed to achieve big
end results in production; it encourages in-
novation and is a spur for effort to maintain
order and discipline and for the enforcement
of safety rules at every work place.

We make a point of ensuring that young
people use their energies in socialist emulation.
The formation of youth teams and the assign-
ment of construction projects to these teams
(the trade unions collaborate with the Free
German Youth League in this matter) have
proved to be an exceptionally valuable initia-
tive. They help the younger generation evolve a
creative attitude to their work, show persever-
ance in labor and approach it with a sense of
responsibility, all of which is part of commu-
nist morality. Based on mutual confidence and
the party’s ideals, cooperation between old and
young is one of the lasting traditions of the
German revolutionary working-class and trade
union movement. We want every trade union
organization to be a school of socialism and
communism for youth, with its every member
contributing his or her share to the communist
education of young people.

Socialist emulation makes it possible to fos-
ter the working people’s economic initiative
and extend their participation in economic
planning and management in an all-round and
effective way. Consequently, it helps carry for-
ward socialist democracy and strengthen the
leading role of the working class in society. It is
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also an important means of inculcating a con-
scientious attitude to labor and the property of
the people, encouraging a committed approach
to life and inducing readiness to give the coun-
try all one’s energies, that is, doing what is
typical of the new man, a member of socialist
society.

Economic development in our country is
inseparable from fulfillment of our social pro-
gram. This unity is a powerful motor of social
progress. The working people satisfy them-
selves by experience that conscientious work
benefits society as a whole and every one of its
members and that economic progress is dialec-
tically connected with better working and liv-
ing conditions and a rising standard of life. The
greater the achievements of the economy, the
more the people’s working and living condi-
tions improve and the more their material and
spiritual requirements are satisfied. All this, in
turn, prompts them to work better and show
more initiative. It is not for nothing that the
proportion of initiatives, rationalization pro-
posals and discoveries contributing to the eco-
nomic strength of our state has been growing.

The chief meaning of the social program of
the GDR is to give people greater social security
and confidence in the future. People are
guaranteed — with deeds and not with words
alone — the right to life, work, education, parti-
cipation in the planning and management of all
social processes, rest and leisure, a stable in-
come and medical care. Mothers and children,
old and sick people can rest assured that they
will be cared for.

The trade unions regard fulfillment of the
social program as one of their duties. The
CFGTU approaches this task with a keen sense
of responsibility. It influences the fulfillment of
every provision of the program, doing this in
strict accordance with principle.

Take, for example, the problem of wages. We
consider that the socialist principle of payment
according to work must be fully respected.
People’s standard of living should rise primar-
ily on the basis of earnings provided by labor,
according to the contribution made to the effort
of the whole country. We believe the role of
wages as an incentive should be increased if
they are to help us influence more noticeably
qualitative factors for economic growth,
productivity and discipline.

Application of the principle of payment
according to work for educational ends is a
highly topical matter but an equally topical
questioa is how to join together material incen-
tives and moral and ideological inducements.
We invariably adhere to the principle of solving
problems of pay together with the workers
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themselves (this must be pointed out espe-
cially). Our approach is clear: we must proceed
in a way benefiting society in general and every
worker in particular.

The unions are prompted by similar
considerations in distributing housing. Homes
are built on a large scale in the republic. From
1971 to 1980, one in every four inhabitants
improved his housing conditions. Needless to
say, people’s housing conditions influence
many things, such as their work, their desire to
acquire higher skills, their commitment in pub-
lic life and their family relations. Trade union
housing commissions have a big say in the
distribution of housing. They make recom-
mendations, supervise adherence to existing
regulations and see to it that better housing is
assigned primarily to workers’ families.

Our state does much for its citizens’ health,
which it considers a great asset. In this matter,
too, the trade unions are its foremost assistant.
They direct the system of social insurance,
which encompasses 90 per cent of the popula-
tion. Under people’s rule this system, being
carried forward according to plan, has become
a socio-political institution through which the
working class socially insures all working
people and pensioners as well as their families,
giving them confidence in the future. The
socialist state guarantees appropriations for so-
cial insurance. In the 1971-1982 period they
increased from 4.6 to nearly 14 billion marks
and as for social insurance services, their vol-
ume grew more than two-fold. Yet the amount
of working people’s contributions to the insur-
ance fund is the same as 30 years ago.

The CFGTU is the chief organizer of holiday
facilities. In 1982 the unions distributed 4.7
million health resort vouchers among their
members. The number of family boarding-
houses and Young Pioneers’ camps is growing.
We see to it that holidays and recreation also
help people extend their horizons and add to
their general culture. The unions carry on
large-scale cultural education and do much to
promote physical culture and sports.

The activities of socialist trade unions are
varied but their chief object, common to the
policy of the party and the state, is expressed by
the formula “Everything for the workers’
good.” We strive to bring the policy of the party
— the policy of the working class — home to
everyone, to ensure that the majority of our
people join actively in implementing it. The
CFGTU assists the party in its ideological and
political education work. The unions’ entire
effort in the workers’ interests is, in effect, proof
ofthe correctness of the road chosen by the party.
Nevertheless, life constantly raises new, very




acute problems and what is more, each of these
problems, however ordinary, has to do in one
way or another with key problems of home and
foreign policy. This means that to find the right
solution, we must have a proper insight into the
objective laws of social development and into
the connection between the future and today’s
requirements. The trade unions use every
means at their disposal to impart a socialist
world view to their members and to encourage
them to adopt an active attitude to life. Ideals
become a motor of social advance only when
translated into reality.

The welfare of peoples and of every person
today depends primarily on whether humanity
will succeed in preventing a nuclear disaster
and preserving world peace. This is a problem
affecting the existence of the present generation
and, indeed, of future generations.

There are now two clear-cut approaches to
the issue of war and peace.

The United States and other NATO countries
persist in the arms race, blocking in every way
talks on the limitation and banning of nuclear
arms and preparing to deploy medium-range
and Cruise missiles in Central Europe. U.S.
imperialism is pursuing a policy of sharp con-
frontation with the socialist states; it is obses-
sed by the idea of world domination and tries to
perform a gendarme's role toward peoples
fighting for liberation and social progress. The
current crisis of capitalist countries is a conse-
quence of the deterioration of economic and
social contradictions inherent in the capitalist
system and expressing themselves only too
clearly in mass unemployment, inflation and
poverty. This crisis is aggravating the inter-
national situation, which is now fraught with
the danger of nuclear war.

In contrast with imperialism, the Soviet
Union and other countries of the socialist
community advocate the preservation of peace,
détente, international cooperation and
disarmament on the principle of equal security.
They are loyal to the policy of peaceful coexis-
tence with all countries irrespective of their
social and political systems. The initiatives of
the Soviet Union and its allies in favor of
disarmament and the preservation of peace are
constructive. They have now been crowned
with the proposal to sign a Treaty on the
Mutual Non-Use of Military Force and on the
Maintenance of Relations of Peace between the
Warsaw Treaty and NATO countries. The
proposal was made by the leaders of the so-
cialist countries at the recent conference of the
Political Consultative Committee in Prague.

This is the only road leading humanity to the
prevention of a nuclear catastrophe. The trade
unions of the socialist countries are deeply
convinced of this and we hope that, in accord-
ance with the demands of reason, trade unions
on all continents will resolutely support the
socialist peace strategy by their actions.

In common with the trade unions of the
Soviet Union and other fraternal countries, the
CFGTU does its best to contribute to the pres-
tige of the World Federation of Trade Unions in
the struggle for peace. Last year, on September
1 (date proclaimed Peace Day by the 10th
World Trade Union Congress), members of the
CFGTU declared that they were resolved to
fight with devotion for the preservation and
safeguarding of peace. We seek greater cooper-
ation in this field among all trade unions irres-
pective of their ideological orientation or their
affiliation to this or that federation.

Socialism today is the chief factor for lasting
international relations. By contributing to its
strength, the working people of the GDR help
consolidate peace. The creative labor of trade
unionists for the good of their socialist state is,
now as in the past, the most important contri-
bution of the CFGTU to the solidity of the class
positions of socialism — the antipode of the
capitalist world — to the struggle for détente,
against war and the arms race. By building up
the economic potential of the GDR and improv-
ing the life of our people, we heighten the
international prestige of the republic and in-
crease the appeal of existing socialism.

The trade unions of the GDR are faced with
inspiring tasks. We know that they will not be
easy to accomplish. However, the CFGTU tack-
les them with confidence in its strength and
with revolutionary vigor. The welfare of
peoples, the welfare of humanity, and peace on
earth have always been, and remain, the para-
mount aim of our effort.
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The arduous path of
the Iranian revolution

Nureddin Kianuri

First Secretary, CC,
People’s Party of Iran (Tudeh)

A sustained struggle has been going on for
more than four years to preserve, consolidate
and carry forward the gains of the Iranian rev-
olution. It is taking place on the following four
main fronts:

— first, against various external plots, the
political, economic and military pressure of
world imperialism headed by the USA, and
regional reaction;

— second, against the intrigues of domestic
counter-revolutionaries, who would like to
carry out a coup, and against political ter-
rorism;

— third, against the “economic terrorism” of
the big capitalists and landowners and for so-
cial justice;

— fourth, for guaranteed civil rights and
freedoms.

Recent developments have shown that
whereas the struggle on the first three fronts has
on the whole been shaping in favor of the revo-
lution, the fourth front is more and more often
the scene of very serious negative phenomena
along with positive ones.

Resisting the intrigues of
world imperialism and home reaction

World imperialism and regional reaction have
been plotting against Iran and putting political,
economic and military pressure on it in an ef-
fort to weaken and defeat the revolution. This is
exemplified by the freezing of Iranian deposits
in U.S. banks, the economic blockade of Iran,
the obstacles raised to our country’s oil exports,
the sadly famous “hostage-rescuing” operation
attempted by the U.S. military, massive anti-
Iranian propaganda, and many other facts.
U.S. imperialism is, in fact, the main initiator
of the Iranian-Iraqi war, which has substan-
tially weakened the anti-imperialist and anti-
Zionist front in the region. Taking advantage of
armed conflicts, the United States is setting up
new bases for its rapid deployment forces in the
Sinai, Saudi Arabia, Oman, Pakistan and Tur-
key. Israel has annexed the Golan Heights and
committed a barbarous aggression against
Lebanon, killing tens of thousands of defense-
less people. The USA, China, Pakistan, Egypt
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and Saudi Arabia are increasing deliveries of
arms and military equipment to Afghan
counter-revolutionary bands. The ring of mili-
tary blockade enclosing Iran is narrowing from
day to day.

The fratricidal war between Iran and Iraq has
been taking a growing toll of life for over two
years. While neither of the belligerents has re-
leased any official data, it is safe to say that
casualties on either side add up to tens of thou-
sands of killed and wounded and material los-
ses, to many tens of billions of dollars. Over
40,000 Iraqi soldiers have been taken prisoner.
About two million Iranians from the areas in-
volved in hostilities are still refugees.

The Iranian-Iraqi war benefits none but im-
perialism, Zionism and regional reaction. They
alone have a stake in continued hostilities. No
wonder the U.S. imperialists have been doing
all in their power of late to prevent an end to the
conflict and, indeed, to extend its proportions
as far as possible and involve other countries of
the region in it so as to create a favorable situa-
tion there in which they can strengthen their
positions.

Imposing a devastating war on the peoples of
Iran, the united front of counter-revolution led
by U.S. imperialism also engineered a vast con-
spiracy inside the country. Its execution was
entrusted to the then President, Bani-Sadr.'
The conspiracy was thwarted just when it was
about to be accomplished.

That was when the Iranian revolution en-

tered a new stage. Important changes came
about on the political scene.

First of all, it was proved beyond all doubt
that both the Bani-Sadr plot and the war im-
posed on our country were components of an
overall subversive plan of world imperialism
headed by the USA. The anti-imperialist strug-
gle, which is primarily anti-USA and assumed
unprecedented dimensions at the second stage
of the revolution (that is, after the seizure of the
U.S. Embassy in Tehran), gained in intensity.

Second, many people realized that the frus-
trated conspiracy was, in effect, an action of the
exploiting classes of big capitalists and land-




owners against the democratic and social
achievements of the revolution.

Third, the divisive activity of “leftists,”
Maoist-type extremists and their like was laid
bare. Political adventurism miscarried. Events
showed that its effects can be very tragic no
matter how attractive the slogans used by itas a
disguise, and that adventurist actions by
“leftist” elements virtually pave the way to
power for the extreme right.

However, trends favorable to the revolution
were accompanied by certain painful
developments. Measures adopted against
counter-revolutionary plots went beyond the
requisite bounds; under pressure from extreme
right-wingers and conservatives, many real
revolutionaries became an object of serious
persecution. We now note with deep regret that
acts of terrorism are continuing, if on a smaller
scale. Furthermore, forces seeking a monopoly
of power for narrow caste considerations and
using the call for an end to terrorism as a pre-
text, restrict freedom of political and other pub-
lic activity as much as they can. This affects not
only those who hold a different world view,
that is, adherents of scientific socialism, but the
majority of political groupings of Moslems
supporting Imam Khomeini’s line.

Much of the responsibility for the rise and
development of this phenomenon, which is
very dangerous to the revolution, falls undoub-
tedly on certain left-type organizations, includ-
ing Mujaheddin-e-Khalg. Their leaderships
made a most incorrect estimation of the nature
of the Iranian revolution and its motive forces.
First of all, they overlooked the main an-
tagonism, that with world imperialism and the
reactionary ruling classes of big capitalists and
landowners associated with it. At the same
time they attached undue importance to
secondary contradictions within the front of
popular forces and among the ruling circles.
They made an inexcusable mistake by calculat-
ing that after an “armed struggle” against the
new regime had begun, the urban and rural
poor would back and even join in it. This mis-
take seriously prejudiced the progress of the
revolution.

When the call for an “armed uprising”
against Imam Khomeini’s leadership failed to
find the slightest support among the masses,
the leaders of some organizations refused to
admit and correct their mistakes. Instead, they
clung stubbornly to political adventurism, hav-
ing tied the fate of their organizations to that of
the traitors’ clique under Bani-Sadr. They
chose terrorism as the chief means of struggle
although terrorism has failed disastrously on
numerous occasions, as is known from history.

Terrorists killed many noted members of the
ruling groups. It is remarkable, however, that so
far no attempt has been made on the lives of any
one of the reactionaries opposed to Imam Kho-
meini’s line.

To be sure, persons associated with left-type
organizations were not the only ones to commit
acts of terrorism. Also active in this respect
were monarchists, former staff members of
SAVAK (the shah’s secret police) and other
subversive elements from imperialism'’s fifth
column and the united counter-revolutionary
front.

On the other hand, as our party CC pointed
out in a statement at the time, the authorities
went too far on combating terrorism, doing so
under the influence of extreme right-wingers
and clergymen adhering to a narrow caste posi-
tion. For instance, thousands of supporters of
Mujaheddin-e-Khalq were put under arrest.
Many of them, generally energetic young men
who had been misled but were patriots and
revolutionaries none the less, were shot.

On foiling the Bani-Sadr plot and crushing
terrorist actions, supporters of Imam Khomein-
i’s line took steps to consolidate their positions.
Unfortunately, however, the struggle went on
“at the surface” and not “deep down.” The
victory that had been achieved was not prop-
erly used for a thorough eradication of
counter-revolution. The bulk of the forces that
had backed Bani-Sadr — the big capitalists and
landowners as well as their patrons among
religious leaders — retained their positions.
Rightist counter-revolutionaries hardly for-
feited any of their influence in the Maijlis, the
civil service or among the clergy; most impor-
tant of all, they did not lose access to the main
economic levers. From these positions they
continued their subversive activities, being set
this time on preventing economic rehabi-
litation and reconstruction and on fomenting
discontent among the masses.

Several other plots against the regime have
been discovered and frustrated since then.
They were all master-minded by U.S. im-
perialism and enjoyed the full support of re-
gional reaction. The most extensive and
dangerous one was the plot led by Sadegh
Ghotbzadeh, ex-foreign minister of Iran, a CIA
agent. Preparations for the plot went on with
the cooperation and backing of a sizable group
of reactionary clergymen, liberals, other
counter-revolutionaries, big capitalists and
landowners. It involved one of the highest
Moslem dignitaries of the country, Kazem
Shariatmadari. The irators intended to
carry out a coup and to destroy Imam Khomeini
and his closest associates and followers. Also,
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on the pretext of “avenging the Imam’s blood,”
they planned to liquidate all revolutionary left
forces, primarily members of the People’s Party
of Iran and People’s Fedayeen (Majority) as
well as Moslem fighters supporting Imam
Khomeini’s line.

All these plots were thwarted with the aid of
revolutionary popular forces. But it must be
remembered that for as long as their main
source is there, that is, for as long as the reac-
tionary classes have yet to be suppressed, im-
perialism and the counter-revolutionaries
linked with it will be in a position to plan new
acts of subversion. Besides, recent decades
have repeatedly shown that the policy of put-
ting down truly revolutionary left forces clears
the decks for rightist counter-revolutionary
coups against the people.

The struggle over social
and economic problems

With the revolution in its third year, a grim
struggle involving the most diverse spheres
began between two trends. One of these trends
reflected the pressing needs of the revolution-
ary process and was supported by the masses,
Imam Khomeini's real followers and other
progressives. The other trend, however, tried to
discredit the revolution and bolster the posi-
tions of the exploiting classes, or, in short, to
p;J(ish the country back to the bankrupt capitalist
order.

It is true that after the elimination of the
Bani-Sadr clique the positions of supporters of
the former trend were strengthened, but even
so, differences of a fundamental character de-
veloped among those who call themselves fol-
lowers of Imam Khomeini's line. The highest
power echelon, which comprises diverse
groupings held together solely by their unques-
tioning “recognition” of Imam Khomeini, is
torn by irreconcilable contradictions that have
to do above all with the approach to key social
and economic issues. This is due to the hetero-
geneous class composition of the ruling circles.
On the one hand, they include followers of
“revolutionary Islam,”? or exponents of the as-
pirations of the working people of urban and
rural Iran. On the other hand, there are land-
owners, merchants and big capitalists among
them. The middle strata are in an intermediate
position.

The struggle under way centers on the issue
of implementing the fundamental progressive
provisions of the constitution of the Islamic
Republic of Iran. They consist in the following:

— restoring to the propertyless masses what
big capitalists, landed proprietors and spe-
culators have stolen from them;
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— limiting the sphere of action of private
capitalist enterprise and the amount of profit
made by it;

— effecting a land reform to abolish large-
scale private landownership in the interests of
landless and land-hungry peasants;

— confiscating vacant lots in cities to solve
the housing problem.

Forces championing the working people’s
interests insist on the implementation of the
measures envisaged by the constitution, which
they see as decisive for the success of the rev-
olution. The right, however, is doing its utmost
to prevent the realization of the progressive
provisions of the constitution and has even
taken an official stand for their revision.

The land reform law, unquestionably the
most significant revolutionary change, has long
been an object of bitter class struggle among the
ruling circles. Supporters of the old bourgeois
and landowner system, invoking the difficul-
ties caused by the war and the economic pres-
sure of imperialism, are doing everything to
prevent the adoption and enforcement of the
law. By contrast, spokesmen of the truly revolu-
tionary Moslem forces sincerely backing the
demand of the poorest sections of society are
campaigning for the earliest possible enact-
ment of this law which has been passed by the
Maijlis but voted down by the Supervisory
Council?® because of its wording.

Similar struggles are going on over other im-
portant draft laws. Despite stubborn resistance
from certain high Moslem dignitaries, who
openly took a stand for the capitalist order, the
Maijlis passed by a considerable majority two
laws: on the confiscation of vacant lots in cities
and on the nationalization of foreign trade.
However, the Supervisory Council, on which
the clergy — an advocate of preserving the
foundations of the bourgeois and landowner
system — have greater leverage, introduced
amendments into the former law to meet the
interests of urban landowners. As for the
enforcement of the law nationalizing foreign
trade, it will not come into force until amended
with due regard to the interests of the commer-
cial bourgeoisie. Many draft laws relating to
key problems of the revolution are endlessly
passed on from one commission of the Maijlis to
another. All this has had most negative con-
sequences eroding the faith of the masses in the
effectiveness of the regime’s policies.

A peculiarity of the struggle between the two
contending groups at this stage of the revolu-
tion is that both persist in their views, which
are often irreconcilable, with reference to Is-
lamic dogma. Apologists of the capitalist sys-
tem resort to a well-worn device, anti-commu-




nism. They label every step serving the in-
terests of the disinherited as “communist” and
condemn it on these grounds. They assure illit-
erate people that the supply of sugar, soap and
other necessities on coupons, or ration cards, is
“couponism” and that “couponism” is actually
communism. Such primitive methods are used
even by persons in the highest echelons of
pOWer.

Meanwhile capitalists and speculators plun-
der the people more than ever, taking advan-
tage of difficulties and the ruling quarters’ ina-
bility to overcome them. In a sermon delivered
one hour before he was assassinated by terror-
ists, Ayatollah Saddughi, an influential fol-
lower of Imam Khomeini’s line, said bitterly
that a merchant had boasted of having made
more money in the past year than over the
previous 20 years.

The prices of most necessities have grown
many times over while wages have gone up
very little. Government measures to stabilize
consumer goods prices have generally proved
unable to check runaway inflation. Such is the
socio-economic situation today.

The fight for civil rights and freedoms

The situation in this sphere is characterized by
the fact that champions of genuine freedom for
all popular forces are compelled to resist pres-
sure from both outspoken enemies of the revo-
lution and sections of the ruling quarters. These
are people who take an anti-imperialist patrio-
tic position and yet refuse to recognize the right
of revolutionaries adhering to a different ideol-
ogy to operate unhampered. It is a paradoxical
situation, for a broad front has in effect been
formed to hold down the People’s Party of Iran,
People’s Fedayeen (Majority) and even sections
of revolutionary Moslem political organi-
zations. The forces of external and internal
counter-revolution are on one of its flanks and
some of the real participants in the anti-
imperialist struggle, on the other. Regrettably,
the latter group’s political ambitions, ideo-
logical narrow-mindedness and anti-com-
munist prejudice limit their horizons so greatly
that they are unaware of being at one with
enemies from the counter-revolutionary camp
and fighting against their true friends. Nor do
they realize that such intolerance, primarily in
the form of anti-communism, pushes them to
compromise with world imperialism.

True, this dangerous reactionary trend so far
has failed to win the approval and support of
the regime as a whole. It is opposed by the
realistic policy of some members of the ruling
quarters, primarily followers of Imam Kho-
meini’'s anti-imperialist popular line. Thus far

tne Imam himself has always recognized the
necessity of freedom for “dissenters.” “When
Islamic rule has been established in Iran,” he
said before the revolution, answering a ques-
tion from a Lebanese correspondent, ‘“Marxists
will be granted the right to freely put forward
their demands ...”* He expressed the same
view in his address to clergymen of Iranian
Azerbaijan. “All parties and groupings are
free,” he said, “to operate and to state their
view, provided they do not fight against the
Islamic state or take up arms against Islam.”

This explicit position of the leader of the
revolution, the founder of the Islamic Republic
of Iran, has repeatedly been confirmed by other
high-ranking statesmen. Yet in spite of declara-
tions to the effect that membership in the
People’s Party of Iran is no reason for dismissal,
arrest or any other kind of persecution, numer-
ous members and even supporters of Tudeh
and People's Fedayeen (Majority) are
persecuted.

By now all the newspapers and periodicals of
revolutionary parties and organizations re-
garded as “‘dissenting’’ have been closed; the
authorities have seized the headquarters and
premises of these parties and arrested many of
their members and supporters without charg-
ing them with the violation of any law. Going
on all over the country with the aid of counter-
revolutionaries posing as followers of Islam is a
campaign of anti-communism, anti-Sovietism
and frank hostility to revolutionary parties and
organizations adhering to a different ideo-
logical platform. The official newspaper of the
Islamic Republican Party (IRP), which is led by
the President of the Republic, has launched the
call “Shoot Tudeh members.” References to
Marxist influence (even where it is only poten-
tial) are used as a justification for measures
against every form of independent organization
of urban or rural working people and against
the activity of independent trade unions and
peasants’ or handicraftsmen’s associations un-
connected with the ruling IRP.

Women's social condition is one of the
spheres in which reaction has been carrying on
an all-out offensive against civil freedoms. Al-
though the constitution considers it important
to guarantee women a fitting place in society,
they are increasingly denied such a place. Re-
strictions are becoming more and more intol-
erable and involve everything from clothing to
education and family rights. Covert counter-
revolutionaries collaborating and making
common cause with those among the ruling
quarters who want to monopolize power are
particularly active in this sphere as in the polit-
ical struggle against “dissenters.”
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In short, the struggle for civil rights is con-
tinuing with great sharpness and its outcome is
bound to tell on the revolution as a whole.
There is still some hope that truly revolutionary
Moslem forces will realize on encountering
difficulties as they try to advance the revolution
that these difficulties can be surmounted only if
anti-imperialist forces unite. Now this unity
can only be achieved if Moslem fighters respect
the civil rights and freedoms of all who support
the anti-imperialist people’s revolution firmly
and consistently even if they do not share their
ideological views.

A situation compoundea by
wairing trends

One of the distinguishing aspects of the revo-
lution at this stage is that for a number of
socio-historical reasons, the activity of the re-
gime’s revolutionary wing, which sincerely
advocates fundamental changes for the benefit
of the disinherited, regrettably has three serious
deficiencies.

First, it still lacks a clear-cut, concrete and
comprehensive program for the solution of the
fundamental problems confronting the revo-
lution, and still confines itself to general
statements.

Second, being proud of what has been
achieved to date, it shows no readiness to work
out such a program or use the valuable ex-
perience of victorious revolutions in other
countries and enlist the assistance of other
revolutionary forces of Iran.

Third, while drawing on the power and sup-
port of the millions of working people in town
and countryside, it does not enlist their help in
overcoming current difficulties but is some-
what afraid of their organization and militancy.

Many Iranian leaders are now concentrating
on a search for methods that would have no-
thing in common with those successfully used
today as in the past in socialist or socialist-
oriented countries. As a result, there is a
dangerous delay in the solution of certain im-
portant problems of advancing and con-
solidating the revolution, and half-hearted,
occasionally downright harmful if outwardly
attractive measures are adopted instead of
meaningful and effective ones.

This enables the forces of counter-revolution
to conduct propaganda hostile to the regime so
as to make the working people feel hopeless.
Counter-revolutionaries using Islam as a cloak
have entrenched themselves in some important
government positions. They are casting about
for ways and means of implementing their sub-
versive schemes, which they advertise as “orig-
inal solutions,” and are causing irremediable
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damage thereby to the process of consolidating
and carrying forward the achievements of the
revolution.

The closure of universities for more than two
years was a case in point. A “cultural revo-
lution” was staged in the universities and
studies were broken off under the slogan “Rid
the university of pro-Western, primarily pro-
U.S. elements.” Yet the latest official statistics
show that Iran (with the exception of Tehran,
which has six million inhabitants) has only
8,000 doctors for its 30 million people, or one
doctor for nearly 4,000 persons. The irreparable
damage done by the closure of medical schools
is easy to imagine in the light of this disastrous
state of affairs. The sad results of an ill-advised
personnel policy in the education system are
coming out more and more. Only some 20 per
cent of school children were able to pass
examinations last year. Nor has any headway
been made in combating illiteracy, a problem
that has been under discussion for more than
three years. The main reason is that “dis-
senters’’ are barred from teaching the people to
read and write.

Economic difficulties are mounting day after
day. The situation in many enterprises of the
state sector is revealing. The absence of a spe-
cific, well-considered action program, the dis-
missal of revolutionary-minded people on
ideological grounds, the transfer of manage-
ment to incompetent people and subversion on
the part of counter-revolutionaries have para-
lyzed industrial production to a much greater
extent than inevitable economic com-
plications. Along with this, apologists of the
capitalist system from the ruling quarters, ally-
ing themselves with the bourgeoisie, argue that
the state cannot effectively manage the
nationalized enterprises and that these must
therefore be returned or transferred to private
capital.

This effort to weaken the revolution and then
to make it abandon its principles is evident in
all other spheres, including foreign policy.
There is a correct definition of the main lines of
Iran’s foreign policy in the constitution. But
under pro-U.S. liberals as well as under Bani-
Sadr and under Ghotbzadeh, who was exposed
afterwards, this policy was carried on by
lackeys of imperialism, a circumstance which
prevented Iran from promoting mutually ben-
eficial cooperation with countries of the anti-
imperialist camp, primarily the socialist coun-
tries, and from establishing closerrelations with

them.
It had been expected that after the removal of
Bani-Sadr and Ghotbzadeh, Iran would take a

road meeting the requirements and objectives




of the revolution. Indeed, some important steps
were taken in this direction under the influence
of Imam Khomeini's true supporters. Relations
with members of the Front for Steadfastness
and Confrontation’ improved. Diplomatic re-
lations were established with Cuba and South
Yemen. But due to the lack of a meaningful and
balanced long-term foreign policy program,
conflicting trends emerged in this vital area and
advocates of a rapprochement with imperial-
ism were enabled to resort to provocations.

Iran’s foreign policy today shows two op-
posed trends. One is the realistic policy of
furthering political, economic and cultural re-
lations with all countries friendly to the Iranian
revolution, fully supporting national liberation
movements and restricting relations with coun-
tries hostile to revolutionary Iran. The other is
the anti-communist policy which world
imperialism is trying to impose globally. This
trend became more marked with the deterior-
ation of the Iranian-Iragi armed conflict. Ad-
vocates of a compromise with imperialism are
trying under spurious slogans to pursue a pro-
vocative and hostile policy toward countries
and movements taking a truly anti-imperialist
position and to pave the way for collaboration
with countries dependent on imperialism and
for collusion with imperialism itself.

The U.S. imperialists, who do their utmost to
weaken revolutionary Iran, have been trying to
set it at loggerheads with its northern neighbor
— the Soviet Union, which has invariably sup-
ported the revolutionary movement in our
country and has rendered effective and varied
aid to the government of the Islamic Republic
ever since the victory of the revolution. Post-
revolutionary developments showed only too
clearly how groups and politicians linked with
the United States — all those members of the
provisional government, Bani-Sadr,
Ghotbzadeh, Yazdi and their likes — laid them-
selves out to do as they are bidden by their
overseas masters.

The so-called “Afghan problem” is some-
thing of a “golden pretext” for those who want
to undermine Iranian-Soviet relations. The bit-
ter truth is that even though locked in an un-
compromising struggle against U.S. imperial-
ism and its lackeys, Iran joined Pakistan, Egypt
and Saudi Arabia, or countries committed to a
pro-imperialist policy, in opposing the Demo-
cratic Republic of Afghanistan. Yet the DRA,
like Iran itself, is forced to resist the onslaught
of U.S. imperialism, regional reaction and their
mercenaries who are waging an undeclared
war on Afghanistan.

The progressive forces of our country,
including influential sections of the ruling

quarters, have long been wondering how a
country can oppose nnrmal gund-nalghbor re-
lations with Afghanistan so obstinately while
at the same time maintaining diplomatic and,
indeed, friendly relations with Pakistnn and
Turkey, which have assumed the burden of
involvement in aggressive blocs like NATO,
CENTO and SEATO and are following in the
wake of U.S. imperialist policy to this day.
There is no escaping the suspicion that certain
quarters may be trying to resuscitate the dead
CENTO

Lately there have been more and more fre-
quent provocative and even hostile actions on
the part of the officially controlled media, not
only against the Soviet Union and other social-
ist countries, but against Syria and Libya,
which in the past were seen as fraternal coun-
tries. Articles published in the government
press and commentaries broadcast over radio
and television constantly attack in abusive lan-
guage the bonds of friendship linking the
members of the Steadfastness and Con-
frontation Front, Cuba, Vietnam, Angola, Moz-
ambique, and other revolutionary countries
with the Soviet Union. They go as far as to
assert that these countries have “lost” their
freedom and become “dependent,” and to ad-
vise them to substitute an anti-Soviet policy for
this friendship, which is, in point of fact, a
guarantee of their independence in the face of
imperialist plots.

This deeply disquieting trend has not yet
been elevated to the stature of an official foreign
policy doctrine but even as it stands now, it can
seriously injure the revolutionary process in
our country. The time has apparently come for
sensible people among the ruling circles, who
cherish the destiny of the anti-imperialist
people’s revolution, to realize the dangerous
nature of these intrigues and to expose and
defeat them.

Growing revolutionary awareness and
enthusiasm of the masses

The vigilance of the masses and Imam Kho-
meini'’s ﬁrm leadership are the most depend-
able guarantee of d 1fendmg the achievements
of the revolution against endless plots of the
united counter-revolutionary front led by the
USA. The steadily growing revolutionary
awareness and enthusiasm of the masses
constantly cut the ground from under the feet of
conspirators.

Well knowing this, counter-revolutionaries
have long been to divert the people’s

attention from the main goals of the revolution,

namely, freeing the country from imperialist,
primarily U.S., domination and putting an end
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to the plunder of the nation’s resources by the
big capitalists and landowners. The principal
devices used by them are to provoke discontent
among the people by disrupting the economy
and complicating their everyday lives in var-
ious ways, and secondly, to foment anti-
communism.

The experience of the past years has shown,
however, that these efforts cannot lead the
people astray, cannot alienate them from the
revolution. The masses know better than before
that the chief enamies of the Iranian revolution
are U.S. imperialism and its underlings in
Europe and Asia and in the region itself. They
know better than before that their real internal
enemies are the predatory classes of big capital-
ists and landowners as well as their lackeys. It
is the people’s increased awareness that pre-
vents apologists of the capitalist system among
the ruling circles from doing away with revo-
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lutionary gains and setting the scene for the
country to be pushed back.

Much of the credit for the people’s growing
awareness must be given to real adherents of
scientific socialism. Our party, the party of the
[ranian working class, has attached great im-
portance to the role of Moslem revolutionary
fighters ever since the beginning of the current
stage of the revolution. It has been calling for
their unity with other revolutionary forces,
primarily supporters of scientific socialism, as
the basis for uniting the people in the struggle
for independence, freedom and social progress,
and has done all in its power to bring about a
united front.

The People's Party of Iran has also been
working steadfastly for the unity of all true
adherents of scientific socialism who found
themselves organizationally disunited for cer-
tain historical reasons. People’s Fedayeen
(Majority) and some other revolutionary group-
ings, once influenced by “leftist”’ and sectarian
trends, have gradually adopted the position of
Marxism-Leninism and proletarian inter-
nationalism and are now fighting side by side
with our party. This development, which is
highly important for the revolutionary move-
ment in Iran, is an indication of the increased
revolutionary consciousness of the working

people.

There is reason for confidence that the social
awareness of the masses will grow faster as they
gain further experience in the struggle against
counter-revolutionary plots and in class strug-
gle. Despite the fact that there are difficulties
and that brief zigzags are likely, increasing real-
ization of the goals of the revolution and an ever
greater ability to distinguish between its
friends and foes will daily create more favor-
able conditions for closer ties between different
contingents of the revolutionary movement, for
a link-up of the Iranian revolution with the
mighty anti-imperialist world front. We
earnestly hope that the revolution will in the
end overcome all adversities and that the mil-
lions of our working people will be able to
make its achievements irreversible.

1. For details on this, see Nureddin Kianuri, *“The Iran-
ian Revolution: Its Friends and Foes,” in WMR, No. 11,
1981. — Ed.

2. What this concept stands for is explained in Ehsan
Tabari's “The Role of Religion in Our Revolution,” WMR,
No. 12, 1982. — Ed.

3. It comprises six lawyers and six fagihs, or Moslem
jurists. The fagihs’ vote is decisive when the Council has to
rule whether a law passed by the Maijlis conforms to Is-
lamic dogma.

4. Kayhan, January 16, 1979 (in Persian).

5. The Front comprises Algeria, Libya, the PDRY, Syria
and the PLO. — Ed.




OUR INTERVIEWS

THE COMMUNISTS IN
THE MASS MOVEMENT

Adalberto Minucci
Leadership and Secretariat member,
[talian Communist Party

Q. What, would you say, are the distinctive
features of the present stage of the struggle for
peace in Italy? What changes have taken place
in the public consciousness compared with,
say, the 1960s and the 1970s?

A. As distinct from the period you have
mentioned, Italians now unquestionably havea
new understanding of the threat of a nuclear
war and of Italy’s possible involvement in it on
account of the government’s acceptance of the
NATO decision to have a Euromissile base at
Comiso, Sicily. This acceptance is making our
country a potential target of a retaliatory strike.
All this has stirred nerve-racking anxiety
among the population, influencing young
people above all. The mass media are today
more vivid in their reporting, enabling the Ita-
lian people to picture the horrible destructive
power of the new weaponry, and now any per-
son can see that if a nuclear conflict breaks out
there will be no survivors. Moreover, let me
note that the attempts of some circles in the
USA to sell the idea that a territorially limited
war is permissible have failed completely. It is
no secret that the intention is to fight such a
limited war in Europe, so what is there for the
Italians or any other Europeans to be happy
about? In Italy people now see how serious the
problem is and are aware that by fighting
against the unleashing of a war they are
fighting for their lives.

We communists are doing everything to
facilitate this by explanatory work, by using
concrete arguments and facts to show that a
nuclear cataclysm holds out the threat of an-
nihilating all humankind. And the fact that the
people have come round to seeing this threat is
of paramount significance for understanding
the phenomena now to be observed in the Ita-
lian peace movement.

New experience

Q. Could you specify these phenomena and
the new developments in the movement more
substantively?

A. First, about the forms this movement is
assuming. More than ever before the peace
movement is ranging beyond the framework of
parties, trade unions and other organizations.
Needless to say, it is embracing all these
numerous organizations. I will not deny, for
instance, that a large role is played in it by the
communists. In addition, there are in the
movement quite a few members of other politi-
cal parties and the Catholic clergy. We attach
much significance to the participation of public
institutions, for instance many municipal
councils and local elective organs, which are
supporting the anti-war movement in one way
or another. One of its main characteristics is the
participation of a huge number of young people
and women.

Further, one cannot ignore the role of scien-
tists, who feel it is their duty to speak out about
the devastation that could be wrought by a
nuclear war. They are sponsoring conferences,
delivering lectures, and showing material to
illustrate what they are talking about. All this is
helping to work out a new approach to the
problem of war and peace and understand the
danger of a nuclear conflict.

Let me also mention the contradictions in the
anti-war movement in Italy. In the 1950s and
1960s the peace movement consisted of, apart
from the communists, other left forces, includ-
ing the Italian Socialist Party. Take, for exam-
ple, the actions for peace, against the aggres-
sion in Vietnam. True, at first, the socialists did
not join it, and more, charged that our party was
seeking to use the movement for its own pur-
poses. However, they later joined in the
struggle.

What is happening now? The participation
of parties and organizations in anti-war actions
is hindered by the fact that the ISP, which is in
the government coalition, approved the deci-
sion to set up a missile base at Comiso. This has
given rise to an extremely tense situation in the
ISP because many of its militants and sup-
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porters have associated themselves with the
peace movement, while the party, as such, not
only withholds participation but in many in-
stances frowns upon peace demonstrations.

It is not to be ruled out that the situation may
develop in a positive direction. If the move-
ment continues to spread it will, I expect, ulti-
mately influence the party leadership, and not
only of the ISP. The leadership of the
Christian-Democratic Party is likewise aware
that many Catholics support the peace move-
ment, and does not want to lose contact with its
rank and file despite having approved the deci-
sion to build a missile base. We have no inten-
tion of benefiting from such contradictions. We
see them, try to ascertain their causes, and con-
sider that instead of hindering they should
promote the further development of anti-war
actions.

The most striking recent action was the
Milan-Comiso peace march. The marchers
crossed Italy from north to south, passing
through many cities and other population cen-
ters, where rallies were held every day. Every-
where the marchers were welcomed by thou-
sands of people and members of the local
government and the clergy. When the march
reached Rome it was joined by the city’s mayor,
who is a member of our party. Among the mar-
chers there were socialists and Catholics. In
short, this was a demonstration of unity and it
made a powerful impression on Italian public
opinion. It clearly demonstrated the move-
ment’s features, which I have already descibed,
and the high level of its autonomy. The move-
ment can win only if it is joined by the largest
possible number of people, regardless of class,
ideology or religion.

We feel that the communists should not
claim a special role in it. We want to be a
segment of close-knit peace forces, because war
is a threat to everybody. It will destroy not only
this or that system but all life in the world. I
believe that in the struggle against war no
distinction should be made between commu-
nists and non-communists, between members
of this or that party, between adherents of dif-
ferent ideologies and religions. The task of the
communists is precisely to explain that this
struggle concerns everybody, that there must
be a movement involving all sections of society.
[ believe that in a country like Italy we should
not accentuate class distinctions. Let me recall
that Palmiro Togliatti said that if atomic bombs
were used in a war they would destroy both the
bourgeoisie and the proletariat. Far from prej-
udicing the anti-war struggle, this knowledge
only benefits it and can unite all who want to
remake the world.
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Q. Our journal has carried articles on the
character of the present peace movement.* In
particular, these articles dealt with the ques-
tion of what induces people to act — fear or the
understanding that one can help to avert war.
Would you state your own view?

A. Here I would not use the word “or.” In-
stead, I would use the conjunction “and,” be-
cause one complements the other. What we are
observing is a response prompted by a sense of
self-preservation. People are today able to
understand that nobody will escape if weapons
of annihilation are used. This is precisely what
gives rise to the instinct of self-preservation,
which, I would say, is useful in this case. More,
it must be given an outlet, because many quar-
ters are trying to mislead people about the con-
sequences of the use of nuclear weapons, to
make them believe that survival is possible,
that “only” a few hundred thousand people
will die. Even the hint that hundreds of thou-
sands may die is an outrage, but it is clear that
the outcome will be more terrible: all human-
kind will perish in a nuclear conflagration. This
is what we are trying to explain in order to
induce people to take militant action.

On the basis of the consciousness that there is
a threat of war and the instinctive reaction to it,
a movement must be created to prevent de-
moralization. In many cases the line of thinking
is: If the situation is so horrible and we are
doomed to perish, there is nothing I can do —
everything depends on those who push the
button, on a handful of persons invested with
authority, on the leaders of the big powers who
decide for others. We should awaken a different
response, a different line of thought,. namely:
since | am threatened with death I must join in
the struggle against war. In other words, we
should form a movement characterized by con-
scious participation. This is, as we have seen, a
feasible task. In just the past few months the
peace movement has exercised considerable
influence on governments, compelling them to
postpone a number of negative decisions. All
this is very encouraging for the peace fighters,
who are beginning to see that they have clout,
that they have to be reckoned with.

There is another point I should like to make.
By raising the question of disarmament, of re-
ducing armaments, the movement thereby
places on the agenda a problem that is vital to
the future of the working people, to the nation'’s
economic and social development. I am refer-
ring to the reconversion of the war industry, a
change in the character of its output; everybody
is aware that huge resources are being used in

*WMR, Nos. 6, 8, 10, 11, 1982.




the world for the production of military hard-
ware. The cessation or a significant reduction of
this production would signify a reassessment
of economic priorities, of the economic policies
pursued by governments, and would contri-
bute to the mapping out of an entirely different
approach to the world crisis, to international
relations. Of course, the solution of this prob-
lem will take a lot of time. But I want to say that
the chief question today is that of peace. In Italy
the communists have advanced a splendid slo-
gan, which has been accepted nation-wide. It
is: “Peace Above All!”

FROM DOCUMENTS
BULGARIA

The party concept of a labor code

At its plenary meeting in November 1982 the
Central Committee of the Bulgarian Com-
munist Party passed a document headed ‘“‘Basic
Principles of the Party Concept of a New Labor
Code,” which was then published for nation-
wide discussion.

The social situation in Bulgaria has changed
qualitatively with the transition to the building
of a developed socialist society, the document
says. This has made it necessary to draw up a
new stable and flexible labor code clearly de-
fining the basic rights and duties of citizens,
protecting society’s interests and allowing for
the use of new ways and means of realizing
these rights and interests.

In considering questions related to public
socialist property and its disposal, the docu-
ment says, the work collective must have the
right to fulfil economic functions on the basis of
the state plan and also the local plan (contain-
ing commitments over and above the state
plan). Economic development must rest on a
fuller use of commodity-money relations, the
law of value, and the related economic levers.

In order to ensure the further perfection of
socialist democracy in production and labor
relations, broader rights must be given to the
work collective to enable it to acquire more
features of a self-managing unit participating in
decisions concerning production, the sale of
output, social planning, the drawing up of local
plans, and the monitoring of the work of its
members and the distribution of incomes. The
working people must have the right to be kept
abreast of the economic and social policy of
their production facility.

The new code, the BCP Central Committee
noted, should make provision for a mechanism
allowing each collective, i.e., the workers
themselves, to ensure compliance with the

principle of “equal pay for equal work.” They
and their direct head should have the right,
within certain limits, to increase or reduce pay
in accordance with the contribution to the
common work, and introduce more effective
one-time and constant incentives for the
introduction of scientific and technological
breakthroughs. The practice of regarding the
conclusion of collective bargaining agreements
as no more than a formality must be ended.
They must contain legal guarantees that the
commitments recorded in them are carried out.

The BCP Central Committee document de-
clares that the labor code and labor legislation
should mirror the further extension of trade
union participation in planning and managing
the economy. The central trade union bodies
have to be drawn, on a basis of equality with
state agencies, into the framing of national
plans for socio-economic development and
into marking out the basic targets. Grassroots
trade union organizations have the right to state
their view about candidates for managerial
posts at production and other facilities, and
participate in the selection and nomination of
leading cadre and specialists, in the formation
of collective managerial bodies, and in
monitoring their work.

The document points out that the trade
unions have to be the social guarantor of labor
legislation and play an important part in draw-
ing up and enforcing compliance with such
legislation. The trade unions must be more ac-
tive in carrying out their duty of safeguarding
not only individual members of the work
collective but also the collective as a whole
against unconscientious persons and against
bureaucratic abuse.

New normative acts must be worked out, the
BCP Central Committee document says, in
order to ensure the consistent and comprehen-
sive implementation of the principles underly-
ing the party concept of a labor code.

IN THE MIRROR OF THE PRESS
DAILY WORLD

An appeal for support

The Communist Party USA circulated a letter
appealing for donations. It was published in the
newspaper Daily World as part of the drive for
funds.

Dear friend, the letter says, perhaps you have
already considered it: Has there ever been so
crucial a moment as the present? Our party
represents the peaceful, bountiful future —
socialism — and must now take extraordinary
measures to bring this alternative, and the
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anti-mononoly course for achieving it, to mil-
lions of our people.

The April 1982 extraordinary conference of
the CPUSA was called to develop a realistic
program for the working class, all people’s
fightback . . . the extraordinary conference did
more. It was a giant workshop to shatter old
ways and habits, to mold new attitudes, new
styles and a new psychology geared to the need
to vuild the Communist Party ranks.

The recent two and a half months’ national
tour by General Secretary Gus Hall has proven
the great potential for building a mass Commu-
nist Party now. We need your help so that no
time will be lost in continuing this fighting
process.

The Communist Party’s deep sense of class
responsibility, deep humanism, unique role as
unifier of the working class and people, and
commitment to a socialist future should rouse
an unprecedented response. Your past
financial contributions have had great mean-
ing. We feel sure you will want to respond to
this critical moment and fully share in the new
victories of our class and people.

L'HUMANITE
Kuznetsov and Martin

This newspaper offered a comparison of por-
traits of an average citizen of the USSR and
France on the basis of statistics. The name
Alexanderand the surname Kuznetsov are quite
common in the Soviet Union.

Who is this average citizen of the USSR, what
is his social and material status, and what are
his interests? Kuznetsov is 30, married, and
lives in a city. He works a 39.4-hour week at a
factory, has a secondary education, and is con-
tinuing his education and improving his skills.
In the past 10 years his real income has grown
45 per cent. He has a paid annual leave of 22
days, which he usually spends at a holiday
resort or somewhere outside the city. He de-
votes a daily average of an hour and a half (2.5
hours on off days) to television, and goes to see
16 films a year. He reads 21 books a year, which
he borrows from a public library.

The Kuznetsov family spends about three per
cent of its budget on rent for its two-room flat, in
which there are a radio, a television, a re-
frigerator, and a washing machine. In the USSR
rents have in fact remained unchanged since
the close of the 1920s.

Of course, the newspaper writes, this Alex-
ander Kuznetsov is only a statistical unit, but
this unit gives an idea of some aspects of Soviet
reality.

Now a typical citizen of France. He is called
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Jean Martin, and is a worker with a 40-hour
work-week. Between 1970 and 1978 his real
income rose 3 per cent. Martin goes nowhere
during his leave, spends three hours a day in
front of the TV screen, and in the course of a
year sees six films and reads eight books. Of the
family budget 10.1 per cent is put into the up-
keep of the home, which has a radio, a tele-
vision, and a washing machine. The rent in
state-owned houses (whose growth rate is al-
ways ahead of the inflation rate) averages 25 per
cent of the French citizen’s wage. Jean Martin
did not finish a secondary school and is not
studying anywhere.

IN THE FACE OF LAWLESSNESS

“I cannot see myself
outside the struggle”

The use of courts for enunciating revolution-
ary views and exposing the anti-people, re-
pressive character of a regime has long been a
tradition of the revolutionary working-class
movement, a tradition started by Karl Marx
and Frederick Engels.! Some considerations
about behavior at a trial were put forward by
Lenin, who urged comrades put in the dock by
tsarism to ‘‘speak of our party.’?

In the capitalist countries to this day com-
munists have to use the courtroom to uphold
their right to defend the vital interests of the
working people. Tijani Tayeb Babeqr, a foun-
der of the Sudanese Communist Party and CC
Secretariat member of the SCP, was arrested
in the autumn of 1980. When the country's
Supreme Court found that the charges made
against him were unconstitutional, the
authorities turned his “case” over to a state
security tribunal. The mock trial, in which
Tayeb Babeqrwas sentenced to along term in
prison, took place in 1982. At the trial he spoke
brilliantly, with passion, in fact indicting the
corrupt, anti-people regime. The following are
excerpts from his speech.

Mr. Chairman and members of the State Se-
curity Tribunal,

With this trial I have been included in the
long list of Sudanese patriots and democrats,
who, as long ago as in the colonial epoch, were
tried for their ideas and attitudes on the basis of
laws that were an impingement on democracy
and made punishable such natural rights as the
right to organization and to freedom of speech.

The present regime is using all the means in
its power to crush our people’s will for democ-
racy. One of the most obvious instruments of
suppression, the law on state security is being
used by the authorities to subject the Sudanese




to unparalleled oppression, deprive them of
their human dignity, and turn them into cattle.
Day and night the state harasses every citizen,
violates the inviolability of his individuality
and home, denies him his daily bread, im-
prisons him indefinitely, and uses violence up
to execution if he has taken part in strikes or
demonstrations, even if they are peaceful. A
citizen against whom a charge is brought is
denied his rights. Even before the investigation
begins he is treated worse than a condemned
criminal. Often he is tortured physically and
morally. The authorities say anything they like
about people held for interrogation, in prison,
or simply in opposition, slandering, stig-
matizing or branding them through the mass
media. All this is known to public opinion and
has been experienced by me personally.

Immediately after ] was arrested the press
quoted state security officials accusing me and
the Communist Party of being ‘“agents of
foreign services.” The head of the security ser-
vice interviewed by an Egyptian newspaper
declared that “‘all communists regularly receive
instructions from a foreign country.”

As a citizen who has devoted himself body
and soul to his country and people, I can only
describe this fabrication as cheap and coward-
ly. The commission of inquiry has gone
through hundreds of documents about the
Communist Party’s internal and foreign policy.
1 noinstance was a question put, even indirect-
ly, on instructions coming from a foreign coun-
try, or was there a charge of acting as foreign
agents. The Communist Party has a glorious
history. It is prominent in the struggle waged
by our people. The communists have had to
deal with various governments, and many of
them — both of the leadership and of the rank
and file — have been arraigned in court. But
there has never been an instance of their being
charged with being foreign agents. Not merely
because of a lack of evidence, but because such
evidence neither exists nor can exist.

Much more frequently than any other
Sudanese party, the Sudanese Communist
Party has been the object of study both in and
outside the country. It has been accorded mer-
ited attention in books and articles about the
Sudanese, Arab, and African political and trade
union movement. Those who follow these
studies and the history of our country see that
the communists have always been in the front
ranks of patriots, that their party is the only
political organization in Sudan that is indeed
independent of all foreign influence. The SCP
enjoys considerable international prestige and
its links to communist parties and democratic
organizations and movements are well known

as being based on true independence, friend-
ship, solidarity, and joint struggle for common
lofty aims.

The indictment charges me and the Com-
munist Party of subverting national unity. In
his closing speech the prosecutor asserted that
our party seeks to install the working class in
power and is, consequently, working to estab-
lish the domination of one class in society and
stirring up class antagonisms.

Is it not astonishing that a charge such as this
comes from the lips of an official of a govern-
ment that expresses the interests and will of the
smallest class in our country and, at the same
time, claims to represent the entire nation, for-
cibly imposes its rule on the majority, sub-
ordinates the working people and the country’s
wealth to its narrow egoistical benefit, to the
interests of the foreign imperialist and
reactionary circles backing the regime?

Yes, the Communist Party is fighting so that
the working class should head the political
power in our country, but it is absolutely untrue
that it is thereby working to establish a regime
of class antagonism. The truth lies in some-
thing else: when the party successfully
achieves its aim a situation will arise in which
for the first time in Sudanese history power will
realiv express the interests of the masses them-
selves and will rely not on repression and terror
but on the will of the vast majority of the
people.

The working class exploits nobody, it offers
everybody unity in order to put an end to
ethnic, racial, religious and communal friction.
It cannot achieve its end goal, the abolition of
capitalist exploitation, other than by creating a
broad and strong alliance with all social and
national segments of the working population
for the sake of eliminating all oppression, ex-
ploitation and discrimination. Unity is a vital
need of the working class, and that is why its
enemies are doing all they can to sow division
in its ranks.

The Communist Party is guided by the ideol-
ogy of its class. It is a party in which national
unity is embodied, for it exists on the scale of
our entire country without confining itself to
any regions, religions or sects. In its program it
calls for the solution of the problems affecting
the whole of Sudan. Itis the only in which
the highest posts are held by workers, intel-
lectuals, people of the South, and women from
all parts of Sudan as a result of truly democratic

-elections and not by presidential decree or con-

fessional attributes. What recommends them is
solely their devotion to their people and coun-

try and their ideological, political and moral
staunchness. The party has fought for unity of
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the masses in the trade unions, various associa-
tions, and cultural and public organizations. It
has helped to create an alliance of workers,
tillers of the soil, students and intellectuals in
order to resolve our common problems. It sees
the objective causes that led to the emergence of
regionalistic organizations. Instead of tagging
the label of racism to them, the party sought to
cooperate with them, urged them to join in
patriotic work, in an alliance with the working
class and other democratic forces in order to
build a Sudan free of regional discrimination, a
Sudan under the banner of national unity.

Mr. Chairman of the Tribunal,

At the previous hearing you raised the im-
portant question of the Communist Party’s at-
titude to “national reconciliation.”? This at-
titude has been explained in a number of
documents, and its essence is that “national
reconciliation” arose as a result of a profound
nation-wide political crisis. To prove its
seriousness ‘‘national reconciliation” had to be
directed toward the removal of the causes of the
crisis. The first step in this direction is the resto-
ration of democracy and the abrogation of legis-
lation banning freedom of organization and
speech. Further, our party noted that evidence
of good intentions would be the exoneration of
all opposition leaders who have perished, in-
cluding communists and members of the 19th
July Movement,* the publication of the minutes
of their trials, and the naming of the places
where they have been buried. The party de-
manded the exposure of instances of torture,
and the punishment of those who ordered and
carried them out.

Contrary to widespread assertions, the
Communist Party did not reject the amnesty
and the principle of dialogue with the state
authority. It began preliminary talks with some
representatives of the regime. However, it
asked: What stand will the authorities take to-
ward leaders of the communists if they
emerged from underground and entered into a
dialogue with them that did not produce
agreement. No reply was received. How can
there be a dialogue between two sides, one of
which has the power to shut the mouth of the
other and throw it into prison?

Actually, “national reconciliation” was a
subterfuge by the regime, which sought a res-
pite, a screen for the economic measures im-
posed by the International Monetary Fund. But
the crisis continued to mount. It is a crisis of
power, of the economy, and of foreign policy,
from which deinocratization is the only
way out.

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the Tri-
bunal,
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Our country is going through a time of great
trial and danger. This gives all its devoted sons
the duty to unite around two main demands in
order to save the country: the first is that all
anti-democratic acts should be ended, all polit-
ical prisoners should be released, and all laws
impinging on rights and freedoms, above all,
the state security law, should be abrogated; the
second is that our sovereignty should be re-
stored, support for the Camp David agreements
should be withdrawn, the agreements with the
USA on building military bases in our country
should be nullified, and the treaty on joint de-
fense with Egypt and all similar agreements
and treaties should be denounced.

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the Tri-
bunal,

This is not the first time I have been ar-
raigned. Since an early age I have been fighting,
for more than 40 years. The credit for this be-
longs to my father and teacher, who was a
staunch patriot to the end of his life. The credit
for this belongs to my great generation that bore
the burden of reviving the national and demo-
cratic movement. I am proud that I have been
among the initiators and principal organizers
of the student demonstration of March 19486,
the first since 1924. | am proud that while I was
studying in Egypt I made a modest contribution
to the joint struggle with the fraternal Egyptian
people against colonialism, the governments of
the aristocracy and pashas. I am proud that
together with my dear comrades I took part in
the battles of our people for freedom, social
progress and democracy, that helped to create
the working-class movement and its organi-
zations, the student movement and its feder-
ations, and the peasant movement and its as-
sociations. I am proud that I was harassed, ar-
rested, imprisoned and persecuted for follow-
ing the patriotic, people’s path. I have never
looked for personal gain, curried favor with the
powers that be, or renounced my patriotic duty.
I am prepared for any sacrifice for the noble
cause to which I have devoted by life, the cause
of my country’s freedom and independence
under the banner of democracy and socialism.

I am saying this not in order to accentuate my
merits. I cannot see myself outside the struggle
waged by my people and their revolutionary
forces. I cannot see myself outside the history of
the heroic battles of the Sudanese, who un-
falteringly devote their strength and hearts to
freedom, democracy and social progress. | am
an inseparable particle of this glorious history,
of these noble hopes and aspirations.

1. See “The Trial of the Neue Rheinische Zeitung,”
“The Trial of the Rheinish District Committee of Demo-




crats” in K. Marx and F. Engels, Collected Works, Vol. 8,
pp. 304-322, 323-339.

2. V.I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 8, p. 67.

3. See "In the Dead-End of Capitalist Orientation" by
Ahmed Salem in WMR, No. 6, 1980. — Ed.

4. On July 19, 1971, a group of left-minded officers
attempted a coup, which failed. Right-wing nationalists
and pro-Western elements used this attempt to start an
anti-communist campaign and strengthen their position.
The repression against these officers spilled over to the
Communist Party, — Ed.

IN BRIEF
AUSTRIA

This year the traditional international con-
ference of historians of the working-class
movement was held in Linz. It was devoted to
the centenary of the death of Karl Marx. The
program of the conference, which was attended
by 140 historians from socialist, capitalist and
developing countries, included reports on the
impact of Marx’s theory on world develop-
ments, on the Marxist methodology of histori-
cal research, and on current issues of the inter-
national working-class movement.

ETHIOPIA

The second congress of the Commission for
Organizing the Party of the Working People of
Ethiopia reaffirmed the allegiance of the Ethio-
pian revolutionaries to Marxism-Leninism and
their determination to consummate the work of
setting up the vanguard party of the working
people and continue the country’s trans-
formation along socialist lines. A statement and
a detailed resolution were passed, which define
the Commission’s work in the coming period.
These documents stress that the principal effort
will be directed toward forming a Marxist-
Leninist party in Ethiopia. In accordance with
the congress decisions, it will be set up prior to
September 1984, i.e., on the eve of the 10th
anniversary of the Ethiopian revo!ition.

MONGOLIA

The MPRP Central Committee has passed a
resolution naming 1983 the Year of the Secon-
dary School Pupil, calling upon party,
government and economic bodies, upon all
communists and people of the republic to
contribute to the lofty work of educating the
rising generation and enlarging and steadily
improving the material base of public ed-
ucation. A Central Commission for the Year of
the Secondary School Pupil has been set up.
Ministries and departments, as well as aimak
and town party committees, and the executive
committees of the khurals of people’s deputies
have been instructed to form local
commissions.

PAKISTAN

Imam Ali Nazish, General of the
Central Committee of the Communist Party of
Pakistan, sent the UN Secretary-General an
open letter requesting instructions to the rele-
vant UN commission to conduct an inquiry into
the human rights situation under the present
military regime.

A conference of representatives of the com-
munist parties of Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil,
Chile, Ecuador, Paraguay, Peru and Uruguay
was held in Lima to consider important prob-
lems linked to the offensive started by imperial-
ism, the tasks of the working-class and people’s
movements, and the defense of national wealth
and democratic freedoms in Latin America. A
final statement was adopted.
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A symposium on the state of the nationalities
question in Asia and Africa has been held
under the auspices of the WMR Commission
on Problems of the National Liberation
Movement in Asian and African Countries. At-
tended by representatives of communist par-
ties of many Asian and African countries and
also by scientists from the USSR, the GDR,
and Iran, the symposium considered mainly
aspects of the question that acquired signi-
ficance after independence was won Dby
former colonies. In this context the parti-
cipants examined new processes that have
specific features of their own, paying close
attention to the general methodological ap-
proach to and the Leninist formulation of the
nationalities question, and considering the re-
lated spectrum of issues through the prism of
the extensive experience of national construc-
tion in the USSR, which recently marked its
60th anniversary. The following is a summary
of the minutes of the symposium.

Concrete historical approach

Emphasis was placed on the importance of the
concrete historical approach in analyzing the
present state of the nationalities question in
Asian and African countries. The historical
situation of the national movements and an
account of the actual state of the question under
consideration make possible to understand this
question’s general and specific features and
draw some parallels between the past and the
present. Many of the speakers dwelt on the
roots of present-day issues in the nationalities
question in the former colonial world, the so-
cial base of national movements, and the
development trends of the relations between
nationalities.

Speaking of the specifics of the nationalities
question in Africa, where only a few decades
ago colonialism was in unchallenged control
and socio-economic development was at an ex-
tremely low level, Ahmed Salem (Sudanese
Communist Party) singled out elements dis-
tinguishing the African continent’'s present
experience from its experience of past epochs.

At the time independence was won nations
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had not taken shape in many African countries
on account of the primitive living conditions,
the prevalence of a subsistence economy, and
other pre-capitalist systems: tribal structures
were predominant. Under these conditions no
national movements of the type known to his-
tory could emerge. Also significant is the fact
that unlike Europe, where national frontiers
were demarcated naturally, in the course of
history, Africa provides an example of how an
entire continent was forcibly partitioned by
imperialist vultures, with the result that fron-
tiers were established entirely at the will of the
colonialists. Subsequently inherited by the
new states, these frontiers proved to be artificial
in a certain sense, in many instances dividing
kindred ethnic communities.

Moreover, West European experience, which
belongs to a different epoch, bears no resem-
blance to the present experience (in the context
of the problems we are considering) in that the
bourgeoisie heading the national movements
of the time, advanced the aim of setting up
nation states in contrast to feudal particularism
and fragmentation. Under colonial rule this
question had its own features: for the peoples
enslaved by imperialism the decisive aspect of
the struggle for self-determination was linked
to political liberation from foreign bondage. In
the context of Africa’s experience, the national
movements of the continent emerged not as
movements for the creation of the independent
statehood of nationalities, ethnic groups, and
tribes inhabiting a definite territory. On the
contrary, they were an expression of the anti-
colonial protest of all or most of the national
groups, even if the extent of their participation
in the liberation struggle differed.

The situation changed with the settlement of
the national-colonial question. A hallmark of
the development of nationality-to-nationality
relations in African countries, as in many other
former colonies with a multinational popula-
tion, said Apollon Davidson, Doctor of Histori-
cal Sciences (USSR), is that the anti-colonialist
base of the unity of ethnic communities objec-
tively weakens with the departure of the colo-
nialists. In many cases we witness the surfacing




of deep-seated resentments and disputes that
had receded into the background in the period
of foreign oppression. That is when the effect is
felt of the “stratification” of different epochs —
the ethnic and tribal conflicts of the pre-colo-
nial period, the consequences of the policy of
playing off local peoples against each other
pursued by the colonialists, and the division of
these peoples by the frontiers of colonial em-
pires. Contradictions are also sparked by the
inept or frankly chauvinistic policy of the au-
thorities on the nationalities question. In some
cases this reinforces centrifugal, separatist ten-
dencies. Local reaction and imperialism fre-
quently do not hesitate to benefit by the unset-
tled state of the nationality-to-nationality rela-
tions inherited from the past.

However, despite the complexity of the pro-
cesses of national consolidation the very fact of
the existence of a politically sovereign state can
objectively promote the tendency toward
nationality-to-nationality contacts. Indepen-
dence, noted Semou Pathe Gueye (Party of
Independence and Labor of Senegal), begins to
play the role of an objective condition for
inter-ethnic integration and homogenization
with the formation of large national entities on
the basis of tribes and ethnic groups. Inde-
pendence strengthens the state, which be-
comes the instrument of centralization and
unification. This is manifested in the admin-
istrative-political sphere, in the efforts to or-
ganize economic life and economic relations
between various parts of a country, and in the
gravitation toward the use of a common lan-
guage. Having recourse to the slogan of
“national unity” or using discord between
nationalities to further their own ends, the local
bourgeois classes seek to paralyze the militancy
of the working classes of different nationalities,
to prevent them from uniting. Nevertheless,
even the bourgeoisie cannot ignore the opera-
tion of the latent tendency toward centrali-
zation implicit in post-colonial development.
Senegal is no exception.

At the symposium it was noted that Lenin’s
well-known thesis of the two tendencies of the
national process was of special methodological
significance to the subject under discussion.
“Developing capitalism” Lenin wrote, “‘knows
two historical tendencies in the national ques-
tion. The first is the awakening of national life
and national movements, the struggle against
all national oppression, and the creation of na-
tional states. The second is the development
and growing frequency of international inter-
course in every form, the break-down of na-
tional barriers, the creation of the international
unity of capital, of economic life in general, of

politics, science, etc.”' With this clear-cut de-
marcation Lenin accentuates the objective
dialectics of capitalist development, which
goes through a number of historical .In
our epoch, noted Professor Christian Maehrdel,
Doctor of Philosophy (GDR), the two ten-
dencies are more interlocked than in any earlier
historical epoch. This is the result, on the one
hand, of the much strengthened international-
ization of all social processes against the back-
ground of worldwide transition from
capitalism to socialism; and, on the other, of the
backwardness in the process of formation of
nations in the former colonial zone.

If we take Africa, Christian Maehrdel said,
we shall find that the dominant tendency is
toward the formation and consolidation of na-
tions, and hence of national and multinational
states. The other tendency — toward the cen-
tralization of political power — places certain
limits on the operation of the disintegrational
factors rooted in the policy of artificially parti-
tioning the continent that was pursued by the
colonialists. The character of our epoch gives a
new quality to the processes of national
construction: as distinct from the past, on the
agenda today are tasks not of promoting bour-
geois, capitalist development but rather the
creation of revolutionary-democratic states.

The fundamental interests of the peoples
inhabiting this or that country are to guarantee
the immutability of frontiers, and this means
that national processes will proceed within the
existing borders. Under these conditions the
leading trend in the context of national-state
construction must be seen not as the merging of
the countries that have won liberation but the
consolidation of their sovereign existence with
the simultaneous unfolding of all-sided coop-
eration on a basis of equality.

Question by Rafic Samhoun (Lebanese
Communist Party): Would you specify what is
implied by the tendency toward centralization
in the context of African reality?

Christian Maehrdel: 1 spoke of this tendency
on the state level. The bourgeois and petty-
bourgeois circles that came to power in African
countries laid special stress on national unity,
on the need to counter the forces of dis-
integration and division supported by the neo-
colonialists. Centralization was reinforced by
the political systems; unitary state forms, one-
party administrations predominate on the
continent.

I should like to note that the state can, with-
out doubt, decisively promote the process of
the formation of nations if, of course, the rele-
vant steps taken by it do not run counter to the
objective conditions of this process. This is,
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when the steps linked to the establishment of
the corresponding state forms (federal, uni-
tary), the country’s division into territorial-ad-
ministrative units, and the granting of political
and other rights to ethnic groups prove to be
effective and transformative, progressive
changes in society's life proceed more
successfully.

Ahmed Salem: It would evidently be proper
to speak of unitary factors, of centripetal ten-
dencies in a broader context. Today Africa
speaks of African unity, and the Arab world
speaks of Arab unity. The requirements of the
liberation movement are compelling the ad-
vanced forces to urgently raise the question of
building bridges between the different parts of
our continent, and of reinforcing cooperation
between African and Arab peoples on an an-
ti-imperialist basis. In the light of these
phenomena is there justification for drawing
attention solely to divisive factors (frontiers,
culture, language), to matters linked to the exis-
tence of individual states, and so on? At any
rate I should like to raise the problem as it
relates to our continent.

Semou Pathe Gueye: 1 would say that it is
equally dangerous either to overrate dis-
tinctions (as you all know there is great diver-
sity of language, culture and geography in
Africa) or to ignore them. Both aspects are
important.

In the case of individual countries the main
tendency is, I would say, toward centralization,
toward the consolidation of state unity, and
that is why the slogan of national unity pre-
vails. A close, retrospective look is also re-
quired by the problems of African unity. Now,
as in the past, it is steadfastly championed by
the continent’s progressive, revolutionary-
democratic forces. For instance, everybody
knows of the outstanding role that was played
by Kwame Nkrumah in setting up the Organi-
zation of African Unity. True, in that period the
incipient African bourgeoisie was concerned
chiefly with formalizing the frontiers inherited
from colonial days. In the new states it counted
on achieving hegemony and on controlling
the emergent domestic market.

The immutability of frontiers remains one of
the underlying principles recorded in the OAU
Charter. However, there have been cases of the
bourgeoisie and neocolonialists trying to vio-
late this principle, especially when their class
interests were in jeopardy. A case in point is the

confederation forced upon Gambia by Senegal.
On the other hand, one can y ignore
another prospect in the historical context,

namely, the voluntary unification in a single

state of these or those African peoples now
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divided by frontiers. This can only beensured by
progressive, advanced forces, by their parties
and organizations.

Rafic Samhoun: The tendencies toward uni-
fication manifest themselves differently from
region to region. Besides, the possibility of re-
verse movements is not to be ruled out. Take
the Middle East. The popular slogan of Arab
unity is now coming into conflict with new
realities: the ascension to power, after in-
dependence, of the local bourgeoisie, some of
whose segments are inclined to pursue a nar-
row, egoistical policy of fencing off one Arab
country from another, a policy which imperial-
ism increasingly uses to its advantage. In the
obtaining conditions special significance is ac-
quired by the slogan of anti-imperialist Arab
unity for the solution of the region’s key prob-
lem — the Palestinian problem — and for
strengthening the economic and political in-
dependence of the states in the region.

The participants in the discussion then went
on to consider some aspects of existing national
situations, characterize their common features
on the scale of the Afro-Asian world, and makea
closer study of the specific situation in some of
its regions and countries.

Countries and regions: different situations

Most of the peoples of the East (Asia and North
Africa), said Doctor of Historical Sciences
Mikhail Lazarev (USSR), are either consolidat-
ing or emergent nations with all the ac-
companying intrinsic main characteristics. In
Africa south of the Sahara and in Oceania the
process of the formation of nations on the basis
of ethnic groups is only now beginning. The
intensity of this process depends on a country’s
development level in basic socio-economic
indicators.

A characteristic of the developing world is
that it has a vast mosaic of national situations.
All the three principal stages of national
development — the formation of tribes into
ethnic groups, the formation of nations on the
basis of ethnic groups, and the internal con-
solidation of emergent nations — are often to be
observed in one geographical region or even
one country. Hence the need for a differentiat-
ed (regional) approach to an examination of

processes. This need is accentuated by
the fact that the operation of objective socio-
economic and specific historical factors is in-
variably accompanied by the operation of
definite political, international factors, that
have to be taken into account when the
nationalities question is raised. Any analysis
of this question entails understanding
present-day changes and the trends of social




development. Such understanding allows
going deeper into the roots of existing and
emergent national movements and making a
class assessment of the nature and direction of
these movements. The multiformity of the prob-
lems under discussion was illustrated by con-
crete examples.

Hamid Majid Mussa (Iragi Communist
Party), Rafic Samhoun, and some other speak-
ers pointed out that the unresolved state of the
Palestinian problem is affecting the situation
throughout the Arab world and exercising no
little influence on the international situation.
The fact that no just settlement has been
reached on the national destiny of the Palestin-
ians is due to the glaring violation, by Israel and
its U.S. patrons, of the cardinal right of peoples
to self-determination recorded in the UN Char-
ter. The maneuvers of Washington and Tel
Aviv over the Palestinian problem harbor an
enormous threat to international security and
are directed against the Arab liberation move-
ment of the entire region.

On the other hand, individual countries of
the region have their own nationalities or
ethno-confessional problems. Hamid Majid
Mussa spoke in some detail about his country’s
experience, noting the multinational structure
of the Iraqi people. Along with Arabs there are
Iragi Kurds (who are the second largest
nationality in the country, numbering nearly 25
per cent of the population) and also Assyrians,
Turkmans (Turkmenians), and some other
ethnic minorities. A specific of the nationalities
situation in the region around Iraq is that there
are also many millions of Kurds in neighboring
countries.

The Communist Party has invariably ap-
proached the Kurdish question in Iraq from the
standpoint of Marxism-Leninism and pro-
letarian internationalism, taking into account
the specific historical state of the struggle of the
working class and all Iraqi working people —
Arabs, Kurds and others — and pointing out
that this acute problem can be resolved in the
Iraqi Republic itself through a national-demo-
cratic revolution. As the Iranian sociologist
Mahmud Azad, Hamid Majid Mussa, and Mik-
hail Lazarev pointed out, in the Kurdish issue
the communist parties of the Middle East ad-
here to an internationalist stand and un-
equivocally recognize the right of the Kurds to
self-determination. Further, attention was
drawn to the socio-economic and geographical
aspects of the situation: divided by the frontiers
of several states and by difficult mountain ter-
rain, the links of the Kurdish regions among
themselves are much weaker than their tradi-
tional links with the countries in which they

are situated. In their policy on the nationalities
question, the communists take this and, above
all, the interests of uniting working people of
different nationalities (this is discussed below)
into account.

The specifics of a concrete national situation
were considered also in the example of Leba-
non. Rafic Samhoun showed how religious
discord was negatively affecting the formation
of a definite national entity and preventing its
simultaneous integration with the family of
Arab peoples, to whom the Lebanese Arabs are
linked by ties of kinship. The deep-rooted ques-
tion of nationality affiliation in Lebanon has
become a key issue over which there has been
unceasing bloodshed. The recent Israeli ag-
gression has made this issue even more acute.

In Lebanon, said Rafic Samhoun, the ques-
tion of nationality affiliation, which came into
the focus of public life after independence
(1943), is given various interpretations. There
have always been two political trends in the
country: one sought an organic link to Arab
countries, and the other opposed this with
arguments about a ‘‘Mediterranean civil-
ization,”” about a special ‘“Lebanese national-
ism,” plurality of culture, and so on. The latter
trend, headed by the counter-revolutionary big
bourgeoisie of the Christian (Maronite) com-
munity, endeavored to isolate the republic from
the Arab national liberation movement, pur-
suing a policy of alliance with imperialism and
close cooperation with Israel. The isolationist
movement was intensified every time the ba-
lance of military strength ch in favor of
the Zionist invaders. On the other hand, the
successes of the Arab liberation struggle, par-
ticularly in the 1950s, usually compelled it to
retreat.

The isolationists have again become more
active during the past decade. Imperialism and
Israel’s rulers conceived a plan to wipe out the
Palestine resistance and the Lebanese national
movement by means of armed force, by war.
Religious feeling was used as a tested means of
stirring racist, anti-Palestinian, and anti-
Muslim sentiments among the Christian mas-
ses. The role of a strike force was undertaken by
fascism, whose aim was to put an end to Leba-
non's affiliation to the Arab world, and set up a
clerical state following in the wake of Tel Av-
iv's policies. The orchestrators of these plans
have not abandoned them to this day.

However, Lebanese reaction and its
Washington and Israeli backers have failed to
break the growing people’s movement, which
takes its strength from Lebanon’s Arab charac-
ter. Whereas formerly its leadership was
claimed by the Muslim bourgeoisie, today the
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movement is unfolding under a new leadership
— it is headed by a wide patriotic bloc
representing the working class, the petty and
middle bourgeoisie, and some elements of big
capital.

Representatives of the communist parties of
Arab countries stressed that the basic contra-
diction in their region is with imperialism,
which is using Israel as an instrument and an
ally. Thus, in the region the nationalities ques-
tion continues to be a question of the liberation
of each Arab country and of the Arab world as a
whole from the snare of dependence on
imperialism, a question of achieving Arab
unity on the basis of progressive democracy, a
question of the Arab people of Palestine exer-
cising their legitimate rights, including the
right to self-determination and the creation of
their own nation state.

The nationalities problem in South Africa
was analyzed by Vusizwe Seme (South African
Communist Party). With the conquest of in-
dependence by Mozambique and Angola
under the revolutionary leadership of FRE-
LIMO and the MPLA, the peoples of these
countries were able to implement their right,
won at the price of heroic battles, to self-deter-
mination and the creation of independent
states. Due to the obstacles erected by imperial-
ism, the national-liberation question remains
unresolved in Namibia, which is illegally oc-
cupied by the Pretoria regime. South Africa
itself is the most sinister citadel of racist-co-
lonialist capitalist oppression.

The experience of South Africa shows that -

even in a highly industrialized capitalist soci-
ety national factors may predominate for a
historically limited period. In a society whose
every pore is penetrated by racial and national
oppression the struggle of millions of oppres-
sed Africans, Indians and Coloreds is directed
against rule by a white minority that holds the
monopoly over the means of production, over
the levers of capitalist exploitation of the Black
majority. The apartheid regime has always pur-
sued a policy of splitting the population by
nationality and race, corrupting the white
working class and turning it into part, albeit a
subordinate one, of the Establishment. As re-
gards the Indians and the Coloreds, they are
oppressed by the white capitalists even if not to
the same extent as the Africans, who form the
majority of the population. The direct and
long-term interests of these ethnic groups are
linked closely to those of the African majority.
The 1962 program of the South African
Communist Party declares that the struggle for
socialism in South Africa goes through two
stages: the first, the consummation of the
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national-democratic revolution, provides a
firm basis for a transition to the second phase,
the building of a socialist society. The main
content of the first stage is the national libera-
tion of the African people. The African Na-
tional Congress and the SACP are directing all
their efforts to the attainment of this goal. The
communists lay special stress on the sig-
nificance of proletarian internationalism as the
cardinal ideological instrument for uniting Af-
ricans, Indians, Coloreds and progressive ele-
ments of the white population around the aim
of putting an end to racist domination.

At the symposium the consensus was that
the concrete historical approach provides the
communist parties with a reliable foundation
for drawing up their programs on the national-
ities question and allows them to view, frcm
class positions, the programs for resolving this
question advanced by the ruling circles of
many African and Asian countries.

Contradictory experience

Far from all African and Asian countries, it was
noted at the symposium, have both the ob-
jective and the subjective prerequisites for a
genuinely democratic solution of the national-
ities question, although some steps, experi-
ments and, in a number of countries, actual
reforms have been undertaken time and again.
The possibilities of and the restraints, placed by
class reasons, on measures of this kind under a
national-bourgeois government were con-
sidered by Sarada Mitra (Communist Party of
India).

In the constitution adopted in India after in-
dependence was proclaimed, he said, the state
is identified with the Indian nation. In the con-
text of what the government has achieved since
independence in promoting national-linguistic
and administrative-territorial reforms, the
Communist Party does not dispute this con-
cept, although according to scientific criteria
India can be termed a multinational state. It will
be recalled that Mahatma Gandhi, Jawaharlal
Nehru, and other democratic far-sighted lead-
ers of the ruling class saw India as inhabited by
many “linguistic communities;” in practice
this signified virtual recognition of territorial-
linguistic and cultural distinctions typical of a
multinational country, whose population
speaks scores of languages. It is also well
known that Jawaharlal Nehru spoke with admi-
ration of the Soviet experience of resolving the
nationalities question.

With the onset of the 1950s, it became simply
impossible to belittle the nationalities factor in
India. A rapidly spreading grassroots move-
ment, in which the communists were also ac-




tive, was calling for a restructuring of the states
on a linguistic basis. Under pressure from the
people the government of the national bour-
geoisie moved toward reorganization, and in
1956 the linguistic principle was formally rec-
ognized as underlying India's administrative-
territorial division.

The linguistic state, Sarada Mitra went on to
say, is more than the basic administrative unit
in India. It may be regarded as a sort of national
statehood functioning on territory inhabited by
peoples speaking one of the Indian languages.
Their culture and, to an extent, economy de-
velops within this framework. Simultaneously,
although the states enjoy a certain measure of
autonomy,? the central government retains ef-
fective control, and the parliament has the right
to redemarcate the frontier of any state and to
form new states. On the recommendation of the
central government, the President of the Re-
public can dissolve the local government. The
Communist Party is advocating greater au-
tonomy for the existing states.

In Sri Lanka, said Raja Collure (Communist
Party of Sri Lanka) the national composition is
73 per cent Sinhalese, 20 per cent Tamils — of
local and Indian origin® — and about 7 per cent
Muslims.4 Speaking of the causes that have
aggravated the nationalities question in the
past few years, he noted the negative, divisive
effects of colonial policy and also the inability
of the Sri Lankan bourgeois governments to
take any real steps toward a democratic solu-
tion of the question. The communists urge
granting regional autonomy to the Tamil
minority inhabiting northern and eastern dis-
tricts, while preserving the state’s unitary
character, and propose concrete ways and
means of settling the status of Tamils of Indian
origin.*

Essentially speaking, the problem is that the
policy of the ruling class has been traditionally
to foster the assimilation of the Tamil national-
ity by the Sinhalese majority, to deny to the
Tamils any real possibility for using their own
language in the management of local affairs
and in their relations with the central authority,
and to hinder the development of their national
culture. The present explosion of ethnic dis-
cord is the consequence of this policy. There
has even been an extremist demand for the
creation of a separate Tamil state on the island.

Analogous tendencies are to be observed in
many countries of Asia and also of Africa,
where the effects of colonial and then of
neocolonial capitalist development are having
a destructive effect on relations between the
different nationalities. José Lava (Communist
Party of the Philippines) drew attention to the

Muslim problem, which is acute in his country.
An extreme expression of this problem is the
demand for secession by the Moros, who are a
religious-ethnic minority inhabiting the south
of the Philippines. The objective roots of the
grievances articulated by the Muslim Filipinos
are that during and after the colonial period the
Moro population has been subjected to many
abuses. The Muslim minority has been reduced
to the status of second-class citizens relative to
the majority, which professes Christianity. The
Communist Party believes that the problem can
be solved by granting the Moros autonomy in
areas where they are a clear majority. The
communists seek to unite Christians and Mus-
lims on an anti-imperialist, anti-feudal plat-
form in the struggle for national and popular
democracy.

Autonomy, said Mikhail Lazarev, signifies
the retention by the central authority in power
in matters relating to defense, foreign affairs,
and key areas of the economy and the infra-
structure, and the granting of the broadest
democratic rights to the ethnic minority in the
management of local affairs. These would be, of
course, real not paper rights.

Some speakers analyzed the extremely
contradictory experience of a number of
developing countries in the matter of auton-
omy. Ahmed Salem drew attention to the prob-
lem of Southern Sudan, which is inhabited by
national groupings whose ethnic features and
culture differ from that of the Arab-speaking
North. The Communist Party has consistently
pressed for the autonomy of the southern re-
gion, putting forward a concrete plan, which
was accepted in 1969 by the Revolutionary
Council headed by Nimeiri (the First Minister
for the Affairs of the South was Joseph U
Garang, Political Bureau member of the
Sudanese Communist Party, who was sub-
sequently executed by the authorities). This
program was partially put into effect before the
regime started repression against the commu-
nists. The law granting autonomy to the South
(1972) helped somewhat to reduce, for a time,
the dimensions of the civil war that has been
raging since the mid-1950s, although the
nationalities question remained unresolved.

The main reason for this was that the Nimeiri
regime distorted the class essence of the form of
regional autonomy advocated by the Sudanese
Communist Party. The communists saw au-
tonomy as a means of strengthening the posture
of the circles seeking unity with the North, of
the democratic, people’s forces, a means of en-
forcing reforms with the purpose of eradicating
exploitative oppression. Actually, however, au-
tonomy was handed on a silver platter to the
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separatists, who did not believe in the country’s
unity. True, the regime’s pro-capitalist orienta-
tion suited them. But capitalist development
and bourgeois egoism and chauvinism always
carry seeds of national discord. The South’s
fragmentation into three more provinces has
been formalized. This is due to the discovery
there of oil deposits, which the central author-
ity would like to get its hands on. Bloodshed
and political chaos are continuing in the South.

Hamid Majid Mussa underlined the signi-
ficance of the right to autonomy in the broader
context of political democracy generally. If the
latter is impinged, simply trampled, then the
democratic-sounding laws passed in relation to
other nationalities, to ethnic minorities, also
prove to be ineffective.

The Iraqi communists have always stood up
for the right of the Kurdish people to self-
determination in the form of autonomy, insist-
ing on minorities beiiig given administrative
and cultural rights. However, when the law
granting autonomy to Kurdistan was passed
(1974), the government at first attempted to
prune the Kurdish regions (large oil deposits
were discovered in one of them), and then fol-
lowed the bureaucratic enforcement of this law,
with the result that the prerogatives of the local
authority were arrogated by the central
government. A similar fate overtook the 1975
law on the rights of Iraqi citizens of Assyrian
origin.

Jointly with other national-demccratic
forces, the Iraqi Communist Party is now direct-
ing its efforts toward securing the formation of
a national-democratic front government that
would be open to all national and progressive
forces, resolving problems vital to the Iraqi
people, and ensuring democratic rights to the
working people and real autonomy to Iraqi
Kurdistan. It is insisting on an internationalist
approach to the nationalities question, an ap-
proach that would guarantee the national right
of the Kurdish people to self-determination,
and help to unite Arabs with the Kurds and
other ethnic minorities in the common struggle
against imperialism, for liberation and social
progress.

The speakers stressed that it was important to
chart ways of resolving the nationalities ques-
tion that, as the experience of the Great October
and other socialist revolutions has shown,
would open the road to internationalist friend-
ship among the working people of different
nationalities, to unity for a joint struggle
against national and social oppression. This
explains why so much attention was focused at
the symposium on the present formulation of
the question of the right of nations to self-
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determination up to and including secession
and the formation of independent states.

Self-determination and secession

At the symposium the question of free seces-
sion was raised in the broad sense. What should
be the overall approach to this right in the pres-
ent nationalities situation, which in many Afri-
can and Asian countries is highly dynamic and
mobile and witnesses the growth of new na-
tions and nationalities? What are the long-term
forms of self-determination? How does the
democratic principle of self-determination re-
late to the aims of the class, anti-imperialist
struggle in individual countries and on the
international scene?

Mikhail Lazarev drew attention to some of
Lenin’s pronouncements on this subject.
Championing the principled class approach to
the right to free secession, above all in the con-
text of the pre-revolutionary realities of Russia,
Lenin wrote: “We are in favor of autonomy for
all parts, we are in favor of the right to secession
(and not in favor of everyone’s seceding!). Au-
tonomy is our plan for organizing a democratic
state. Secession is not what we plan at all. We
do not advocate secession . . . But we stand for
the right to secede owing to reactionary,
Great-Russian nationalism, which has so be-
smirched the idea of national coexistence that
sometimes closer ties will be established after
free secession!’’® Thus, while accentuating the
highly reactionary character of the relations be-
tween nationalities in tsarist Russia, when the
necessity for free secession was generated by
virtually extreme circumstances, Lenin none-
theless gave priority to ‘‘national coexistence.”
Elsewhere, he especially makes the point that
the right to self-determination of nations “‘is not
the equivalent of a demand for separation,
fragmentation and the formation of small
states,”” and implies only a consistent ‘‘expres-
sion of struggle against all national op-
pression.”’” Here we have a negative attitude to
national particularism, which divides working
people of different nationalities. With the aboli-
tion of national oppression, especially its most
odious forms (colonialism and others), the
prospect arises of establishing new relations
among peoples, of uniting them in the joint
struggle for social progress — such is the logic
of Lenin's thinking.

Mahmud Azad and other speakers noted that
the experience of the October Revolution in
Russia bore out the strategic guideline of the
Bolshevik Party toward the attainment of the
epoch-making aim of the voluntary union of
nations liberated from the yoke of capitalism.
“Life itself,” said Yuri Andropov, General




Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, in
the report “The USSR Is Sixty,” “and formid-
able economic, social, foreign-policy, and de-
fense problems compelled the need to rally the
peoples, to unite the republics that sprang up
on the ruins of the Russian Empire.”®

In the developing countries, too, after they
win political freedom, the scientific inter-
pretation of the right of nations to self-deter-
mination, including the right to free secession,
stems from the need for steadfastly democra-
tizing the relations between the peoples
inhabiting this or that multinational country.
Further, at the symposium attention was also
drawn to the fact that continued capitalist and
pre-capitalist exploitation in many bourgeois-
oriented countries affects the entire structure of
the links between nationalities.

We shall evidently see recurrences of the as-
piration for secession, of attempts to achieve it
by one way or another, said Apollon Davidson.
However, the class, dialectical assessment of
tendencies of this sort takes all the pros and
cons into account. For example, in the context
of independent anti-imperialist development a
further fragmentation of existing African states
according to ethnic attributes would not be a
progressive development. Much less so when
the predominant trend is toward consolidating
the achieved sovereignty and the main threat
continues to come from the intrigues of the
imperialists and their allies, who are doing
their utmost to encourage precisely centrifugal
forces. A legitimate question is: Will not seces-
sion lead to the return of foreign oppression in
its worst neocolonialist form? The experience
of Biafra and the separatist impulses elsewhere
give much food for thought.

Lenin distinguished objective national tasks
facing the oppressed peoples of colonies.? One
of these tasks today, said Sarada Mitra, is that of
economic liberation. This is in the direct in-
terest of all the peoples inhabiting this or that
multinational country. The struggle for this
anti-imperialist aim can be most effective if
there is unity among the working people,
among the democratic forces, regardless of na-
tionality, religion, or caste. It is characteristic
that the separatist tendencies encouraged from
without in northwest and northeast India are
nourished by particularist nationalist egoism,
one of whose hallmarks is that it ignores the
destiny of the liberation movement as a whole.

However, take a fundamentally different
example: the secession of Bangladesh from
Pakistan. Although this was demanded by the
Bengali national movement only at a certain
stage, we have here a case where harsh national
oppression and direct economic exploitation of

one part of a country by another made, to use
Lenin’s words, “national coexistence” impos-
sible. The liberation struggle of the Bangladesh
people was followed with deep understanding
by all progressive and democratic forces and
received unequivocal support from India and
the Soviet Union.

Who benefited by this secession? Of course,
the people liberated from oppressors. Seces-
sion contributed to the deepening of the anti-
imperialist process, although afterwards quite a
few difficulties arose. The experience of
Bangladesh shows that even after the colonial
system has crumbled the national movement
against oppression may objectively lead to state
self-determination, i.e., secession, provided, of
course, that this is real liberation and not the
replacement of one oppressor by another, to say
nothing of instances when secession signified
the birth of virtually non-independent and
non-viable state formations.

However, it was noted in many papers, rec-
ognition of the possibility of secession (the
experience of Bangladesh is by no means a rule
in the regions under discussion) excludes one-
sidedness, the consignment to oblivion of the
great ideal of the communists and all other
progressives, namely, the unity of the people,
notably of the working people of different
nationalities, in other words, the international-
ist aspect of the anti-imperialist struggle.

Christian Maehrdel called attention to how
the Ethiopian revolutionaries have formulated
their program on the nationalities question.
The Political Manifesto adopted in Asmara in
January 1982 states: “... the right of the
nationality to determine its own destiny in-
cludes the right to secede” (italics by the
Editor). Moreover, this document says that rec-
ognition of this right does not mean that “any
nationality can secede at any time."” Further, it
says that this right has to be considered in ac-
cordance with the interests of the people,
chiefly of the working class, which has “the
historical mission of abolishing all forms of
exploitation and oppression and with the
developmental stage of the revolution.”'?

The participants in the symposium noted the
unfading significance of Lenin's formulation of
the question of the right of nations to free self-
determination up to and including secession,
and of his proposition that this should not be
confused with the question of the ““‘advisability
of secession by a given nation at a given
moment.”'' Where social development pro-
ceeds along a progressive, democratic channel,
prominence may be acquired by forms of co-
habitation of nations ensured by federation and
autonomy. The future belongs to these forms as
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is borne out by the successful experience of
national construction in the socialist countries.
The path of socialist federalism and the grant-
ing of the widest autonomy to formerly oppres-
sed peoples have opened a broad possibility for
these peoples for implementing their right to
self-determination, joining their destiny to that
of other fraternal peoples in a close-knit family.

The symposium considered the enormous
value of the Soviet experience of resolving the
nationalities question — from the viewpoint of
iiz applicability to the specific conditions of
many developing countries and, especially,
from the viewpoint of its methodological
significance.

For the first time in world history, thanks to
the consistent democratism of the proletarian
power, oppressed peoples of a huge multi-
national country, which was justifiably called a
“prison-house of peoples,” were able to
implement fully their right to self-deter-
mination both juridically and in fact. This right
became the ideological and political founda-
tion for the voluntary unity of all nations in the
struggle to overthrow tsarism and build a new
society.

The socialist revolution gave all the peoples
of the former Russian empire the real pos-
sibility of choosing themselves the form of
sovereign life: from full state independence
(secession) to a union of nations and national-

ities that had shaken off the yoke of ex--

ploitation, a union in which they have the right
to national statehood, in which equality and
voluntary unification of the union republics
implies the preservation to each of the right to
free secession from the USSR,'? a union in
which the broadest autonomy is simul-
taneously ensured to all the nationalities desir-
ing to implement their right to self-deter-
mination in this way, a union in which the
immutable guideline of the Communist Party
toward the drawing together of all nations and
nationalities has made internationalist con-
sciousness a norm and rule of life. “Our ex-
perience,” Lenin wrote, “has left us with the
firm conviction that only exclusive attention to
the interests of various nations can remove
grounds for conflicts, can remove mutual mis-
trust, can remove the fear of any intrigues and
create that confidence, especially on the part of
workers and peasants speaking different lan-
guages, without which there absolutely cannot
be peaceful relations between peoples or any-
thing like a successful development of every-
thing that is of value in present-day
civilization.”"?

By radically restructuring the economic basis
and the entire social structure, the world’s first
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socialist country led by the Party of Lenin, it
was said at the symposium, built a new class
foundation for relations between nationalities.
Freed of their oppressive, exploitative charac-
ter, these asserted themselves as equal and es-
sentially internationalist relations among fra-
ternal peoples. This strikingly accentuated the
indivisible link between the solution of the
nationalities question and the basic tasks of the
social revolution. Thus the theory of Marx and
Lenin that the nationalities question can only
be resolved on a class basis, was fully borne
out. National discord and all forms of racial and
national inequality and oppression recede into
the past together with social antagonisms.

The theory and practice of national con-
struction under the leadership of the state of the
dictatorship of the proletariat has been en-
riched in the past few decades by the ex-
perience of muny socialist countries. The cor-
rect solution of the nationalities question, said
Ho Chi Bang (Communist Party of Vietnam), is
a strategic aim of the Vietnamese revolution.
Thanks to the correct policy pursued by it at all
stages of the revolution, the Communist Party
of Vietnam was able to fuse the revolutionary
potential of the nationalities inhabiting the
country. All — and there are nearly 60 of them
— were active in the struggle for in-
dependence, freedom and socialism. The
ethnic minorities played a large part in the
liberation battles against the French colonial-
ists, U.S. imperialists, and Chinese expansion-
ists. The party’s policy today has no other pur-
pose than to ensure the equality of nationalities
in all areas, to create the conditions for the total
abolition of economic and cultural disparities
between the largest nationality (called Viets or
Kinhs) and the ethnic minorities of the plains
and the mountain regions. The way to achieve
this is to promote their own economic and cul-
tural development, and to extend the transport
and trade networks. Another major task is to
train skilled, including managerial, workers
among the minorities.

The experience of socialist countries, notably
of the Soviet Union, in fundamentally
restructuring the relations between national-
ities, it was said in many of the papers read at
the symposium, gives all revolutionaries and
democrats a knowledge of what are now time-
tested underlying principles of such activity, a

wide s of concrete forms of organizing

the life of the different peoples of a multi-
national state.

Linguistic problems

Question by Satigjaya Sudiman (Communist
Party of Indonesia) to Sarada Miira: What are




the prospects for making Hindi a language of
intercourse between nationalities? What are
the difficulties? What is the stand of the Com-
munist Party on this matter?

Sarada Mitra: At present Hindi is an official
language along with English. The population
of Northern and Central India speaks Hindi or
related dialects, while in the south, northeast,
and west there are highly developed local lan-
guages with a rich literature. The attempts to
force the use of Hindi as a state language failed
because of resistance from non-Hindi-speaking
states. English continues to serve as the lan-
guage of intercourse between the central
government and the states that do not recog-
nize Hindi as their official language, and also in
the intercourse between these states.

It has always been the stand of the com-
munists that none of the Indian languages
should have priority, and that Hindi, along
with English, would continue to be used
throughout India and that in the future it would
be voluntarily accepted by all the states as the
language of intercourse between nationalities,
as the “link language.” The Communist Party
demanded the raising of the language question
in view of its cementing role, giving the popu-
lation of the different regions the possibility of
maintaining broad contacts, helping them to
break out of ethnic-communal isolation, and
promoting the unity of the working class, of the
working people of the country as a whole. To
this day the Communist Party urges the use of
Hindi as a link language. We urge the voluntary
introduction of Hindi as a second school lan-
guage in all states where it is not spoken. Many
states have already done so.

Satigjaya Sudiman: In the language issue the
policy of the Communist Party of Indonesia
was determined by the actual position that was
held by Bahasa Indonesia in colonial times.
Already then (the close of the 1920s) the patriot-
ic forces proclaimed a slogan that became ex-
tremely popular, namely: “One motherland —
Indonesia. One nation — Indonesian. One lan-
guage — Indonesian.” This slogan reflected, in
particular, the fact that Bahasa Indonesia was
spoken throughout the archipelago, where it
was long used as the link language of the many
ethnic groups, big and small, inhabiting In-
donesia. After independence was won, Bahasa
Indonesia was firmly established as the na-
tional language predominant in state and pub-
lic life, and this was recorded in the con-
stitution. The Communist Party and other pa-
triotic forces have done much to reinforce its
position, heading the struggle for the decolon-
ization of culture. Writers with a close affinity
to the communists in the context of humanism

and democratic views have produced many
literary works in Bahasa Indonesia that have
won recognition in Indonesia and abroad. The
CPI regards Bahasa Indonesia as a major factor
consolidating the emergent Indonesian nation.

Semou Pathe Gueye: The communists lay
stress on the significance of a common lan-
guage. Its role will be seen as all the more
significant if it is taken into account that as it
becomes more widespread one of the local lan-
guages has the potential to become an instru-
ment of the decolonization of culture, help
strengthen the people’s, democratic element in
culture, and release cultural life from imperial-
ist influence.

The patriotic forces of Senegal are now act-
ing against French hegemony in this sphere,
working toward the nation’s cultural, demo-
cratic and revolutionary rejuvenation. Our
people are emphatically opposed to the pre-
domination of French as the official language; it
is spoken by less than a quarter of the popula-
tion. However, one can hardly agree with those
patriotic circles, who, while seeking to change
the linguistic situation in Senegal, suggest
switching from French to the language of the
Wolof ethnic group. It is not native to the other
ethnic groups. It is questionable that a simple
replacement of one language by another will be
effective. The important thing is to ensure
equality of the national languages, and in
Senegal this would mean creating favorable
conditions for the development of all of them.
To use Lenin’s words, the “requirements of
economic exchange”'* will show which of
them is destined to become the link language.

Further, I should like to make the point, said
Semou Pathe Gueye, that Lenin’s approach to
culture generally is very topical indeed. When
we communists speak of the development of
the language and of the national cultures of
peoples who had formerly been in colonial
bondage we have in mind the restoration of the
democratic, people’s element, in other words,
of everything that makes their cultural heritage
part of the treasure-store of world culture.

The establishment of the people’s power
brings with it the possibility of taking a funda-
mentally new approach to questions of national
and cultural development, Vusizwe Seme
noted. A case in point is the attitude of the
Mozambican revolutionaries to the Portuguese
language. It is used as the official language
(there are six principal languages but none is
spoken by anybody except the ethnic group
using it). Bilingualism is practised: Portuguese
is the language of public and state life, and
efforts are being made to develop the local na-
tional languages.
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Equality and all-sided development of lan-
guages, it was said at the symposium, are im-
portant factors helping to remove imperialist
influence in culture and ideology, accelerate
the process of association between the different
nationalities, and direct the development of
this process into the channel of progress.

Terminology

Some of the speakers raised the question of the
need for a more precise use of concepts and
categories relating to the specific state of
nationalities problems with account of con-
crete nationalities situations.

Raja Collure pointed out that in Asian and
African countries the birth of statehood often
preceded the formation of nations. What will be
the further path of the process by which this or
that people acquires the basic indications of a
given socio-historical entity? Are we dealing
with a situation in which one or several ethnic
groups are actually acquiring the features of a
nation? If that is the case, can we use the ac-
cepted terminology? These questions were
raised by other speakers as well.

In the view of Vusizwe Seme, the different
ways in which the concept of nations is under-
stood in African and Asian countries lead
sooner to confusion than explain complex
nationalities situations. Some of the existing
ethnic groups have many if not all the attri-
butes of a nation. If we use the term tribe, our
definition might take into account not so much
the quantitative characteristics (of a relatively
small group of people) as the development
trends of these communities. Are we not faced
with the necessity of specifying more precisely
the accepted terminology in the nationalities
question?

The question of terminology is extremely
important, but it would hardly be correct to
dramatize the situation in this sphere, said
Mikhail Lazarev. A concentration of attention
solely on the purely terminological aspect of
the matter will hardly help to understand new
phenomena. Besides, the questions themselves
have on the whole been resolved. For many
decades Marxist social science has been using
categories and concepts that serve as reliable
instruments for analyzing the nationalities
question. Despite the kaleidoscopic national-
ities situation in Asia and Africa, we see that in
the East there are nations that began to take
shape during colonial times and have now
reached the median development level (Turks,
Persians, Burmese, and some Indian peoples)
and that there are ethnic groups (this is the most
widespread category) on whose basis the for-
mation of nations is proceeding intensively. In
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many instances an ethnic group has a tribal
structure. In other words, the stadial formula
used in our science, namely, tribe-ethnic
group-nation, retains its significance.

We should unquestionably take the new
conditions of the formation of various ethnic
communities into consideration, said Apollon
Davidson. Precisely Eurocentrism, which ap-
peals to the European experience and is wide-
spread among bourgeois politologists, ques-
tions the prospect of the formation of new
Asian and African nations within existing
states. It is imperative to take into account the
dynamics of the national processes themselves,
said Sarada Mitra. Viewed in the context of the
European experience, very many national
communities, as we know them, are still in the
process of formation.

At the symposium it was agreed that in the
light of what was said it would hardly be cor-
rect to speak of “pure forms” — whether it is of
tribes, ethnic groups, or nations. National pro-
cesses are taking place before our eyes. Reality
in African and Asian countries provides many
examples of how the various attributes of na-
tions in the process of formation or con-
solidation are acquiring a content of their own.
Their very emergence cannot be a single act; it
is determined by the dialectics of social pro-
cesses. In some cases the economic factor is
predominant at certain stages (intensive
development of the domestic market, and so
on), in others a huge role is played by a com-
mon language, by a common culture, which
compensates for the underdevelopment of eco-
nomic links. In this case, too, the concrete his-
torical approach retains its significance.

* * *

All the participants in the symposium stressed
the importance of continuing the elaboration of
various aspects of the nationalities question,
taking into account its present state in Asian
and African countries. This question, which is
one of the most complex in the history of
humankind, is truly resolved only under social-
ism. But even where exploiting relations are
predominant (as is the case in most of the coun-
tries of the continents that were discussed), the
communists and other patriots can do much by
suggesting concrete ways of resolving the
nationalities question within the framework of
the struggle for the aims of the national-demo-
cratic revolution, uniting the working people of
different nationalities around them, upholding
democratic practices, denouncing bourgeois
nationalism and chauvinism, and urging inter-
nationalist friendship among working people.
A strict account of the nationalities factor is also




indispensable to radical reforms where the first
steps have been taken toward building the new
society.

The vast experience of the world revolu-
tionary movement shows that the cause of lib-
eration, the cause of socialism is successful if
the programs, demands, and concrete actions
of revolutionaries take into account the na-
tional aspirations and interests of the peoples
inhabiting the given country. This opens up the
real prospect for uniting working people of dif-
ferent nations around the ideals of social libera-

tion and progress, ideals that are cherished by
all of them.

1. V.I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 20, p. 27.

2. Each state has its own government, and the popula-
tion elects the state’s legislature. The states have power to
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New technology:
workers’ enemy or ally?

Richard Clarke

Lecturer, University of London,
(Communist Party of Great Britain)

The very rapid development of science and
technology since 1945 is intimately linked to
the current structural changes in capitalism
and the consequent transformation of all
spheres of human life. It has posed a profound
political challenge for all who wish to see sci-
ence fulfil human needs in a constructive man-
ner and not result in war, in social inequality, in
the dehumanization of work and leisure, in
damage to people’s health and in the degrada-
tion and destruction of the countryside.

One outstanding (and encouraging) example
of this new awareness has been the re-
emergence throughout Europe of campaigns
against nuclear catastrophe.' In parallel with
the development of the peace movement, the
failure of Harold Wilson'’s “White Hot Techno-
logical Revolution” (the slogan with which
Labour fought — and won — the 1964 general
election) has placed debate on the social uses of
technology at the center of the political agenda.
This has involved not just theoretical debate on
the Left, but is exemplified by a new style of
political action, often reflected in local
initiatives.

Equally significant are developments within
the trade unions. All major unions have now

produced guidelines to their members on
technology bargaining, often through the pub-
lication and promotion of model “new tech-
nology” agreements. Some, such as the white-
collar union, Association of Scientific, Tech-
nical and Managerial Staffs (ASTMS) have
adopted a new style of activity in this area by
employing researchers on technology issues,
producing campaigning documents for im-
proving working conditions, and intervening
in a more forceful and organized way on
government committees.

However, the British experience of the work-
ing class struggle connected with the introduc-
tion of new technologies such as microelec-
tronics presents a classic example of the con-
tradictions of the application of scientific
achievements under present-day monopoly
capitalism. Collective bargaining may, of
course, produce better wages or improved con-
ditions for those who remain in work when
microelectronics are introduced, but often at
the expense of the jobs and escalating
unemployment which has now reached
epidemic proportions especially among youth
in some areas of Britain. And where unions are
sufficiently strong to resist attempts at “‘ration-
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alization,” the consequence is often (in a situa-
tion where investment decisions are dictated
by the imperatives of profit rather than public
benefit) that the incentive to innovate (itself
reduced in a climate of “overproduction” and
“recession’’) is removed, or the money goes
overseas, accelerating the postwar trend which
has seen market after market in the UK — tex-
tiles, footwear, cars, consumer electronics —
destroyed by competition with cheaper and
often better goods produced in other cheap
labor and generally non-unionized countries.

It is the realization of this dilemma that has
led to the development by the Labour opposi-
tion and the trade union movement of the
“Alternative Economic Strategy” (AES) — a
package of essentially Keynesian social and
economic measares directly opposed to pres-
ent monetarist policies — which include
greatly increased public expenditure to gener-
ate employment, boost investment and im-
prove the environment, health and education
services, coupled with import controls and
bans on the export cf capital. The implementa-
tion of such a program depends — initially —
on the next elections. But the election of a
Labour government would be by no means a
solution to the problems posed by techno-
logical change within capitalism in recession.
As the British CP has itself pointed out, there
are major limitations to the AES as a program
for socialist advance which may be illustrated
by examining the case of microelectronics.

The utopian view of the advance in technol-
ogy as not just inherently but inevitably pro-
gressive, is characterized in the work of the late
Dr. Christopher Evans, one of Britain’s popular
writers on microelectronics and its social im-
pact: “The ‘computer revolution’ will lead to a
surge of affluence in all heavily computerized
countries at least comparable with that which
swept through the Western world at the time of
the Industrial Revolution.”?

The opposite view, common to some sec-
tions both of the middle class (who resent the
negative aspects of the advance in technology)
and “radical” utopian socialists, is that new
technology is inherently oppressive, alienat-
ing, and ecologically unsound.

The resolution of such conflicting opinions,
which are to be found reflected in the broad
labor movement, requires deeper understand-
ing of the political economy of new technology
as an essential basis for political action.

Unemployment has now re-emerged as a
specter, haunting not just Europe, but the
whole of the capitalist world. Well over 11 mil-
lion people are jobless in the EEC countries
alone and this figure is almost certain to reach
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some 13 million (or 12 per cent of the labor
force) within the next couple of years.?

The central function of technology within
capitalism in the replacement of labor by capi-
tal has long been recognized. Marx in Capital
quotes Nasmyth, the inventor of the steam
hammer, giving evidence about improved
machinery introduced following the massive
engineers strikes of 1851: “The characteristic
feature of our modern mechanical improve-
ments is the introduction of self-acting tool
machinery. What every mechanical workman
has now to do, and what every boy can do, is
not to work himself but to superintend the
beautiful labor of the machine. The whole class
of workmen that depended exclusively on their
skill is now done away with. Formerly, I
employed four boys to every mechanic. Thanks
to these new mechanical combinations, I have
reduced the number of grown-up men from
1,500 to 750. The result was a considerable
increase in my profits.”*

One might compare this with a similar story
over a century later, this time taken from the
1975 Annual Report of National Cash Registers,
describing the effects of replacing its old-style
electromechanical cash registers by a new
microprocessor-based product line: “The elec-
tronic products we are manufacturing today . . .
have a labor content of about 25 per cent of their
predecessors. Today the operation primarily
involves the assembly of purchased com-
ponents . . . Accordingly our total employment
in manufacturing plant is down to 18,000 today
compared to 37,000 in 1970.”

What is new is the scale and pervasiveness of
the “new technology” and the central role as-
signed to it in the economy. The experience of
the employees of National Cash Registers is
common to workers in industry after industry
although redundancies are as often due to
competition with cheaper goods produced
overseas as to “rationalization” within their
own company. Moreover as several reports
have made clear, the problem of British in-
dustry is not too much “new technology’’ but
too little. Giving the lie to ill-informed charges
of “luddism,” a major role for trade unionists in
many industries has been to seek out opportu-
nities for new investment and put pressure on
management to take advantage of them.

It is thus obvious that the overall impact of
technological change on jobs is considerable.
The view of the British government is (perhaps
deliberately) complacent: it is claimed that
other innovations have not caused a net loss of
jobs, and that some (such as the development of
computers over the last two decades) have, con-




trary to fears expressed at the time, resulted in
whole new industries and professions.

Such an “analysis” and comparison with the
earlier effects of automation of course ignores
the fact that these took place during a period of
rapid expansion of capitalism, of growth in the
service industries which absorbed labor dis-
placed from manufacturing, and at a time when
British dominance over world markets ensured
a sale for manufactured products. What is sur-
prising is that many trade union leaders seem
to hold such opinions today, as if microelec-
tronics and associated technologies, funda-
mentally different from the “computer revolu-
tion” of the 1960s, could be accommodated
without fundamental changes in the structure
of the economy and relations of production.

In all, it seems that the impact on jobs is likely
to be severe, but it is very difficult to quantify
the number of jobs likely to be lost. According
to one study of expected job loss in the United
States, the increase in unemployment would be
8 per cent in agriculture, almost 22 per cent in
manufacturing, in the “personal services” just
under 9 per cent and almost 27 per cent for the
information handling industries. Taking into
account the number of people employed in
each sector, the potential job loss throughout
the U.S. economy would come ta 18.2 per cent.
A similar exercise on the British economy came
to a figure of 16 per cent job loss (4 million).
And similar estimates would no doubt apply to
other industrialized capitalist economies.

There are also likely to be substantial qualita-
tive impacts on employment. Here one very
influential view in the West has been the
“deskilling” thesis advanced by “labor pro-
cess’’ economists such as Braverman. Accord-
ing to this view the historic process of the re-
placement of labor by capital involves “build-
ing in"” the skills of the operator into the
machine with a consequent ‘“marginalization”
of the workforce with increased alienation for
those who remain in work and a destruction of
the bargaining power of organized labor.

Particular concern is attached to the impact
on “women’s’” work (since office work, where
the first and major impact of new technology is
likely to be felt, is predominantly female), to
health and safety, work rhythms, stress, and the
implications for management control.

Microprocessors could do much to improve
the quality of working life. In practice they are
likely to have the opposite effect.s ““There is the
real likelihood,” notes Euan Maddock, chief
scientific advisor to the last Labour govern-
ment, “that the work force will become polar-
ized into a relatively small technological élite,
abletomoved withandenjoytheadvancingtech-

nologies, and adapt to the changing circum-
stances, and a much larger proportion of work-
people whose skills have become outmoded
and who lack the education or the mental apti-
tudes to adapt to change.”¢

It is important to emphasize that these are not
the inevitable consequences of “‘new technolo-
gy’’ on jobs. Automated processes could poten-
tially remove the distinctions between “men’s”
and ‘“women’s’’ work, could make for a far safer
working environment, could, with appropriate
restructuring, lead to a much greater degree of
control over the work process, requiring in turn
a much greater level of technical competence
and understanding of the overall production
system: and the tremendous increases in pro-
ductivity made possible by microprocessors
could permit a vast reduction in working
hours, longer holidays, sabbaticals for study,
earlier retirement, etc.

However it would be facile to pretend that
there is any real possibility of major advance in
this direction within the present constraints of
monopoly capitalism. There is no doubt that
limited advances can be made in particular
industries and occupations. The concept of
“technology bargaining” and of new technol-
ogy agreements is a familiar one to the union
movement, and was elaborated under the
Labour government during the late 1970s as a
key element in the TUC policy for dealing with
technological change. But collective bargain-
ing is a process of compromise, and there are
enormous problems in a situation where reces-
sion is combined with the threat of automation
to reduce the power of organized labor.

For example, many blue collar occupations
involve craft skills which are precisely those
threatened by new technologies, but where his-
torical labor shortages have led to the negotia-
tion of high wages rather than good conditions
or security of employment. With the decline of
these traditional skills and the erosion of wage
differentials, the bargaining position of some
occupations, for example in engineering, is
drastically reduced.

The situation of course varies greatly from
country to country. A survey by the European
Trade Union Institute showed that while in
Norway and Sweden collective agreements
coupled with legislation have given trade un-
ions extensive rights to negotiate on technolog-
ical change, the situation elsewhere is far from
good. In Italy, there has been little or no specific
legislation and few agreements relating to the
introduction of microelectronics, and best prac-
tice procedures remain “restricted to a few pre-
dominantly high technology companies with a
highly trained and motivated workforce.”” In
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France, ‘“unions at the national level have put
forward guidelines for the introduction of new
technology, but, in general, employers have re-
fused to negotiate on this question and it is not
normally covered in agreements.” In Britain,
New Technology agreements have been at the
center of union policies for dealing with new
technology, but, “for manual workers at least,
represent an exception rather than the normal
means by which the introduction of new tech-
nology is regulated” and where agreements
have been concluded, they “have been of an
essentially defensive nature, they have been
concluded over a relatively short period, and
against a rapidly worsening employment and
industrial situation.”

The difficulties faced by organized labor in
meeting the challenge of new technology are
highlighted by the problem of falling union
membership. The annual loss of some 600,000
members per year from the TUC (with a current
membership of under 11 million, itself a drop
from the 1979 postwar peak of 12.2 m) is par-
ticularly acute in the engineering and general
unions.

The ETUI study quoted above concluded that
collective bargaining will only be able to deal
with the problems of technological change
against a background of growing employment
and living standards — quite a different situa-
tion from that facing unions today. Overall it
must be acknowledged that the trade unions
are not in a strong position to confront the
challenge of new technologies. |

Such a situation of course represents the par-
tial recognition of the fundamental contradic-
tions of new technology within advanced
monopoly capitalism. The problem is — at the
most obvious level — that since every indus-
trial capitalist nation is in the same position, in
the absence of new and expanding markets,
and in the context of internationally mobile
capital, it is inevitable that some nations will
“go to the wall.” And, since capital will inevit-
ably select the most profitable locations for in-
vestment, the nations that suffer worst from a
lack of new technology, and hence from com-
petition with others that have it, are likely to be
those with the strongest working class or-
ganizations, able to demand an increasing
share of the monopoly incomes for higher pay
and better working conditions.

And this, of course, is precisely one major
reason for the accelerating deindustrialization
of Britain. Thus in the absence of a package of
alternative economic international and domes-
tic policies, including strict controls of the im-
ports of manufactured products and on the ex-
port of capital, demands for the rapid introduc-
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tion of new technology as a vehicle of economic
growth are at best merely pious hopes.

In the short term the massive increases in
productivity and reduced labor inputs and
production costs made possible by the intro-
duction of automated techniques lead inevita-
bly to increased competition and to an accelera-
tion of the process of market concentration. At
the same time new technology accelerates the
circular process — the frantic drive to innovate
or die!

In the longer term however, falling aggregate
demand, exacerbatec by the labor displacing
effects of new technology leads to a dramatical-
ly reduced incentive to innovate and to even-
tual economic and technological stagnation.

What emerges from any analysis of the his-
torical development of new technology and of
its present political economy, is that microelec-
tronics is a technology developed by capital, for
capital, and, as Marx saw of technological
change in general, is essential to the survival of
capital. However, it also considerably acceler-
ates the internal contradictions of capitalism. In
its most trivial form the reduction in spending
power consequent upon ‘“technological”
unemployment, reflected in falling effective
demand, reduces the incentive to modernize
plant, to introduce new products and processes
except where these promise substantial early
returns in productivity increases and profits.
The consequence — of reduced competitive-
ness and output or of “rationalization” — is an
accelerated decline which can only be moder-
ated by increased public expenditure aimed at
generating employment and at maintaining
aggregate demand — policies which patently
contradict those of the present government.

Carried to its conclusion, and given the
theoretical possibility of the total automation of
production, such an analysis implies the even-
tual annihilation of capital, reflected in the
observation that capitalism as an economic sys-
tem rests fundamentally upon the exploitation
of living labor. But it would be as wrong from
this to conclude the eventual and automatic
collapse of capitalism as a system as it would to
celebrate (as in the quote from Christopher
Evans given above) the impending solution of
all the evils the system produces under that
very system. Both are different poles of tech-
nological determinism. The latter ignores the
inherent and systemic contradictions of tech-
nological change within capitalism and the
former focuses on these alone and ignores the
extraordinary resilience of the system — in par-
ticular the way in which science and technol-
ogy are increasingly becoming a means not
merely of making profit, but of social control.




Marx in dealing with the introduction of new
factory machinery in the mid-19th century
quoted the English economist Andrew Ure:
“... When capital enlists science into its ser-
vice, the refractory hand of labor will always be
taught docility.”®

Today the technologies of control are not
merely those of the assembly line or word pro-
cessor, but of data banks, surveillance tech-
niques, the “electronic battlefield,” wvalium,
and psychosurgery. And as capitalism moves
deeper into recession and crisis, the im-
portance of such technologies becomes ever
clearer.

Like other crises before it the present capital-
ist world recession is due not to external causes
(such as the “oil crisis,” high prices of raw
materials, or “‘excessive’’ wage demands) but to
fundamental instabilities and contradictions
within the economic system itself. Periodic re-
cessions are inherent in the structure and func-
tioning of the capitalist economy and are in-
separable from the general crisis of capitalism.
In the postwar period there have been between
5 and 11 of these cycles (the number depends
upon the country in question) and — at least for
the majority of working people and their
families in the advanced capitalist countries —
the effects have not been too severe for a
number of reasons. One of these is that the
consequences of recession have been exported
— particularly to Third World countries where
relatively small fluctuations in world trade and
commodity prices can have catastrophic ef-
fects. Another reason is that the ruling classes
have got better at managing the economy —
particularly through such devices as “regulat-
ing demand"’ by artificially manipulating inter-
est rates, credit facilities and taxes. But the
present recession is altogether different from
those that have gone before and it is this dif-
ference that demands new policies on the part of
working-class movements in the capitalist
world.

In addition to the short-term ‘‘business cy-
cles,” there are much longer-term instabilities
in capitalism; “waves” or cycles of growth and
recession typically of some four or five decades.
The mechanisms of these cycles may be de-
bated but what seems undeniable is that
they are associated with the development of
particular technologies. With the diffusion of
these technologies throughout industry, with
market ‘“‘saturation,” increased competition
within and between capitalist countries and
with increased materials and labor costs, and
the increased capital investment required in
new technologies, the opportunities for profits
and the incentives for investment become re-

duced, jobs are lost, demand falls, and the
economy goes into decline.

In the late 1960s and early 1970s — a
quarter-century after the ““post-war boom” be-
gan, its peak was reached and all capitalist
economies began to stagnate, just as they are
now — one after the other — beginning to go
into decline. Of course the process is not an
even one.

It seems that the whole capitalist world is
now entering what promises to be a period of
serious and sustained economic decline — in
which the weaker nations (of which Britain is
one) seem highly likely in the absence of
radically new policies on the part of govern-
ment — to collapse altogether. It is this which
makes new technology i~ the 1980s so very
different from the earlier technologies of the
1950s and 1960s.

It is no mere coincidence that the peak of the
postwar boom and the move into recession
have been marked by the end of the increasing-
ly costly ‘““‘Keynes-Beveridge consensus” which
dominated the policies of Labour and Con-
servative administrations alike. Large-scale
public expenditure and a “social wage” could
be accepted as a mechanism which minimized
the downturns in the business cycle and en-
sured stability at a time when profits were
plentiful, but as the peak of the “long boom"
passes and the economy moves into crisis the
emergence of monetarism as the dominant
philoscphy of the Right became inevitable. The
policies in Britain of the Thatcher government
become almost logical in the context of the
determination to restructure the economy and
achieve a decisive shift in the balance of class
forces in favor of capital. In this restructuring
new technology plays a decisive role.

What conclusions can be drawn regarding
the future? The first thing that must be said is
that technological change itself provides no
solution to the problems facing advanced
monopoly capitalism, the burdens of which
will increasingly fall on the shoulders of work-
ing people and their families. The new techno-
logies currently maturing are intimately related
to the current stage in the development of the
crisis of capitalism.

It is essential therefore to recognize this
relationship and the inevitable worsening of
problems of unemployment, economic reces-
sion, and environmental degradation in the ab-
sence of fundamental shifts in favor of the
working class in the structure of the economy
and in the balance of class power. At the same
time we contrast this perspective with the
tremendous positive potential of technology
when harnessed under socialism to the good of
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people rather than profits. As the capitalist
crisis deepens it will become increasingly ap-
parent that full automation is only possible
under socialism — and only under socialism
can the benefits of automation be fully realized.
Capitalism, because of its nature, can only par-
tially automate and such automation as does
take place does so in an unplanned, anarchic
and chaotic way, with increasingly destructive
consequences to jobs and living standards.
That is why conflicts on such apparently unre-
lated issues as nuclear weapons, world poverty,
road transport, health care etc. can become
politicized as part of the general struggle for
socialism.

This, in its turn, provides the potential for
constructing new alliances within the labor
movement, and between it and organizations of
other sections of the population. Beyond this it
is necessary for the trade union movement to
regard technology as an integral part of the
collective bargaining procedure, and an essen-
tial element in their wider political activity.
Here, it is essential that communists give a lead.
This means not just injecting political realism
into the labor movement debates on new tech-
nology, but means also developing Marxist
theory and practice itself if a secure basis for
working class action is to be established.

The key issues for the solution of the problem
in the interests of workers are the choice and
control of technology. At the national level this
implies the need for greatly increased union
involvement in social and science policy. The
trade union and labor movement tend to react
several years later in the wake of the introduc-
tion of new technological developments when
they are already beginning to be firmly estab-
lishied. If, say, it is true that economic con-
straints dictate the need for rapid introduction
of the new techinology and if the need to reap its
(short term) benefits (of increased productivity
and competitive exports) requires inevitable
labor displacement, then the imperative of an
alternative economic strategy becomes more
pressing than ever before.

Although such alternative strategies to exist-
ing policies are being variously elaborated by
socialist and communist parties in most
capitalist countries, the key common elements
which relate to microelectronics are of course
independent policies on foreign trade and a
domestic strategy of economic growth and full
employment.

In the UK it is precisely those areas where
greatest import penetration has taken place
which have been most affected by micro-
electronics. Selective import controls coupled
with a policy of increased trade with the
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socialist countries could be an essential
accompaniment to the introduction of new
technology in manufacturing.

The qualification of selective economic
growth is crucial, since it is the way in which
microprocessors are introduced that will
determine their social consequences. Under a
new Labour government, a revival and
strengthening of compulsory planning agree-
ments could ensure that process and product
innovations requiring reduced labor input are
matched by increased volume of production,
avoiding redundancies through shorter work-
ing hours and a redeployment of skills.
Government support to industry for investment
in new technology should respond to the de-
mand for the right to socially useful work. This
would involve critical decisions relating to the
direction of investment policies. Dave Cook
wrote: “The development of these ‘left alter-
natives,” both in detailed policy and ideology
is a responsibility for the Left as a whole. How-
ever it is a particular responsibility for us (the
Communist Party of Great Britain. — R.C.), as
the largest organized Marxist force on the

left...'™

Naturally, in the final analysis it will be
neither theoretical debate nor government pol-
icy, but class struggle that determines the rate
of introduction and the nature and conse-
quences of the “‘new technology.” In the longer
term the choice is between socialism or bar-
barism. Clearly a heavy burden of responsibility
faces trade unionists, communists, and indeed

all working peopletoengage in the struggle over
science policy and the control of new technolo-
gy. The battle has already begun.

1. In June 1982 London saw the biggest ever demon-
stration against nuclear weapons and in particular against
the goverrment'’s determination to allow the USA to sta-
tion Cruise missiles in Britain. The demonstration at-
tracted a record number of people — over 250,000 — more
than the largest Aldermaston march of the 1960s.

2. New Scientist, September 6, 1979.

3. This statistic excludes hundreds of thousands of so-
called “guest workers” — immigrant workers, doing usu-
ally the dirtiest, most dangerous and unskilled jobs — who
have now returned to unemployment in their own coun-
tries. And of course, it excludes many more such as mar-
ried women and school leavers who frequently fail to
register as unemployed because, depending on the coun-
try concerned, they are simply not entitled to unemploy-
ment benefit.

4. Karl Marx, Capital, Vol. 1, p. 436.

5. In retailing, banking, and office work the potential
for management control (as well as job displacement) is
vastly increased. For example, most mass-produced
domestic consumables (from sausages to soap powder) in
Western shops are now marked with bar codes identifying
the product. This not only permits automatic stock-taking,
and accounting, with the supermarket checkout linked to
a central computer automatically computing the bill from
prices stored in its central memory checked against the




product code, and constructing the re-order schedules to
replenish stocks (increasingly from an automated ware-
house) at periodic intervals. It also provides management
with immediate information on the performance of each
checkout worker whose required “skills’’ are reduced to
passing each item over the light pen.

The inevitable next steps in the process are the linking
of the retailing to the banking system with the automatic
debiting of the customer's machine-read “cash card” and,
ultimately, the removal of the necessity of a checkout
operative at all, with a machine-cancelled strip in the bar
code — a system which already exists in many public
libraries to prevent theft.

In office work the potential benefits of word processors
can only be realized within the reintroduction of the typ-
ing pool, with each w.p.. operator “interfaced” with the
machine — headphones on, eyes on the screen, hands on
the keyboard, feet on the controls, ready to take the next
piece of dictation or instruction that will be automatically
sent to her from the central tape bank as soon as she has
finished her current task.

Likewise in manufacturing the ramifications are
enormous. The jobs most at risk are those of skilled and
semi-skilled operatives where machines exist for which

automated routines can be written. If the hierarchical
structure of a mid-19th century factory can be represented
as a squat pyramid with a large shop-floor workforce con-
trolled by a small supervisory corps and often a single
factory manager, this has been transformed during the
20th century into a more complicated structure. Many
more skills, specialities and jobs exist toward the top of the
hierarchy, in (for example) design, accounting, sales, per-
sonnel, requisition departments. In many manufacturing
industries and enterprises the blue collar employees may
represent less than 40 per cent of the workforce. Informa-
tics promises to transform this structure once again, into a
situation where the operations performed by a greatly
reduced workforce in both white and what were pre-
viously blue collar tasks can be centrally controlled, with
obvious implications.

6. Euan Maddock, The Future of Work. B.A. Sym-
posium, 1978.

7. Here and below quoted from ETUI Negotiating
Technological Change, October 1982.

8. Karl Marx, Capital, Vol. I, p. 437.

9. Dave Cook, “The British Road to Socialism and the
Communist Party,” Marxism Today, December 1978, p.
373.
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When the oligarchy is in power

Workers’' Party of Jamaica

Ever since the Cuban Revolution took on a
socialist character and began making steady
advances in solving the age-old problems of the
Latin American masses, the question of the
socialist way of development was raised direct-
ly before the people of the region. The efforts of
United States imperialism to keep the Latin
American countries in subjection assumed a
more desperate character, but these efforts, di-
rected first and foremost against the Cuban rev-
olution, were unable either to undermine that
revolution or to put a stop to the successive
waves of popular discontent leading some-
times to popular uprisings against imperialism
and local reaction.

And in the former British West Indian col-
onies the movement of the working people for
their rights and for a better future was becom-
ing ever broader. At times they suffered the
agony of defeat but there were also many im-
portant gains, and today the Caribbean, along
with Central America, is at the center of the
confrontation between U.S. imperialism and
the revolutionary forces of the continent.

The special features of the present situation

are connected, first, with the unprecedentedly
deep crisis of monopoly capitalism and the un-
favorable balance against the United States in
the world, an unfavorable balance which
places more definite limits than in previous
years on its ability to use the carrot and the
stick; second, with the deepening social con-
tent of the people’s liberation movements,
which strive not only for freedom from foreign
imperialist subjugation but also for thorough-
going internal social changes.

Typical in this regard is the evident passing
of both Nicaragua and Grenada, after the
liquidation of the U.S.-supported reactionary
dictatorships, beyond bourgeois-democratic
state forms to the establishment of revolution-
ary democracy as the necessary means to de-
fend national sovereignty and achieve
economic independence and social progress.

The situation is different in Jamaica, where
the oligarchy, now represented by the Edward
Seaga clique, returned to power in October
1980.' The clique abandoned the progressive
Manley government’s independent course in
international affairs and subjected the country
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to Washington'’s diktat. Seaga, doing Reagan’s
bidding, broke diplomatic relations with Cuba,
dismantled the state and cooperative sectors,
returned major areas of the economy to the
oligarchy and international finance capital,
removed all the controls and regulations on
prices and rents established by the previous
government, eliminated all means of popular
participation in the state, removed progressive
individuals from key posts in the bureaucracy,
the police, the army, and the media, and
markedly restricted workers’ and trade union
rights.

The return of the country to a pro-imperialist
path, together with the anti-popular policy, is
accompanied by repression against the com-
munists and left activists and communities,
strict censorship of party statements and the
intensified cold war anti-communism.

The drastic change in the situation required
the fulfillment of new tasks, so, shortly after the
Right came to power the WP] Central Commit-
tee assessed that convening the regular (sec-
ond) congress was an objective need of the
movement and of the party. Despite the dif-
ficult conditions, a lot of preparatory work was
done successfully,? and the congress was held
or December 17-20, 1981, as scheduled.?

The situation in the country now is further
proof that the congress was right in the three
main reasons it gave for the defeat of the Man-
ley government: first, the extraordinary cam-
paign of destabilization planned and orches-
trated by the United States imperialists and the
local oligarchy; second the power of the na-
tional bourgeoisie within the liberation move-
ment, which had the effect of watering down
the firm measures required to rubuff rising reac-
tion decisively; third, the insufficient strength,
despite growth and development, of the poli-
tical vanguard of the working class — the
Workers’ Party of Jamaica — and the left demo-
cratic forces within the People’s National Party,
to overcome the vacillations in the leadership
of the anti-imperialist movement.

The question is sometimes asked whether the
movement as a whole, and the Workers’ Party
within it, had deviated to the left, setting tasks
for which the forces were not available and
hence playing into the hands of imperialism
and the oligarchy. We unanimously reject this
view. The democratic anti-imperialist tasks
which we elaborated during the Manley admin-
istration were objective requirements of the
Jamaican people for which there weare forces
available capable of carrying them to their ful-
fillment. The subjective factor was the critical
element in the loss of power. As the Central
Committee report to the congress stated: “In the
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days before October 30, 1980, even imperial-
ism and reaction were not sure that they would
come out on top . .. The 1980 struggle was one
of those moments in our people’s history when
the struggle could have gone either way, when
leadership (of the national liberation move-
ment. — Ed.) putting everything into being
firm, into a do-or-die stand could have made
the difference . . .”’

There is no truth in the assertion that the
WP]J's active role stimulated anti-communism,
thereby decisively contributing to the defeat.
The unity of communist and non-communist
contingents in the liberation struggle has al-
ways been the main condition for victory over
reaction, and this unity will be promoted, not
undermined, by the independence of the work-
ing class party. The shifting of the political
balance in the national liberation movement in
favor of the working people is the guarantee of
our success in present and future battles.

“The working class,” the congress document
stated, “has got to play a bigger independent
role in the national liberation movement and
our party must get stronger if the people are to
come out from under this hell and to move
forward and to make progress again in the
struggle for a better life.”*

The immediate task therefore is for the WP]
to expand its membership and strengthen its
existing ties with the working people, first and
foremost with the working class, so as to be
better able to assist in raising the role of the
working people and strengthening the unity of
the entire left.

In characterizing the present international
situation, our party notes above all “‘the great
danger from the extraordinarily aggressive but
vain effort by imperialism to turn back the gains
made by the progressive forces around the
world and, in particular, to upset the equality of
military strength between imperialism and
socialism — an equality which remains a
powerful guarantee that imperialism will not
start a world war.""”

The WP] CC recognizes the vital importance
of the struggle for peace and, in a self-critical
spirit, states that our work in this area has not
been up to standard. The building of a mass
anti-war movement in the country has been set
as one of the main tasks in the present period.
We are sure that with the fullest mobilization,
with united effort on the part of the peace sup-
porters throughout the world, the warmongers
shall be held in check.

Naturally the party pays special attention to
the situation in the Caribbean and in Central
America. The congress’ realistic analysis of
imperialism’s positions, and that of U.S.




imperialism in particular, said: “Its long his-
tory of domination over the region, the great
economic power of the big multinationals over
the economies, the string of military bases
throughout the Caribbean which are now being
reinforced, the centuries of brain-washing of
the people, and not least of all, the distance
from the main body of the socialist community
— all this together with the presence of estab-
lished parties who support imperialism as
much as and sometimes more than they sup-
port their own people, makes things very favor-
able for the imperialists and very hard for the
progressive movement in our region.’”’®

But this realism does not lead the WPJ to
pessimistic conclusions; rather, we reaffirm the
historical and material basis for optimism in
the impossibility of imperialism and capitalism
solving the most important problems of pres-
ent-day social life, and in the ever more in-
spiring influence of the socialist countries on
the working masses. The Cuban revolution is,
as always, a beacon light for the Caribbean and
Latin America, despite all the efforts of
imperialism to put out that light. In the

English-speaking Caribbean, the people’s
determination to bring about changes is ex-
pressed in continuing protest against the
chronic unemployment, low wages, deplorable

housing, mass poverty, against racist insults to
the Black majority, the extraordinary discrim-
ination against women and other forms of
oppression.

Not only under colonialism but also for some
time following independence, this broad dis-
content kept in channels more or less accept-
able to the powers that be: the turning from one
party dominated by the bourgeoisie to another,
from one trade union dominated by concilia-
tionist leadership to another, strikes protesting
to the leaders of the ruling class against low
wages and poor conditions of work, and also
emigration (particularly to the United States
and Britain), and the turn to drugs among wide
sections of the youth. Despite the working
people’'s growing discontent, their protest was
more often than not limited to bourgeois-
democratic demands confined within the
framework of dependent capitalism.

The situation is different now. Beginning in
the 1970s the discontent embraced more social
strata, overflowed the bounds of bourgeois le-
gality and conventions, and created nation-
wide political crises. Sometimes revolutionary
situations resulted such as in Trinidad and To-
bagoin 1970, in Grenadain 1973-1974 and again
in 1979, and in Jamaica in the mid-1970s when,
for the first time in decades, there was the pos-
sibility to defeat the oligarchy decisively.

On the wave of the mass protest there have
emerged in all territories except Montserrat and
St. Kitts, political groups and pre-party organ-
izations of strategic significance to the national
liberation movement. These formations usually
bring together some of the best intellectuals
and sections of the workers and unemployed.
They stand more and more firmly on a platform
of anti-imperialism with an ever stronger
orientation toward Marxism-Leninism, and are
increasingly characterized by insistence on
discipline and activity — practical and prop-
aganda — among the masses.

Many of these organizations have taken part
in bourgeois democratic elections: in St. Vin-
cent, the United People’s Movement gained 15
per cent of the national vote in the 1978 elec-
tions; in Jamaica, the WP] gained 13 per cent
and 16 per cent of the vote in two divisions in
the 1981 local government elections. Not al-
ways or everywhere was this the case, but we
do not judge the weight of young revolutionary
organizations by election results alone. Life
shows that they break the bourgeoisie’s poli-
tical hegemony and create an alternative outlet
for popular discontent by their very existence
alone.

In the English-speaking Caribbean today, the
possibility is being realized of uniting the
theory of scientific socialism with the struggle

of an important part of the working people
within the national liberation movement. This

is clearly revealed in the changes in Grenada,
and in the fact that in other countries of our
region the fledgling revolutionary organiza-
tions have been operating and developing de-
spite brutal harassment and victimization, and
the most vicious anti-communist propaganda.

Our party considers it a vivid demonstration
of the unanimity of views among the revolu-
tionary organizations of the English-speaking
Caribbean that all of them sent representatives
or greetings of solidarity to the second congress
of the Workers’ Party of Jamaica. The growing
unity around anti-imperialism is symptomatic
of the deepening of the national liberation
process.

At the present stage the system of imperialist
domination in the Caribbean is experiencing an
acute crisis caused not by the mythical Cuban
or Soviet subversion but by the people’s invin-
cible striving for a better future. It is this striv-
ing that U.S. imperialism is trying to suppress.

In this context, Reagan's Caribbean Basin In-
itiative, announced in February 1982 to the
Organization of American States, is not, as the
U.S. administration declares, a plan to help the
Caribbean people but a new plan to strengthen
the oligarchy and defend the interests of U.S.
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imperialism. It is not by chance that the states
in the region which pursue an independent
course and in which democratic revolutions
have triumphed are excluded, while those
states whose ruling circles are seeking to
liquidate the liberation movement threatening
imperialism’s positions receive the lion’s share
of the breadcrumbs from Reagan’s table.

This approach, this thinly disguised attempt
to divide and rule not only runs counter to the
interests of the masses but also disregards the
collective views of the governments of our re-
gion, including right-wing administrations like
those of Barbados and Dominica. This opinion,
formulated in the discussion of the Caribbean
Basin initiative at meetings held in October
1981, says: “Participation in the program
should be open to all territories in the region,”
and the program itself ‘‘should respect the right
of the people of each state to determine for
themselves their own path of social and eco-
nomic development free from all external inter-
ference and pressure.”

What then is the concrete content of the In-
itiative? Reagan’s plan has three main com-
ponents: the military, the political, and the
economic. In 1982, U.S. military “aid” to the
Caribbean Basin increased by more than 250
per cent over the 1981 figure.® This increase in
military “aid,” combined with maneuvers by
U.S. and NATO forces in the Caribbean, is a
clear manifestation of the big stick policy in
the actions of the present Washington
administration.

The political element of the plan is aimed to
channel large sums to the right-wing, pro-
imperialist leaders.'® Thus there is $2 million
in the Reagan plan for one U.S. organization
alone — the Agency for Free Labor Develop-
ment — to strengthen the conciliationist trade
union trends in the Caribbean countries.

Washington is seeking to stack the cards
heavily in favor of the parties of the Right not
only through financial contributions but also
by manipulating electoral administrative
arrangements (as in the Salvadoran farce),
thereby giving left parties little chance, and
subsequently labelling them ‘‘un-
representative’’ following poor electoral
showings.

The economic component of the plan — the
carrot, so to speak — is indeed very small and
insignificant. It amounted to $350 million in
1982, $120 million of which was to go to El
Salvador, and $50 million each to Jamaica and
Costa Rica. This is not even a drop in the bucket
compared to the needs of our region, estimated

by the UN at $20 billion in the 1980s to meet
basic needs alone.
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Reagan’s plan envisages the extension of the
Free Trade Area to the states accepting the CBIL
This means that branches of U.S. multi-
nationals will be set up there, benefiting greatly
from cheap labor, the removal of all restrictions
on the operations of foreign capital, and also
from the weakening of the trade unions as a
result of the policy of governments like Seaga'’s.
However, all strata of the population (with the
exception, of course, of the oligarchy and the
bureaucratic bourgeoisie) are already suffering
from worsening living conditions caused by
the wholesale opening up of the national econ-
omy to imperialist capital — the precondition
of Reagan’s Caribbean Basin “aid.” :

The CBI is essentially a shot in the arm for
nioribund classes and their political in-
stitutions. And we know very well that this
support will achieve its aim where the Left is
disunited or fails to develop in an all-round
way. Thus life’s logic demands that the revo-
lutionaries pay special attention to the prob-
lems of popular unity and to being as active as
possible in the most varied directions of the
struggle.

It is alsc apparent that the objective contra-
dictions between the peoples, on the one hand,
and U.S. imperialism and its client states, on
the other, are being further deepened, and new
and even more acute battles are inevitable in
the Caribbean. The Jamaican communists are
ready for them, armed with the conclusions of
the second congress of the WP], and the pro-
gram of action it adopted. They take into ac-
count the experience of the world revolution-
ary movement, mobilize the masses, and de-
velop cooperation with all anti-imperialist and
democratic forces.

1. See WMR, No. 6, 1981: Rupert Lewis, “Despite the
Setback’ for the reasons why Michael Manley’s People's
National Party lost power. — Ed.

2. After party-wide consultation, the preparatory
work was carried through in full accord with Leninist
standards of inner-party democracy, taking into account
the difficult conditions prevailing locally. The draft
documents were discussed in every organ of the party;
average attendance at these discussions was 85 per cent.
The congress appeal to the working people to support the
congress with donations of cash and kind drew wide and
positive response and assisted in strengthening the party's
bonds with its immediate reserves. More than 4,000
people contributed over J$25,000 to the party fund and
gave other kinds of material assistance. In all this the
working class was the most important social force, repre-
senting 40 per cent of the contributors to the party con-
gress fund.

3. Accredited delegates to the congress numbered 234
(76 per cent of whom were under 30 years of age). The
youth of the delegates expressed the youth of party. The
social composition of the delegate body showed the im-
portant role played by the progressive intermediate strata
and the intelligentsia in the revival of Marxism-Leninism
and the organized workers' movement in that 55 per cent




of the delegates came from these sectors. The workers, a
growing force in the party, accounted for 25 per cent of the
delegates, unemployed for 15 per cent and students for 5
per cent. The party’s concern to raise the political activity
of women showed itself in 28 per cent of the delegate body
being female, while the growth of the party as a national
force no longer confined to the urban centers was revealed
in the fact that 29 per cent of the delegates came from rural
towns and districts. The vanguard nature of the party was
expressed in the fact that more than a third of the delegates
were leaders in trade unions, staff associations, youth,
student and women's organizations and other bodies of
the working people. The developing continuity and con-
sistency of the communist movement in Jamaica showed
itself in the fact that almost a half of the delegates had also
been delegates to the first congress, and 10 per cent of them
were founding members of the pre-party Workers’ Libera-
tion League, which had been established in 1974.
4. Date of the last parliamentary elections. — Ed.

5. Workers’ Party of Jamaica. Report of the Central
Committee to the Second Congress by Trevor Munroe,
General Secretary, December 17, 1981, p. 33.

6. Ibid., p. 59.

7. Ibid,, p. 4.

8. Ibid., p. 13.

9. Military “aid” moved from $50 million in 1981 to
$182 million in 1982. Most of this goes to El Salvador
(from $25 million in 1981 to $81 million in 1982). Aid to
the Seaga government was to increase from $1.6 in 1981 to
over $2 million in 1982, and to almost $7 million in 1983.
See Fact Sheet, Caribbean Basin Policy, U.S. State
Department, 1982.

10. During the last national elections in Jamaica (1980),
Trinidad and Tobago (1981), and St. Lucia (May 1982), the
USA funnelled huge sums to support the reactionary lead-
ers. This form of interference in the internal affairs of other
states was in essence officially endorsed in Reagan's
speech before the British parliament on June 8, 1982.

We have popular support

Miguel D’Escoto

Nicaraguan Foreign Affairs Minister,
Sandinista Assembly member

Miguel D’Escoto, 50, is one of the three
clergymen in the government of Nicaragua.
He had to spend a large part of his life as an
emigré far from his motherland. In 1975, when
he was still an emigré, he drew close to the
Sandinista National Liberation Front and
soon afterwards became one of its leading
figures. His comrades-in-struggle put him in
charge of the SNLF's international affairs. In
1978, scorning danger, he and 12 other San-
dinista leaders returned to their country to
speed up the formation of a broad opposition
front. In the Governmental Council set up
shortly before Somoza's fall, Miguel D'Escoto
was appointed Minister for Foreign Affairs.
One of his first diplomatic missions was to
represent his country at the 17th Consultative
Conference of OAS Foreign Ministers. At that
conference the USA failed in its attempt to
secure approval for sending an inter-
American ‘‘peace-keeping’ force to
Nicaragua. Miguel D’Escoto combines his re-
sponsible work as head of the Foreign Minis-
try with his work as a member of the San-
dinista Assembly, which is the central organ of
the SNLF.

The following are his replies to questions
put by our journal.

Q. What is your assessment of the situation in
Central America and what would you say set
off the social explosion in that region?

A. Tension isendemic in Central Americaas
a whole and in Nicaragua, in particular: instead
of waning the threat of U.S. armed intervention
in our life grows with each passing day. This
must be borne in mind if one is to have a correct
understanding of the situation in our region.
For a long time the USA has beenforcing upon
us its “models” of political, social and eco-
nomic development. Even in instances when
Central American governments intended to re-
solve their countries’ social problems even par-
tially, the U.S. did not stop at intervention, as
was the case, for example, with Guatemala
when a progressive president — Jacobo Arbenz
— was in office.

The patience of the Central American
peoples has now run out. They are determined
to be in a position to decide their own destiny.
For this some of them have to fight with arms in
hand to restore the sovereignty trampled by
imperialism, because the possibility for effect-
ing peaceful changes, for a political settlement
in these countries is practically nil. In many
countries the situation is analogous to what led
to revolutionary events in Nicaragua, El Sal-
vador and Guatemala. It may be expected that
the tide of upheavals will spread further in the
region.

The imperialists are alleging that revolution-
ary ideas are being exported to Central Ameri-
ca. In reply we can state emphatically that rev-
olution is not an export commodity but the
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result of a steady growth of the peoples’ con-
sciousness, that it expresses their political will
for progressive changes.

This is the context in which Somoza was
overthrown and the SNLF triumphed in
Nicaragua. We often speak of the triumph of the
revolution, but for the time being it would, in
my opinion, be more correct to speak of the
success of only its preparatory stage, in the
course of which the dictatorial regime- was
swept away and the independence of which we
were divested by U.S. imperialism was re-
stored. It was only after this that the process of
revolutionary construction commenced and it
has now entered its fourth year.

Q. Today the success of any revolution de-
pends not only on internal, natiorial, but also
external factors. Growing significance is being
acquired by solidarity and interaction among
the revolutionary forces, including those of any
single region. Do you feel this in Nicaragua?

A. Unquestionably. When Reagan became
the incumbent in the White House his principal
goal in Central America was to prevent the
victory of the revolutionary forces in El Sal-
vador. He planned to follow this up with a
strike at Nicaragua. During the first three or four
months of 1982 they kept to the planned time-
table, at least it was announced that the offen-
sive of the El Salvadoran insurgents had been
brought to a halt. Washington hoped that the
fighting would stop in that country, even if
only temporarily. This would have given the
opportunity to settle accounts with Nicaragua.
The White House was no longer intending to
confine itself to political attacks, which have
become “traditional” since the fall of its pup-
pet, Somoza. Its far-reaching plans envisaged
“determined steps,” up to the armed overthrow
of the Sandinista government.

The invasion was set for December 1982, but
having in their haste warmed up the engines of
the military machine that was to crush the
Nicaraguan revolution, the Washington
strategists found themselves unable to get it off
the ground. They had again labored in vain: the
revolutionary forces of El Salvador mounted
yet another offensive, making considerable
headway and denying the imperialists the pos-
sibility of making short work of the Nicaraguan
people “without interruption.”

Of late, the North American bourgeois press
has been writing profusely about U.S. prepara-
tions for an armed invasion of Nicaragua. In
their criticism of Reagan and his policies (what
worries them is not these policies as such but
that they are being ineptly put into effect), some
pundits write of a special opinion in the CIA,
the Pentagon, and the State Department. The
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latter fear that instead of hastening the downfall
of the Sandinista government these policies
will strengthen it, destabilize the situation in
Honduras, and further prejudice the USA's al-
ready discredited reputation. Indeed, by start-
ing an aggression, imperialism can shed much
Nicaraguan blcod and inflict enormous losses
on our economy, but it cannot compel the
people to surrender the freedom they have
won. The Nicaraguan army is not big and has
no air force. Nonetheless, we will not allow
ourselves to be intimidated. We have the most
dependable weapon, namely, the total support
of a united people, whose sons are prepared to
lay down their lives for the revolution. What
other government in Central America can arm
the population to the extent the Sandinistas
have done?

No other government can, for these govern-
ments are afraid of their own people. Our rev-
olution was accomplished by the whole nation,
and for that reason it is being defended by
practically all Nicaraguans. We will go to any
sacrifice for the cause of the working class and
the peasants. We are aware, of course, of how
significant our gains are to the liberation strug-
gle of the peoples of other Central American
countries and, equally, of how important their
successes are for the development of the San-
dinista revolution.

Nicaragua has some friction in its relations
with neighboring Honduras. Much has been
said about this friction, but it would not be
superfluous to mention an essential point.
There is no bone of contention whatever be-
tween our country and Honduras. It would be
hard to name even one outstanding issue that
under normal conditions could generate hostil-
ity between us. All our “problems’’ with Hon-
duras have been artificially created and in-
flamed by the USA in pursuance of its preda-
tory interests.*

The two neighboring nations have a common
origin, a common destiny and history, and they
are linked by bonds of brotherhood. Small
wonder that the Honduran military are increas-
ingly displeased with their government’s pro-
U.S. policy toward Nicaragua. They realize that
if war breaks out many of them will have to lay
down their lives for U.S. interests.

Q. Events overthe past few years have shown
that Washington is finding it increasingly dif-
ficult to keep the Latin American countries
harnessed to its policies. At the same time,
growing prestige is being won by countries pur-
suing a progressive foreign policy. One of these

*See ]. Carrera, O. Sanchez, ]. Barrios, “Nicaragua
Threatened with Aggression,” WMR, No. 12, 1982. — Ed.




is revolutionary Nicaragua, as the evidence of
its election to the UN Security Council shows.
Would you comment?

A. Last December President Reagan decided
to sound the situation in Central America per-
sonally in order to see if it allowed any further
unfolding of his aggressive policies. His lug-
gage consisted of blackmail, threats and, of
course, promises of financial aid, which is now
so vital to the countries of the region, for their
economy is experiencing unprecedented dif-
ficulties stemming from the stagnation in the
world capitalist system. The voyager from
Washington felt he could visit only Costa Rica
and Honduras. Interested in getting aid from
their ‘“‘great’’ neighbor, the reactionary
governments of Guatemala and El Salvador had
virtually to catch him by his coattails and has-
tily assure him of their loyalty.

Regrettably, among Central American
statesmen and military men there are many
who, contrary to common sense, are prepared
to see the USA as a savior capable of dragging
their countries out of the mire of political and
economic crises. In the hope of getting gener-
ous assistance, some of them shamelessly serve
Washington, but this only brings them miser-
able crumbs from the master’s table. The mas-
ters use them for their own ends and then,
when they see fit, get rid of them as useless.

In 1982 U.S. imperialism made a deal, which
[ am sure will cost it dearly and will be remem-
bered for a long time. I have in mind the relapse
into colonialism, the stand adopted by
Washington in the Malvinas conflict. If former-
ly, by force of habit, some politicians saw the
USA as the natural ally of the Latin American
countries, the armed conflict in the South At-
lantic opened their eyes. Many saw clearly that
the power posing as the friend and protector of
Latin Americans was actually no friend or pro-
tector at all, but an enemy, and a dangerous one
at that. Anti-imperialist consciousness and
unity are growing among the Latin American
peoples, who are beginning to join hands in
their actions against U.S. policies. This is only
an incipient process and much still remains
uncrystallized. However, even in its present
shape it is benefiting the situation not only in
Nicaragua but also in all other Latin American
countries.

We see Nicaragua's election to the UN Se-
curity Council as a triumph of our people and
their diplomacy. At the same time, it is another
setback for imperialism. I say setback because
previously the USA could always block the
election to this prestigious agency of any coun-
try it regarded with disfavor. This time, too, the
U.S. State Department moved into high gear to

collect the necessary 70 negative votes. But this
attempt to isolate Nicaragua from the world
community failed miserably, and we emerged
victorious in the diplomatic war after a two and
a half hour battle — this, and not several
months as our enemies hoped, was how long it
took to complete the voting. The support for
Nicaragua was a sign of the deep respect that
the peoples of the world have for the Sandinista
revolution.

Q. The Vatican forbids clergymen to engage
in governmental activity. Nevertheless, all
your colleagues have remained in their posts.
What motivates this ban and why are you refus-
ing to obey the supreme Catholic authority?

A. There have been many instances not in
Nicaragua, which is far from Europe, but under
the very shadow of the Vatican, of church dig-
nitaries being senators, ministers and so on. I
would say that had a bourgeois, pro-imperialist
regime come to power in Nicaragua we would
have no problems with the Vatican. The
Catholic Church in principle recognizes that
under extraordinary circumstances clergymen
can engage in secular activity, including the
holding of office in the government. The ban on
the holding of secular posts was introduced at a
time when the Church was accused of
monopolizing power. Today there can be no-
thing of the sort, and there is thus justification
for a clergyman to hold a post in the govern-
ment. In our case, at least. The Vatican should
have no apprehensions about us engaging in
anything unworthy in the government, for
what can be reprehensible in a clergyman serv-
ing his own people? Of course, in our Church
circles there are people who disagree with the
aims of the Sandinista revolution and for that
reason they are opposed to clergymen taking
part in the process of national rejuvenation.

There is another point I should like to make.
Under the Somoza dictatorship many clergy-
men held military rank and belonged to the
criminal National Guard, but this did not worry
the Vatican at all. It looked the other way when
clergymen held officer rank at the time Somoza
was bombing and napalming the Nicaraguan
people. Violations of the ban were “dis-
covered”’ only when Nicaragua took the road of
true democracy, the implementation of deep-
going reforms, and the creation of a just society
worthy of human beings.

Q. What is the stand of the Catholic Church
in face of the threat of a nuclear catastrophe?

A. 1 feel that on this issue its stand is not
clear-cut. It is my opinion that our Church
should be more active in demanding a freeze on
the production of weapons of mass destruction,
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explaining the amorality of the imperialist nu-
clear blackmail to the people, and exposing the
absurdity of the “limited” nuclear war doc-
trine. There have been positive changes among
the Catholic clergy in the USA and the clergy of
the Church of England. The U.S. bishops have
recently drafted a pastoral letter comdemning
the Reagan administration’s plans of preparing
for a nuclear conflagration.* Possibly, it is still
early to speak of a confrontation, but tension
has never been so high as it is today between
the Church and the White House. In the USA,
clergymen are beginning to consider the prob-
lems of peace, the arms race, and the possibility
of a nuclear apocalypse not from the standpoint

* See E. Jorgen, “Bishops Censure the Nuclear Threat,
the White House Snubs the Bishops,” WMR, No. 2, 1983.
— Ed.

of imperialism, as they used to in the recent
past, but from the standpoint of Christian
morality.

I feel that American Catholics should aban-
don their traditional anti-communism, other-
wise all their good intentions will remain an
empty sound. Time will show whether in the
USA the Catholic Church will, in the spirit of
true Christian morals, shed its unjustified
prejudices and adopt an independent, pro-
gressive stand.

The developments of the past few years have
shown that a process of renewal is taking place
in the Catholic Church in Latin America too,
that it is moving away from those who are try-
ing to use religion for dirty political purposes.
This is the only way it can effectively help the
peoples in their struggle for liberation and a
better life.

Anti-communism —
its specifics in the 1980s

Milan Matous

Corresponding member of the Czechoslovak Academy of Sciences,

Assistant Director, Institute of Marxism-Leninism
of the CPCz Central Committee

In his address to the British parliament in June
1982, U.S. President Ronald Reagan pro-
claimed yet another ‘‘crusade’’ against
communism. In his speech he combined
venomous attacks on the Soviet Union with a
blanket smear of socialist theory and practice.
The choice of venue for this new call against
communism was not accidental. It was made in
Europe and was addressed to the USA'’s allies,
who were to take it as a signal for joint actions
against the world’s progressive forces. Evi-
dently to add weight to the President’s procla-
mations about “safeguarding” freedom and
democracy against communism, this signal
was given in the British parliament, called the
“cradle of bourgeois democracy.” The procla-
mations were made with an implied claim to a
reassessment of world history, with aclaim to a
“right”” to change its natural course allegedly
“hindered” by existing socialism.

In itself, the attempt to reassess history in our
day, when humankind is faced with the threat
of total annihilation, is quite natural for the
leader of the power on whose policies the des-
tiny of the world depends to no little extent.
Also, it is justified from the standpoint of the
segments of society represented by Reagan, be-
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cause a reassessment of the past is acquiring
special significance to the shaping of the ideol-
ogy and policies of the class that is losing its
stature in society and has to look for ways of
adjusting itself to the new situation in the
world. But what does this address to history
camouflage?

A clear answer to these questions is given in
Reagan’s aforementioned and other speeches
and by the policies of his government. The
leaders of U.S. imperialism are “‘reassessing”
history not in order to draw lessons that could
help to avoid repetitions of past failures and
setbacks but in order to revive the long-bank-
rupt forms of imperialist ideology and policy.
The USA'’s present policy and its ideological
basis are an adventurist course toward regain-
ing unchallenged military superiority and re-
vising the results of preceding world develop-
ment, a course that conflicts with the logic of
history and present-day realities. This is a
course toward intense confrontation with
socialist countries up to the use of nuclear
weapons and an economic and ideological war
against them. In fact, it represents an attempt to
reverse history, to halt social progress. It rep-
resents a reorientation of imperialist strategy




from the aim of preserving the social “status
quo” in the world to that of wreaking social
revenge.

The context of this recrientation reveals the
actual significance of the “innovations” dis-
tinguishing the priority thrusts of present-day
anti-communism from those that characterized
it in the period of relaxation of international
tensions. In the ideology and policy of anti-
communism of that period the accent was on
fighting existing socialism and the revolution-
ary movements by means of a “‘quiet” ideolog-
ical infiltration and ‘‘flexible’” political
maneuvering. This was the outcome of the
positive changes in the world situation that
compelled international capitalism to recog-
nize the principles of peaceful coexistence,
agree to détente, and thereby take a more realis-
tic stand toward objectively developing pro-
cesses. Hence the certain switch from confron-
tation with socialism to peaceful competition
with it. However, imperialism proved to be
unprepared for this competition, which is viv-
idly showing socialism’s advantages. Failing
the test of détente, the imperialists are now
trying to turn back to the cold war, to a policy of
forcibly changing the situation that had taken
shape in the world under the influence of
socialism and the implementation of the prin-
ciples of peaceful coexistence.

How this is mirrored in anti-communism
may be gauged from the documents of “vhat its
ideologists term as an amply representative
conference held in Washington at the close of
1982 to consider ways of ‘‘democratizing
communist countries.” At this conference
George Shultz, the U.S. Secretary of State, made
it clear that this sort of ‘“democratization”
meant nothing less than the restoration of the
capitalist system. It was suggested using
ideological subversion and provocations to
precipitate dissatisfaction among the popula-
tion of socialist countries, activate opposition
elements in these countries, undermine their
economy, and make the people doubt the sta-
bility of the new social system. In short, U.S.
stetesmen, diplomats, ranking officials of the
in.telligence community, and anti-socialist
emigrés looked for ways of stepping up subver-
sive propaganda and the psychological war
against the Soviet Union and other socialist
countries. This reactionary assemblage con-
sidered how to involve official institutions and
leading personalities of the capitalist world in
anti-communist actions, and how to use inter-
national negotiations to blackmail and put poli-
tical pressure on socialist countries.

The orchestrators of anti-communist cam-
paigns see the measures being taken by the

Polish government and the Polish United
Workers’ Party against counter-revolution as a
pretext for such campaigns. Indeed, this is, as
the Polish communists likewise note, no more
than a pretext because had there been no Polish
events imperialism’s reactionary circles would
have seized upon something else for a sharp
turn to the right motivated by the reasons we
have already pointed out and with which is
linked the search of the anti-communists for
new, in their opinion, methods of fighting
socialism:

The question that has to be answered is
whether the imperialist forces are in general
able to introduce anything fundamentally new
into the ideology and policy of anti-commu-
nism? This question is answered negatively by
experience and by present-day reality.

Ever since its emergence the revolutionary
working-class movement has had to contend
with anti-communism. As early as the 19th
century it clearly reflected the efforts of the big
bourgeoisie to halt historical progress and per-
petuate exploitation. To achieve this aim the
reactionaries have never shrunk from the most
flagrant violence. After the Paris Commune was
drowned in blood, Karl Marx wrote: “The
civilization and justice of bourgeois order
comes out in its lurid light whenever the slaves
and drudges of that order rise against their mas-
ters. Then this civilization and justice stand
forth as undisguised savagery and lawless
revenge.’’!

There is no end of instances of this barbarism
— recall the white terror unleashed by the
whiteguards and the foreign interventionists
against the revolutionary people of Soviet Rus-
sia; recall the atrocities committed by the nazis.
And even after nazism was defeated the anti-
communists missed no opportunity to stop the
liberation process by force of arms — this is
exemplified by the application of the Truman
doctrine to Greece and the U.S. intervention in
Korea, Vietnam, Guatemala, and the Domini-
can Republic.

The bellicose anti-communism of the Reagan
administration is no new development in im-
perialist policy. For its substance, aims and
basic orientations it is the selfsame anti-
communist policy that capitalism has always
pursued against the forces of progress.

Nonetheless, some new elements may be
pinpointed if present-day anti-communism is
considered from the standpoint of the condi-
tions facilitating its activization and the speci-
fic forms adopted by it.

First, let us note that with the war prepar-
ations of the imperialists having now reaclied
an unprecedentedly high level, anti-commu-
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nism’s inherent role of actuator of international
tension is being enhanced. New features are
being acquired by the fusion of anti-communist
ideology and policy with militarism, and an
extremely aggressive form of anti-communism
is appearing that gives an outlet for imperial-
ism's adventurist aspiration to restore its
supremacy in the world. And further. By using
the most sophisticated means of communica-
tion and information and adapting methods of
social psychology to its needs, anti-communist
propaganda is growing more intensive and
changing its mechanisms of indoctrination.
Propaganda is increasingly becoming a tech-
nology of suggestion, of manipulating people’s
emotions and thinking, a means of creating a
climate favorable for the operation of reaction.

We believe that all these elements must be
taken into account when we assess anti-
communist ‘“‘crusades,” ‘‘marches’” and
“campaigns.” Far from being isolated from
each other, these elements converge, as it were,
into a single channel.

The “crusade” proclaimed by the U.S.
government under the slogan of
“democratizing communist countries’’ is a con-
tinuation and modification of previous anti-
communist actions. It will be recalled that it
was preceded by the “human rights” cam-
paign, whose aim was to drive a wedge be-
tween the socialist countries and the inter-
national communist and working-class move-
ment, on the one hand, and the non-proletarian
democratic movements, on the other. The
course toward the ‘“‘democratization of
communist countries”” complements the
“struggle for human rights’ with the “struggle
against international terrorism.”” As a matter of
fact, such a combination is not new. In 1919
Lenin noted that the world bourgeoisie was
seeking to “stifle the Soviet power, alleging that
it is terrorist and undemocratic.””?

Of course, this change of names spells out a
certain shift of accents in anti-communist
strategy. To some extent the “human rights”
campaign has hit imperialism’s allies — the
reactionary, dictatorial regimes. For that rea-
son, as was noted by the American semi-official
quarterly Foreign Affairs, the Reagan admin-
istration has been applying human rights poli-
cies less publicly.?

By whipping up anti-communism and anti-
Sovietism on a global scale, the U.S. ruling
circles are trying to draw the entire capitalist
world into a confrontation with socialism.
More, they are endeavoring to carry this con-
frontation inte the socialist countries by sup-
porting so-called dissidents and provoking in-
ternal conflicts. They state openly that their aim
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is to destroy the social system in socialist
countries.

Thus, having raised a hue and cry in the
1970s about international law in connection
with the signing of the Helsinki Final Act, im-
perialist circles are now engaging in undis-
guised interference in the internal affairs of
socialist countries, demonstratively flouting
the UN Charter, the Helsinki accords, and the
basic principles of international law. In many
respects this is reminiscent of the old policy
based on the doctrine of “liberating the coun-
tries behind the iron curtain,” which failed so
ignominiously in the 1950s. As in those years,
the plans for instigating counter-revolutionary
elements are linked to the idea of embarking on
various forms of intervention against socialism.
But today political calculations of this sort bear
the hallmarks of extreme adventurism that is
increasing the threat of a world thermonuclear
conflict.

Of course, the anti-communists are debating
whether it is worth making a frontal assault on
socialist countries and progressive democratic
movements regardless of who is affected, or
whether to adopt a differentiated approach to
the ideological adversary, in other words,
whether other means should be used for the
attainment of the same ends. The ultra-reac-
tionary circles, who would like to destroy, in
one sweep, everything that smacks of commu-
nism, declare that it is inexpedient to base the
global strategy of anti-communism on
contradictions among revolutionary forces.
Norman Podhoretz, an ideological guru of the
U.S. neoconservatives, writes: ‘“‘Playing one
communist power against another may be
sound geopolitics, but it increases the difficulty
of explaining to ourselves and our friends what
we are fighting for and what we are fighting
against. It may therefore make it harder to
mobilize the political support without which a
steady and consistent strategy of containment
is impossible.”*

Another school of anti-communism is insist-
ing on using distinctions between socialist
countries, pursuing a selective policy combin-
ing promises and pressure in order to make
individual socialist countries dependent on the
capitalist world and thereby undermine the
cohesion of the socialist community.

Distinctions in tactics do not affect the over-
all anti-socialist thrust of the various schools of
imperialism’s reactionary policy. The ‘“new”
doctrine of anti-communism envisages the use
of every form and method of struggle against
socialist countries and other states whose social
system or policy is not to the taste of imperial-
ism, against all revolutionary movements. It




links up in one “intimidation package” all
known methods of anti-communist activity —
from nuclear blackmail and economic pressure
to political intrigues and ideological warfare.

One more feature of the present situation in
the anti-communist camp is the sharp intensi-
fication of direct attacks on Marxist-Leninist
theory. As distinct from the 1970s, when
“theoretical” anti-communism used the cover
of objectivism, its present spokesmen base their
arguments on a total negation of scientific
socialism. In connection with the centenary of
the death of Karl Marx, bourgeois theorists are
vainly trying to prove that historical develop-
ment does not bear out the viability of scientific
socialism.

At the same time, attempts are being main-
tained to counterpose Marxism to Leninism
and thereby erode the influence of Marxism-
Leninism as an integral theory of the revolu-
tionary working class. Our ideological adver-
saries continue to spread the specious argu-
ment that Lenin “compromised’” Marx’s ideas
by using them “pragmatically”’ in the course of
the socialist revolution and the building of
socialism in the Soviet state. Further, Marx is
often “defended” in this manner by the same
ideologists, who in other theories seek to prove
that Marxism has become “obsolete.” Do they
not contradict themselves? By no means. The
point is that actually it is not a matter of defend-
ing Marx but of offering an apologia of reform-
ism slightly screened by Marxist phraseology,
of striving to use anti-Leninism as a lever to
push the communist movement into
opportunism.

As in politics and propaganda, anti-
communism does not, in its ‘“‘theoretical”
quests, contain anything fundamentally new.
In this area its proponents continue to ignore
the objective historical and social significance
of society’s development and deny that there
are regularities in the class struggle. They attri-
bute social processes mainly to an accidental
concurrence of circumstances or to psycholog-
ical reasons. Agnosticism and overall rejection
of the possibility of understanding the objective
principles guiding historical development are
gaining ground in bourgeois philosophy.

Since the ideologists of the bourgeoisie ig-
nore the actual dialectics of the present epoch
they evolve theories claiming that imperial-
ism's struggle against socialism and the revolu-
tionary movements is an expression of a con-
frontation of different civilizations on the his-
torical scene, of a defense of ‘“Western values,”
and so on. Theories of this kind, it will be
recalled, were the ‘“theoretical” basis of fas-
cism’s anti-communist campaigns. Their

present variants are fulfilling the same role.

An indication of this is the growth of chauvi-
nistic and hegemonistic tendencies in
imperialism'’s ideology and policies. Bellicose,
militarist American anti-communists charac-
terize the policies pursued by Washington in
the 1970s as a “‘strategic retreat” and declare
that the USA must achieve military superiority
over the Soviet Union and use that superiority
toroll back socialism and assert the domination
of U.S. capital in the world. They are demand-
ing the cutting off of economic relations with
the USSR and the abandonment of détente, and
are contending that the USA could win a nu-
clear war. Their credo is: Either we destroy
communism or communism will destroy
Western democracy and civilization. Actually
they are using the screen of anti-communism in
a bid to make U.S. imperialism supreme in the
world.

This course logically leads to a close link
between the official ideology of the U.S. ruling
circles and the most reactionary — chauvinis-
tic, racist, and neofascist — doctrines. In
foreign policy this is seen in the growth of
all-sided support for the semi-fascist, dictato-
rial regimes of South Africa, El Salvador,
Guatemala, Honduras and South Korea, and in
the assistance extended to enemies of the
peoples of Afghanistan, Kampuchea, Angola
and other countries.

Moreover, a sign of imperialism’s growing
reactionary character is the further activation of
Zionism, in which Judaic clericalism is fusing
with racism and aggressive anti-communism.
This is in fact neither an ethnic nor a religious
phenomenon: it is an ideological and political
instrument of the international monopoly
bourgeoisie, notably of U.S. imperialism.
Zionist capital controls a large part of the
capitalist world’s ideological machine. It con-
trols international press agencies, newspapers
and magazines with large circulations, the
Hollywood film industry, and big publishing
facilities. Making capital out of the sufferings
that millions of Jews underwent under nazism,
Zionist propaganda is trying to create the false
impression that Zionism articulates the in-
terests of all Jews and that its adversaries are
anti-Semites and continuers of the dirty work of
the nazis. Actually, it is Zionism that preaches
chauvinistic ideals and conducts a policy of
genocide toward the Palestinian and other
Arab peoples, that continues the fascist
practices.

The fact that anti-communism is figuring
more prominently in the policies and ideology
of imperialism is due primarily to the latter’s
striving to halt the growing influence of
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Marxism-Leninism and of the example of exist-
ing socialism on world social development.
Scientific socialism is winning over the masses
as it asserts itself in historical practice. A
hundred years ago many people felt that Marx’s
ideas about society’s transition from capitalism
to a new social system, the historic role of the
working class and its revolutionary parties, the
inevitable downfall of the colonial system, and
the possibility of preventing wars were no more
than a utopian dream. But as decade followed
decade they became reality and acquired a
colossal influence over the life of nations.
Marxism-Leninism is asserting itself in the so-
cial consciousness as a genuinely scientific
world view, as the only sure theory giving the
working people a realistic program of struggle
for peace, democracy and social justice.

In this article we have characterized some
features of present-day anti-communism that
strikingly meet the eye when the general situa-
tion is assessed. But we, Czechoslovak com-
munists, encounter echoes of anti-communism
in Czechoslovakia, too. The anti-communist
campaign directed against socialist democracy
in Czechoslovakia on the basis of the so-called
Charter 77 ended in failure. It was denounced
emphatically by the Czechoslovak people.
After this fiasco enemy centers modified their
tactics in the hope of finding some base in a
distorted image of socio-economic reality. On
the one hand, the propaganda paid by them is
alleging that we are cultivating “goulash
socialism,” giving the people a decent living
standard solely in order to keep them from
“engaging in politics.” On the other hand,
rumors are spread to the effect that the Czecho-
slovak economy is on the verge of bankruptcy,
attempts are made to question our social pros-
pects. Bourgeois propaganda goes to all lengths
in its slander in order to evoke the distrust of
the population, particularly of the workers, for
the party’s policies. It makes much of transient
problems, obscures the relationship between
the past and present, between the essential and
the particular in society’s life, and distorts the
basic tendencies of socialism’s development.
Each of our shortcomings is presented as a sign
that an unstoppable decline is beginning.

Of course, as it develops our society en-
counters problems. The 16th congress of the
Communist Party of Czechoslovakia mapped
out concrete ways and means of tackling new
tasks. Without closing our eyes to the problems
facing the country, we are certain that they will
he resolved. Our confidence derives from the
exrerience of history and the convincing
achievements of socialism in Czechoslovakia.
A social vice like unemployment has not been
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known in the republic for a long time. All the
people enjoy a guaranteed right to work, social
insurance, and full-fledged participation in
running the affairs of state and society. Marked
changes have taken place in the working class
during the years of socialist construction. Its
material condition has improved visibly, it has
become more active politically, its professional
and general education level has risen, and its
leading role in society has been strengthened.
The cooperated countryside has come level
with the town in the lifetime of a single genera-
tion in terms of social development and has
drawn close to it in terms of culture. The
dynamic economic and cultural growth of
Slovakia and the development of the federal
political system have reinforced the unity be-
tween Czechs and Slovaks, among all the
nationalities inhabiting Czechoslovakia. There
have been striking advances in education, sci-
ence, art and literature. The intelligentsia now
plays a more significant social role. There has
been a fundamental change in the status of
women, and the opportunities open to young
people are greater than they have ever been. In
all areas of the life of the nation there have been
tangible changes as a result of the progress
along the road to socialism.

The difficulties we are tackling are entirely
different from those encountered by capitalist
society. The CPCz is working to ensure a
further growth of the people’s political activity,
to secure their maximum participation in the
settlement of all problems arising from socialist
construction. It regards the enhancement of the
efficiency and cost-effectiveness of production
not as an end in itself but as the principal condi-
tion for achieving a higher living standard and
promoting the all-sided development of each
person in accordance with the needs and in-
terests of society.

Czechoslovak reality in no way resembles the
misrepresentations being spread by anti-com-
munist propaganda. By launching one smear
attack against socialism after another, this
propaganda only demonstrates its helpless-
ness against the realities of socialism. Anti-com-
munism is organically unable to offer an alter-
native to the new social system and resolve
urgent problems in the interests of the people. It
has no future. However, our confidence that
anti-communism will ultimately fall flat
should not prevent us from seeing that it is a
threat to the cause of peace and social progress.

Present-day anti-communism is growing in-
creasingly active not only in the context of a
confrontation with socialism but also in all
other directions of the attack on the new and
progressive, on democracy and the freedom of




the peoples. This attack is part of the imperialist
“crusade,” which has many political targets
worldwide.

In capitalist countries the anti-communist
crusaders are fighting a war chiefly against the
communist and working-class movement.
Propaganda baiting of communists is com-
bined with ideological maneuvering calculated
to discredit existing socialism, defame its
domestic and foreign policies, and thereby
undermine socialism’s prestige and influence
in the working-class movement, among the
working masses, and try to emasculate this
movement of its anti-capitalist content. As in
the past, these attempts are simultaneously di-
rected at driving a wedge between the com-
munist parties of the capitalist world and the
socialist community, to fragment the com-
munist movement, which is the international
force of the working people.

Anti-communism is increasingly deter-
mining the content and aims of imperialistic
strategy in developing countries. Under
colonialism it performed chiefly “preventive”
functions with the purpose of sustaining a cor-
don sanitaire between the colonial world and
socialism, of preventing the forces of national
liberation from acting together with the inter-
national communist and working-class move-
ment. But today the ideas of socialism are sink-
ing ever deeper roots in the minds of the people
in Asia, Africa and Latin America, and in some
new states have become the lodestar of social
changes. The response to this has been a sharp
vitalization of anti-communism, which per-
meates the strategy of neocolonialism and
manifests itself in acts of armed violence in El
Salvador, Nicaragua, Angola, Lebanon and
other countries, and also in economic, political
and propaganda actions against the forces of
progress, against the strengthening of the al-
liance of these forces with socialism.

The experience of history and the present-
day practice of the class struggle show that
anti-communism is hostile to the interests of all

revolutionary and democratic movements. It is
quite natural, therefore, that it meets growing
resistance from the working class and its revo-
lutionary vanguard in industrialized capitalist
countries, and that the progressive forces in the
developing states see it as a weapon of
imperialism, neo-colonialism and racism. As
an extreme reactionary expression of imperial-
ist policy and ideology, present-day anti-com-
munism is in conflict with the interests of large
sections of society, including a considerable
segment of the bourgeoisie. More, it carries out

definite hegemonistic functions in the capital-
ist world on behalf of U.S. imperialism. The
“crusade” against communism proclaimed by
the U.S. administration is also aimed at dis-
ciplining and subordinating to Washington the
centers of political and economic strength
competing with it, namely, Western Europe
and Japan. Small wonder that this action by the
White House evoked a less than enthusiastic
response from the USA'’s allies, as was shown
clearly by the opposition of some of them to the
U.S. actions to impose an economic boycott on
the USSR and other socialist countries. More-
over, in the capitalist countries there is growing
resistance to Washington’s preparations for a
nuclear war which are being carried out under
cover of the “Soviet threat” myth. The militarist
adventurism of the U.S. anti-communists is
encountering mounting protests throughout
the world and sharp criticism in the USA itself.

Anti-communism is today in conflict not
only with the needs of social development but
also with the advanced ideas propounded by
the bourgeoisie when it entered the world stage
as a new force, the ideas of democracy and
humanism, and belief in progress and the
human intelligence. Bacon, the French en-
cyclopedists, Voltaire and Rousseau among
them, and other giants of the human spirit en-
riched the treasure-store of world culture with
these ideas. By comparison, what a squalid pic-
ture is formed by the obscurantist ideology of
the modern monopoly bourgeoisie. The

- strategists of anti-communism have no alter-

native to counting on the standing traditions of
exploiting society, on the inertia of the related
habits, notions, norms of morality, and psycho-
logical patterns. They would like to preserve
fossilized prejudices and fear of change in
society.

Marx wrote that the “tradition of all the dead
generations weighs like a nightmare on the
brain of the living.””s The influence of deep-
seated conservative notions on the public mind
should not be underrated. The anti-com-
munists can for some time sustain or resuscitate
some of them and thereby compel opposition to

the new society.

History and present-day life show that in any
of its forms anti-communism is incompatible
with social progress, democracy and human-

ism, that the struggle against it is an indis-
pensable condition for consolidating peace, a
vital prerequisite for asserting the principles of
freedom, equality and social justice. The at-
titude to anti-communism is a criterion of the
class consciousness of working people and, at
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the same time, a criterion of the humanism and
civilization of our contemporaries.
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reviews

A survey of literature on the Cold War pub-
lished in the USA, Great Britain and France.

The international situation has been consider-
ably aggravated by the persistent efforts of the
aggressive imperialist circles, those of the USA
in the first place, to break the strategic balance,
secure military superiority for itself, and sub-
ject world events to its will. The new round of
the arms race — especially of the nuclear mis-
siles race — unleashed by these circles could
lead to even greater instability in the world.
Everywhere millions and millions of people
have been rising up against the threat hanging
over humankind, demanding an end to the
slide toward a nuclear catastrophe and
improvement of the international political
climate.

But their strivings come up against a formid-
able barrier — the Cold War.

One could ask: Is it true to say that the Cold
War is being waged today? If one judges by
certain statements and practical activities of
today’s high-ranking Washington politicians, a
Cold War has undoubtedily been declared and
is being waged by them against socialism. And
not only a psychological war. It is enough to
consider Reagan's campaign against the
USSR-Western Europe gas pipeline. The Presi-
dent’s sanctions were later lifted because of the
resistance of the West European countries, but
other measures taken by the government re-
main in force against those within the USA
who would like to have normal business rela-
tions with the Soviet Union. Recent press re-
ports say that during the special operation
“Exodus” launched by the Roagan administra-
tion in October 1981, almost 50 representatives
of different firms were crudely blackmailed,
baited and even imprisoned; their only crime
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The stumbling block

was that they traded or simply planned to trade
with the Soviet Union. If these are not Cold War
methods, what are they? And what about the
economic sanctions against the Polish People’s
Republic?

Can humankind, which is divided into two
opposing socio-economic systems, avoid the
Cold War? Yes, it can, answer the communists.
It was they who immediately put forward the
alternative — the principles of peaceful coexis-
tence of states with different social systems —
in the first country to establish worker-peasant
power. Today, more and more people under-
stand the historic significance of that alter-
native, which is the only way to avoid a nu-
clear war.

The books under review were printed by
bourgeois publishers. They say a lot about how
the Cold War arose, and who is responsible for
its appearance. The authors — to the extent of
their desire and within the limits of their world
outlook and political position — also seek to
answer the question as to whether or not it is
possible to live without the Cold War. How-
ever, it should be pointed out immediately that
they all have a common, basic flaw, or, if one
may put it this way, they all have the same
sturnbling block — anti-Sovietism, which is
especially deeply rooted in the United States.
Even Noam Chomsky, the anti-militarist scien-
tist and sharp critic of Washington’s foreign
policy, who is well known in the USA and
abroad, suffers from this bias. His series of es-
says on the political history of the modern
world entitled “Toward a New Cold War" (pub-
lished in the USA in several editions, the last in
1982)! seeks to hold the United States and the
Soviet Union equally responsible for the Cold
War and stops short of the line separating the
socialist world from the capitalist. Offering no




valid substantiation for his assumptions —
since there are none — he asserts that what the
USSR does in the international arena is essen-
tially no different from what the USA does.

Chomsky offers no way out of the Cold War.
His inability to cope successfully with this
problem is related, in our opinion, to his far-
fetched and groundless concept that both pow-
ers have a vested interest in the Cold War.

It is generally accepted that the Cold War
began in 1946 with Winston Churchill’s Ful-
ton, Missouri, speech on March 5. It was from
that point on that anti-Sovietism became the
dominant trend in U.S. post-war policy, the
smokescreen behind which U.S. imperialist
plans for world domination were carried out.

The anti-Soviet trend in the United States
lurked close to the surface even when the two
countries were allied in the war to defeat the
axis powers. I myself witnessed it as a soldier in
the U.S. army when a major demanded to know
my position in the event of a war with the
Soviet Union, at the very moment when Soviet
soldiers were battling their way to the Elbe to
join hands with U.S. soldiers over the corpse of
Nazism; and again, at the end of the war, in
occupied Korea, when another U.S. major came
running out of his quarters in the middle of the
night hysterically shouting, “The Russians are
coming!” because he had heard blasting to the
south where U.S. army engineers were build-
ing a new road through the hills.

French author André Fontaine goes so far
as to say in his History of the Cold War? that
this was was the “illegitimate offspring of the
Bolshevik Revolution’ (p. 3), after which he,
too, peddles the idea that the two biggest
powers have a stake in promoting it. In his
zeal to put responsibility for the Cold War on
the first socialist state, he deliberately ignores
such well-known facts as the Decree on
Peace, the first act of the new Soviet govern-
ment, and Lenin’s proclamation of peaceful
coexistence as the basic principle of Soviet
foreign policy. Fontaine’'s ‘“‘illegitimate off-
spring”’ has meaning only in the sense that
since 1917 capitalism has had the never-
changing strategic goal of destroying
socialism.

Representing a widespread viewpoint of
the bourgeois-liberal intellectuals, Fon-
taine’s stance is that of “a plague on both your
houses.'’ Hence his Eurocentrism: . . . in the
era of super-powers, who except Europe can
speak to the world in the language of justice
and freedom with enough authority and yet
without being suspected of wanting to dom-
inate it?” (p. 491).

U.S. State Department official Hugh De

Santis provides convincing proof in his The
Diplomacy of Silence, published simul-
taneously in the USA and Great Britain,? that
the ground for the Cold War was prepared in
the USA from before it became a policy. The
author also undertakes a psychological study
of leading U.S. diplomats accredited to the

Soviet Union and Eastern Europe since 1933.
He writes: ““The diplomat’s cultural image of
Soviet Russia and the Slavic lands of Eastern
Europe . .. mirrored the ethnocentric and ra-
cial prejudices that permeated American so-
ciety during the early years of the 20th cen-
tury (and we can add, they still do. — J.W.),
particularly the urban, nativist, upper-mid-
dle class of American society. Reared in this
social milieu, career diplomats carried with
them a stereotype of Southern and Eastern
European immigrants as dirty, unruly, in-
ferior and uncivilized people who had vul-
garized American social, political and moral
life” (p. 21).

Even if we consider the Soviet-U.S.
relationship from this limited, narrow level
of social psychology, these words indict the
U.S. ruling circles. It is they, afterall, who are
the fountainheads of this social psychology,
the initiators of antagonistic, hostile attitudes
toward the Soviet Union and other socialist
countries.

Is this the attitude in the Soviet Union to
the people of the United States? Even visitors
to the USSR from the capitalist world, visitors
whom one could hardly suspect of being
sympathetic to socialism, note the friendly
feelings of the Soviet people toward the
people of the United States, though everyone
in the Soviet Union understands that no good
is to be expected from the U.S. imperialists.
For example, in his book The Russians and
the Americans (perhaps the most objective of
the books under review), well-known jour-
nalist Jules Archer* quotes Sir William Hay-
ter, former British ambassador to the USSR,
who noted that ‘‘the average Russian tends to
look on America with a good deal of sym-
pathy ...” (p. 10). Archer also cites Mark
Twain, who admitted that he felt at home in
Russia, as well as other present-day U.S. not-
ables who have made similar remarks.

Obviously, a different kind of social
psychology exists in the Soviet Union, one
that is also class-inspired, but with this dif-
ference: it springs from the working class and
its party, the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union — the working class in power, which
has no aspirations to dominate other peoples
and nations.

U.S. participants in Peace March-82 re-
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ported that the Soviet people are dedicated to
peace and friendship with all peoples and
that they differentiate between the people of
the United States and the bellicose Cold War
policies of the Reagan administration. The
foreigners saw for themselves how great
multitudes turned out to greet them in all
Soviet cities on the line of march, for there is
not one famrily in the USSR which did not
lose a dear one in World War II. The peace
marchers could see, hear and feel for them-
selves that the Soviet people, the Communist
Party, the government and all the mass organ-
izations are as one for peace and disarma-
ment. The peace movement in the Soviet
Union is the entire country.

The social psychology which predom-
inates in a society is, to a large extent, a reflec-
tion of the aims of the dominant class.
Chomsky records the interesting fact that al-
ready during World War II, the War and Peace
Studies Project of the Council on Foreign
Relations® formulated a plan for a geographic
“Grand Area’” which was subsequently to be
extended to a global economy under U.S.
dominance (pp. 96, 97). Chomsky sees the
U.S. Cold War as being aimed to establish
U.S. dominance in this “Grand Area” and
directed against U.S. imperialism’s partner-
rivals as well as against the former colonies
and developing countries. Judging the Soviet
Union in the same way, he asserts that it
“created its own power bloc” (p. 204).

The author relates the danger of an intensi-
fication of a new Cold War to the evolution of
the ‘“‘post-war bipolar system'’ into
““‘something more complex,” to the decline of

the two super-powers in relation to the blocs
they had created, and to the effort to regain

their respective dominant positions (ibid.).
As already noted, his failure really to under-
stand existing socialism leads Chomsky to
attribute to the Soviet Union the same
world-domination motives and impulses that
he correctly attributes to U.S. imperialism.

How the United States proceeded to carry
out this plan for the “Grand Area’’ becomes
evident from Eisenhower and the Cold War,®
a book written by Robert Divine, Professor of
History at Texas State University.

The Eisenhower years in the White House
can serve as a textbook example of the truth of
Lenin’s words in his polemic with Kautsky:
“Take foreign policy. In no bourgeois state,
even in the most democratic, is it conducted
openly. The people are deceived everywhere,
and in democratic France, Switzerland,
America and Britain this is done in an
incomparably subtler manner than in other
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countries. The Soviet Government has torn
the veil of mystery from foreign policy in a
revolutionary manner. Kautsky has not
noticed this, he keeps silent about it, al-
though in the era of predatory wars and secret
treaties for the ‘division of spheres of in-
fluence’ (i.e., for the partition of the world
among the capitalist bandits) this is of cardi-
nal importance, for on it depends the ques-
tion of peace, the life and death of tens of
millions of people.”””

Eisenhower is remembered as the man
who, on leaving the presidency, warned
Americans against the omnipotent military-
industrial complex. And, as well, before and
during his term as president he said many
laudable things, such as “We must learn to
live in this world to accommodate ourselves
that we may live at peace with others whose
basic philosophy may be very different”
(p. 10).

But what of the actual record?

In winning the Republican nomination for
President, “Ike”’ promised to take the offensive
in the Cold War. He accepted that party’s plat-
form repudiating the Yalta agreement and cal-
ling for the “liberation of the captive peoples.”
He endorsed Dulles’ concept of liberation: ‘“The
only way to stop a head-on collision with the
Soviet Union is to break it up from within"
(p. 16).

Eisenhower is the president who pro-
claimed: “The one — the only — way to win
World War IIl is to prevent it” (p. 16), and is the
same president whose National Security Coun-
cil issued a basic policy statement (162/2) de-
claring that, if threatened, “the USA will con-
sider nuclear weapons to be as available to use
as other munitions” (pp. 36-37). It was Eisen-
hower who threatened to use the atom bomb to
end the Korean War (p. 29); and again, against
China “if it intervened in Indochina” (p. 51);
and again against China in 1955 and 1956 in
relation to the offshore islands (p. 67); and yet
again “to prevent any unfriendly forces from
moving into Kuwait” (p. 102).

Despite his apparently calm and reasoned
words about living at peace with others whose
basic philosophy differed, Anthony Eden (then
British Foreign Secretary) found Eisenhower to
be “obsessed by the fear of a communist Iran”
(p. 74). Eisenhower believed, Divine writes,
that “monolithic communism lay behind the
turmoil in the Orient” (p. 33).% It was during his
administration that SEATO was formed to
parallel NATO “to prevent the extension of
communism” (p. 54); and he held that the

‘““communists were responsible for the trouble
in Lebanon in 1958” (p. 98).




Divine describes Eisenhower’s foreign policy
strategy as one of “deliberate deception™ (p.
66). Here is an example from the book of how
this policy was implemented concretely.

The USA moved its forces into Lebanon in
1958. A principal aim, according to Divine, was
to show the world that the USA was now in
charge in the Middle East. Publicly, Eisen-
hower said this was done “to stem the Soviet
tide,” despite the fact that ‘‘there was no evi-
dence of Soviet activity in Lebanon” (p. 101),
and despite the fact that “the Russians had
never shown the ambitions attributed to them
by Eisenhower and Dulles in the Middle East”
(p. 96).

Commenting on a 1953 speech by Eisen-
hower to the American Society of Newspaper
Editors, Divine writes: “The president was ask-
ing the Soviets to give up all they had gained
since World War Il without offering anything
more substantial in return than American
goodwill” (p. 108). This was one of the earliest
attempts of imperialism to confront the USSR
with a completely unrealistic, unacceptable
“zero option” proposal. Another was Eisen-
hower’'s “open skies” proposal of frequent ae-
rial inspection of each other’s territory, made at
the Geneva summit in 1955. The deception in
this proposal is revealed in Eisenhower’s pri-
vate remark: “Mutual agreements for such
overflights would undoubtedly benefit us more
than the Russians” (p. 121).

His “Atoms for Peace” speech at the UN was
another “zero option” which he privately de-
scribed as “psychological warfare” since “the
United States could afford to reduce its atomic
stockpile by two or three times the amount the
Russians might contribute and still improve
our position ..."” (p. 114).

The foregoing is but a partial record of the
deliberate deception of the Cold War strategy of
the Eisenhower administration.

Can anyone come up with anything compar-
able to this record to lay at the door of the Soviet
Union? Never!

Showing the many similarities between U.S.
prosecution of the Cold War and its attempts to
revive it today. Chomsky nonetheless affirms
that because of changed conditions “Europe
and Japan pose a greater potential threat to U.S.
world power than the Soviet Union, if they
move toward a more independent role” (p.
205).

But it is in the kernel of this idea that we have
the major reason why the attempts by the
Potomac hawks to revive the Cold War can
never be a duplicate of the Cold War of the 40s
and 50s. That Cold War occurred only because

dollar imperialism was able to enforce an anti-

Soviet and anti-socialist unity on Western
Europe and Japan, who were vitally dependent
on U.S. assistance for recovery from the ravages
to their economy during the war.

Today, the Cold War is virtually a “‘one-man
show,” with the performer decked out in stars-
and-stripes. (One should possibly add that a
well-known female British performer has been
playing up to the one performer, having ob-
viously learned well the commandments of Sir
Winston Churchill, the first Cold War
ideologist and one of her predecessors in the
post of British Conservative leader and head of
government.) U.S. monopoly capital is now
engaged in economic warfare with Western
Europe and Japan rather than aiding them. On
the other hand, trade and business cooperation
with the Soviet Union and other socialist coun-
tries serves to prevent the economic crisis in
Western Europe and Japan from being much
worse than it is. As the London Observer put it,
‘“President Reagan has recently been conduct-
ing foreign policy with all the delicacy of an
elephant on an escalator. For the Europeans,
peaceful coexistence with Russia is indis-
pensable and détente desirable.”®

The return of U.S. foreign policy to the ways
of Cold War by no means puts an end to inter-
national détente, as some officials in Washing-
ton and other capitals in the capitalist world
had been quick to declare. Détente, in fact, is
very much alive on the European continent
where its importance is underlined by the fact
that this continent was the origin of two world
wars. The speeches by Yuri Andropov, General
Secretary of the CPSU CC, in Moscow and
Prague show that the Soviet Union is fully
committed to work for the strengthening of
peace on a world scale.

What we have today in U.S. policy is some-
thing more dangerous than the Cold War: itisa
hot, nuclear frenzy of a cabal which would
push the world to the abyss if it does not accede
to its will. It is more dangerous because this
cabal has monstrous destructive potential in its
hands. Their drive to doomsday is propelled by
the fear that this may be the last chance for U.S.
imperialism to gain world domination.

One of the glaring weaknesses of Chomsky's
book is the author’s failure to go beyond critical
comments on the political dishonesty and
immorality of U.S. defenders of the Cold War,
his failure to discuss how the catastrophe
threatening the world can be averted.

Unfortunately, the “two super-power equal
responsibility’ thesis is also the starting point
of Beyond the Cold War: A New Approach to
the Arms Race and Nuclear Annihilation'® by
British Professor of History E.P. Thompson.
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This author also regards the Cold War as “a
habit supported by powerful material interests
in both blocs” (p. 33). But whereas the main
thrust of Chomsky’s book is a critical exposure
of U.S. imperialism and its intellectual servants
— and it at least does not relieve the USA of the
responsibility for the Cold War — Thompson
manages to impute all responsibility for it to the
Soviet Union.

Holding the Cold War responsible for “the
cause of peace and the cause of freedom falling
apart” (p. 49) — whatever that means — the
author proposes uniting Western peace move-
ments with the so-called dissidents in the
socialist countries, seeing in this the “third
way” of struggle against the military threat.

Rejecting détente and peaceful coexistence
as “having been licensed by the super-powers”’
(can he be talking about Mr. Reagan?!),
Thompson declares that the Cold War can be
ended only in one of two ways: either “by de-
struction of European civilization or by reun-
ification of European political culture” (p. 50).
Since the author is against a nuclear holocaust,
he suggests destabilizing the Cold War system
from below, i.e., “to unglue nations from their
alliances which might then — as Poland and
Greece have shown us — fall back into their
inherited national traditions” (p. 51). We can-
not but ask, such as the Poland of a wealthy
landed aristocracy saddled on the backs of an
impoverished peasantry and working class?
And for that matter, Greece has still to “unglue”
itself from NATO and U.S. military bases.

His omissions speak no less loudly. For
example, he has nothing to say about the
numerous Soviet peace initiatives, ignoring
them like Washington does. He ‘“does not
notice” the violations of civil and trade union
rights in the United States and other Western
“democracies,” but he is extremely concerned
about the fate of “freedom” in the Eastern
European countries.

What he aims for with his “third path” was
previewed in Vienna at the end of Peace
March-82 in an “East-West Dialogue” organ-
ized by his group. Theie, he was one of the
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speakers for the West, the East was ‘“rep-
resented” by a few dissidents from the Soviet
Union and Czechoslovakia resident abroad
who spoke in the service not of peace, but of the
Cold War waged by imperialism — the
“dialogue” of the ventriloquist and his dummy.

Thompson’s ideas objectively serve not the
cause of peace but those who are prepared to do
away with it. His “‘third way” is an attempt to
split the peace forces, to prevent their unity and
turn the peace movement against the Soviet
Union. As such, his book is a kind of Trojan
horse inside the peace movement, another
weapon in the Cold War pretending to be a
weapon to end that war.

Yes, the Cold War methods poison relations
between peoples and must become a thing of
the past. Only relations based on the principles
of peaceful coexistence can save humankind
from fear of the future and ensure the fruitful
and businesslike cooperation of all countries,
and their firm trust in each other. This was
reiterated by the Political Declaration of the
Warsaw Treaty member states — the main
document of the Prague Meeting of the Political
Consultative Committee (January 1983). Only
trust can overcome the stumbling block over
which the authors of the books under review
either tripped or which they did not want to
remove.

James West

CC Political Bureau Member,
Communist Party of the USA
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Under the guise of academism

Justus M. van der Kroef, Communism in
South-East Asia, London and Basingstoke,
The Macmillan Press Ltd., 1981, 342 pp.

The author is an American politologist closely
linked with anti-communist research centers.
The publishers present his new book as “a
comparative historical and analytical study of
the origin of communist ideology and the oper-
ations of the communist parties and govern-
ments in Southeast Asia against the back-
ground of the nationalist resurgence in the
early decades of this century, the relationship
with Moscow and Peking, and the changing
socio-economic and political situation within
the region.”

It is only fair to say that the author has care-
fully studied nearly all that has been written on
the subject to date. As a bourgeois politological
work his book is perhaps the first to meticu-
lously describe not only parties belonging to the
international communist movement but even
small extremist groups which have made
themselves more or less conspicuous (by their
shrill pronouncements) and parade as “com-
munists’’ for no obvious reason or are regarded
as such by the author. Incidentally, this con-
fusion puzzles the enlightened reader. All
signs are, however, that the book is not in-
tended for him but for the “general reader,”
who usually has a false notion of communist
activity and reads unquestioningly, taking an
“expert’s’” words at their face value.

The book hardly defines communism (or
scientific socialism) at all. It only hints that
communism is ‘“dangerous.” Right at the be-
ginning the author claims that the Marxist-
Leninist doctrine is ‘‘foreign’’ to Asian peoples.
From what he writes, life in Asia was normal
and peaceful, with people following their tradi-
tions, until the “calamity’”’ overtook them. “. ..
The introduction of communism into the in-
dividual Southeast Asian countries was heav-
ily dependent on foreigners ...” (p. 58).

This claim is so battered that one cannot
repress an ironic smile. Anyone who has at
least an elementary idea of why the communist
doctrine came into being, how and when,
knows that the idea of a revolutionary trans-
formation of the world by the oppressed and
exploited is international by nature and is
cherished by the working people in any part of
the globe. What matters is not where in terms of

geography this harmonious doctrine took
shape but the fact that it has proved strong and
has gripped the minds of the masses because it
is true.

Having called Marxism-Leninism “foreign,”
van der Kroef cannot help going further by
posing the communist movement against other
liberation movements that historically pre-
ceded the rise of communist parties in South-
east Asian countries. He offers no explanation
for this even though the “general reader” evi-
dently needs it.

It should be clear that the struggle for na-
tional liberation began with the imposition of
colonial rule on these countries (which hap-
pened long before the emergence of scientific
socialism). Being the ideology of the working
class, the most advanced and politically con-
scious part of society, communism fully ex-
presses, among others, the idea of national lib-
eration from foreign exploiters and invaders.
This idea is inherent in communism, which
also offers the masses the prospect of deliver-
ance from their “own” exploiters, that is, of
socio-economic liberation. Capitalism began to
dig its own grave in the countries seized by it,
for the peoples could not tolerate colonial
plunder, arbitrariness and subjection in-
definitely. “In the long run,” Lenin wrote,
“capitalism itself is educating and training the
vast majority of the population of the globe for
the struggle.”"

The author is compelled to mention the im-
pact of the victory of the Great October Socialist
Revolution in Russia on popular struggles in
Asia. However, he interprets this impact in the
most vulgar manner; he writes that the Comin-
tern was formed and that following its second
congress, which adopted “Theses on the Na-
tional and the Colonial Questions,” agents of
that organization made their way into countries
of the region to found communist parties “at
the behest” of Moscow (see p. 59). Yet he ought
to know well, for he has made a close study of
the history of the Communist Party of Indo-
nesia,? that this party sprang up in May 1920,
that is, before the second congress of the Com-
intern met, at a time when the working-class
movement in the country surged high and on
the basis of the Marxist Indian® Social Demo-
cratic Association and Sarekat Islam, a national
mass organization.

One must either be ignorant of the reasons for
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the rise of working people’s revolutionary
organizations, or deliberately falsify history to
attribute an upswing in class struggle to any-
body’s volition, order or instructions. As it
would be discourteous to deny that the author
is competent, one must necessarily suspect him
of the latter.

Van der Kroef does not scruple to interpret
well-known developments in the history of our
party at will, as he has done earlier. For in-
stance, he describes the popular uprising
against the Dutch colonizers in 1926 and 1927
under the leadership of the CPI, founded a few
years before, as a “‘coup attempt’ (see p. 6).
Also, he blames the communists for the prov-
ocation which the reactionary cabinet of Mo-
hammad Hatta staged against the CPI and other
left forces in the East Java town of Madiun on
September 18, 1948 (see p. 33). No wonder that,
identifying himself with Indonesian reaction-
aries, he regards the CPI as the originator of the
bloody events of 1965 although many docu-
ments of our party spell out their nature clearly
and conclusively. There was, in particular, the
“Answer of the CC CPI to Kopkamtib''4 (1979).
It showed up the falsity of Kopkamtib’s White
Book treating of these events, analyzed their
true nature and mechanism and named the real
culprits. Another indication of the author’s bias
is that while quoting freely from the White

Book, he says not a word about the CPI reply
to it.

Van der Kroef deals similarly with other
material concerning the communist movement
in Southeast Asian countries. The abundance
of references to and quotations from com-
munist as weii as bourgeois and other sources
seems to suggest that he has no preconceived

ideas. But on taking a closer look, one realizes
that he calls in question those of the com-
munists’ statements which he does not like,
and fails to relate “suitable” statements with
the context, preferring to comment on them
from a definite angle.

What the author is particularly biassed on,
however, is probably neither this, nor the
bourgeois propaganda clichés appearing here
and there (such as a “party sponsored by Mos-
cow’’). He deliberately makes no distinction
between “communists” and communists: be-
tween the monstrous Pol Pot regime, which
was out to destroy its own people, and socialist
Vietnam, between various bands posing as
“communist” and terrorizing the civilian
population of certain Southeast Asian coun-
tries, on the one hand, and parties that have
dissociated from extremism and emphatically
condemn it, on the other. The book also sounds
a standard “warning’’ against the ‘“‘threat” al-
leged to come to all the peoples of Indochina
from Vietnam as a product of Vietnamese-
Soviet friendship.

The American politoiogist’s work has little in
common with real history and the present-day
realities of the communist movement in this
important region of the planet.

Satiajaya Sudiman
Leadership member,
CP of Indonesia

1. V.I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 33, p. 500.

2. In 1965 Justus M. van der Kroef published The
Communist Party of Indonesia, Its History, Program and

Tactics and in 1971, Indonesia after Sukarno. — Ed.

3. Prior to winning independence, Indonesia was cal-
led the Netherlands East Indies. — Ed.

4. Kopkamtib, short for Preservation of Order and Se-

curity Command, chief repressive agency of General
Suharto’s regime. — Ed.

Released from detention

Amaro Valentim do Nascimento (Brazil),
member of the Editorial Council of World
Marxist Review, has returned to his post in
Prague from Rio de Janeiro. While in his home-
land he was invited by the newspaper Voz da
Unidade to a seminar it was sponsoring to con-
sider problems related to the country’s eco-
nomic, public and political life, and also the
question of legalizing the Brazilian Communist
Party. On December 13, as the seminar was
about to begin, police broke into the news-
paper’s offices, made a shambles of it, and took
all the 91 persons present into custody. They
were interrogated for many hours, the pretext
being that they were in transgression of the
national security law.

This arbitrary action outraged democratic
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opinion in Brazil and the world. Many parties,
trade unions, public organizations and indi-
vidual citizens demanded the immediate re-
lease of the persons who had been detained, the
legalization of the BCP, and the repeal of this
reactionary law.

This solidarity wrested Amaro Valentim do
Nascimento and his comrades from the hands
of the police, and they are now free. However,
the case of the participants in the seminar is
being examined by a military tribunal and in
the event charges are preferred against them
they will be in danger of imprisonment. In this
connection the newspaper Voz da Unidade is
underscoring the significance of further
solidarity actions by the democratic forces
against arbitrary rule.
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