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LABOR AND CAPITAL

The workers of Turin speaking:
economic demands, political tasks

The conditions of the working class in Italy and their struggle to improve them,
the work of the Communist Party—these were the subject of a recent discussion
between members of the Editorial Board of the journal, representatives of the
fraternal Parties on the Board, and a delegation of Turin workers—activists

and functionaries of the Italian Communist Party.

Opening the meeting, Y. P. Frantsev, Editor-in-Chief, said that the experience
of the struggle of the Turin workers, one of the leading contingents of the ltalian
proletariat, was of considerable interest. M. Rossi, representative of the Italian
Communist Party on the journal, noted for his part that conditions in Turin
reflected the specific difficulties connected with the domination there of one

giant monopoly—Fiat.

Many of the problems today facing the
Italian Communist Party, said Vito Damico,
member of its Central Committee and
deputy secretary of the Piedmont Regional
Committee, were discussed at a Confer-
ence of Communist workers, held in Turin
last December.

We wanted to establish the causes for
the deterioration in the conditions of the
Italian workers, the reasons for their wide-
spread dissatisfaction. To this end we
decided to study conditions at 102 factories
in the Piedmont region and to take polls
of workers.*

We tried to show the connection between
the worsening of the conditions of the
workers and the nature of the present
economic growth or, to be more precise,
capitalist expansion.

Proceeding from this we focussed atten-
tion at the Turin conference on how to
raise the general resistance of the workers
and compel an improvement in the existing
situation. We hold that the worsening con-
ditions of the working class are also due
to the political crisis in Italy. Trade union

*See World Marxist Review, No. 2 (1968). —Ed.

action, therefore, is not enough. A political

way out of the present political crisis must
be explored.

CAPITALIST EXPANSION AND
INTENSIFIED EXPLOITATION

Speaking of the labor conditions and
the fight of the workers, V. Damico said
that a feature of Italian employers today
was their so-called policy of effectiveness,
or efficiency drive, which they are pursuing
iIn many directions.

The prime concern is to make production
at the given enterprise competitive. In
practice this means that the chronic unem-
ployment is swelled by technological unem-
ployment, that is, unemployment caused
by automation. The efficiency drive means
added pressure on the worker. Thus, since
1963 production increased by 26 per cent
while the labor force was cut by 700,000.
It might be argued that new methods of
labor organization and organization of pro-
duction are now employed. True enough.
But it is equally true that one of the
indicators worrying all, including the gov-
ernment, is that investments in the produc-
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tive sphere are not increasing. The fact
remains that higher output with fewer
workers and invariable investments spells
intensified exploitation.

Among Common Market countries Italy
has one of the lowest wage levels. The
average monthly wage in Turin is 75,000-
80,000 lire. For women, who are employed
mostly in the textile and clothing indus-
tries, it is approximately 50,000 lire. In
short, the efficiency drive prejudices not
only employment but also wages.

Workers’ skills are not being properly
used. The present generation of workers is
more skilled than the previous one. But
their trades are not recognized. They have
to perform jobs that do not call for pro-
ficiency. To cite an example. When I was
employed at Fiat,* skilled workers account-
ed for half of the total number employed
in the plant. Today they account for only
30 per cent of the labor force. This, too,
i1s the outcome of the efficiency drive.

The gap between the present level of
education, schooling and skills, on the one
hand, and the way knowledge is used in
industry, on the other, is steadily widening.
The worker acquires his skill at the ex-
pense of the family. It is therefore essential
to establish a new link between occupa-
tional training and general education.
Hence the present movement in Italy for
reform of the entire educational system.

The struggle is a sharp one. When we
left Turin, for example, students had occu-
pied the university. They were forced out
by the police later. Some were arrested.
We are trying to link the fight for educa-
tional reform with the fight of the working
class.

Intensified exploitation also results in
worsening of working conditions, occupa-
tional illness and the use in production of
substances injurious to the health. The
following statistics are from official sour-
ces: an industrial accident every twenty
seconds; a worker maimed or incapacitated
every 20 minutes; one fatal accident every
two hours. Or these figures issued by the
Ministry of Labor: about 23 million acci-
dents and registered cases of occupational
illness in the past 20 years, of which 82,500
proved fatal. To this should be added that
two-thirds of these figures refer to the past
10 years, when industrial expansion was
greatest.

The policy of cutting back employment,
depressing wages and intensified exploita-
tion goes hand in hand with an unrelenting

*Comrade Damico was dismissed from Fiat in 1952 for
organizing a trade union group.—Ed.
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onslaught on trade union and political
rights.

In their incessant efficiency drive the
capitalists are exacting sacrifices from
every section of Italian society. I will cite
an example. Production costs do not, of
course, include such items as losses to the
worker and his family due to accidents,
some of them fatal, or occupational illness.
Here the cost is borne by the community
(and, of course, by the workers themselves).
Italy’s social security system is one of the
most backward in Europe. Much the same
applies to pensions—half of all pensioned
workers get the minimum pension, 12,000
lire a month. We are fighting for reform
of the social security and pension systems.

In opposition to the capitalist efficiency
drive, we maintain that for an individual
factory to operate on a competitive basis
for any sustained period the whole economy
must be run on a competitive basis.

Our argument is that there can be no
sustained economic development if it is
based on worsening the workers’ condi-
tions. And here the task of the Communist
Party is to merge labor’s struggle for better
conditions with the struggle for a new
departure in economic and social develop-
ment. We believe that by advancing slogans
and advancing aims that stem from the
present position of the working class, the
Communists can become the leading and
guiding force.

AMERICANIZATION OF THE ECONOMY

One of the things we have to combat
today is economic Americanization. Briefly,
this implies orienting production on con-
sumer durables, mostly for export. That
makes the Italian economy especially sen-
sitive to market fluctuations and adverse
developments in other countries. But there
is also this: Italian capitalists do not want
to invest in industries that would give the
country a stronger economic structure,
preferring to invest in other countries, and
last year no less than 3,000 billion lire
were drained out of the country. Yet there
is an inflow of foreign, chiefly American,
capital. This holds out a clear danger of
economic colonization.

To illustrate the point, I shall cite three
examples. A branch of the Olivetti firm in
Turin started production of electronic ap-
pliances, the first Italian firm to do so.
Now this branch is a subsidiary of the U.S.
General Electric firm, with the result that
Italy has virtually lost control of this cru-

cial industry.




Second example: Italy has always been
a major producer of ball bearings, an essen-
tial element in all branches of engineering.
RIV ball bearings made in Turin were
known and bought throughout the world.
Our Turin workers always pride themselves
on having helped build the first Soviet
ball bearing plant in Moscow. Today Italy
has been shouldered out of this industry:
U.S. capital, working through a Swedish
bank and the SKF group, has taken over
RIV.

Third example: Italy was a large produ-
cer of photographic equipment. Today the
leading concern in this field, Ferrania,
belongs to an American company.

The thing does not make economic sense:
Italy has to look around for markets
abroad a2t a time when her own industry
is increasingly coming under American
control. We Communists must fight to
change that.

DEVELOPMENT OF LABOR’S STRUGGLE

V. Damico: The worsening of the work-
ers’ conditions referred to above is not the
result of defeat or retreat, and still less of
labor’s refusal to fight. In fact, it comes
at a time when the protest movement has
reached a high pitch. There is a purposeful
nationwide struggle for democratic reform,
a more recent development, for factory-
level agreements to complement industry-
wide bargaining arrangements,

The sharpness of class collisions is attri-
butable to the greater pressure exerted by
the workers and to the adamant resistance
of the employers.

A while ago the capitalists published
statistics which, they claim, are “a disgrace
to Italy’: eight out of every 10 strikers in
the six Common Market countries are
Italians. What especially upsets the Italian
capitalist is that in 1966 the country lost
14 million work-days as a result of strikes.
And there has been no let-up in 1967; if
anything, the fight is more intensive. Again
some relevant figures: of the 45 industry-
wide bargaining agreements concluded by
December 1967, 43 were signed only after
long and tenacious strikes, and we were
able to conclude more than 3,000 factory-
level agreements.

In this worker resistance we can detect
the embryo of open protest, of an outright
challenge to the existing order of things.
And it depends on us, Communist workers,
to broaden, deepen and give leadership to
this new spirit of resistance. The slogan
we have put out in recent years: “The boss

must not decide everything; the workers
must have a say in every aspect of produc-
tion,” is attracting and convincing more
and more workers.

As the struggle develops there is a grow-
ing urge for trade union unity, a growing
realization of the need to mount a counter-
offensive and achieve a new political unity
of the Left. Indicative in this respect is
the recent agreement signed by the Com-
munist Party and the Socialist Party of
Proletarian Unity. We thus have a new
rallying center for the forces of the Left,
for the agreement is open to anyone who
wishes to join. And it is no mere accident
that when it was published many Socialists
urged accession to it, among them such
prominent personalities as ex-Prime Min-
ister Parri.

In conclusion, I wish to make it plain
that we are working to link our day-to-day
struggle with the fight for socialism, and
[ want to explain, in this context, how we
regard ocur work as Communists,

We say that our work as Communists
does not begin where trade union activity
ends, but that we can and should work
with active trade unionists in the factories.
We must be in the van of labor’s struggles,
formulate joint demands based on the con-
crete position in the factory, reveal their
link with the general interests of the work-
ing class and its fight for better conditions
and for a new social pattern, for a new
society.

Today the fight for a new society differs
from what it was a few years ago. For one
thing, it is being waged on a much wider
scale and more intensively. It goes beyond
economic demands and is becoming a poli-
tical and ideological struggle in which the
Communists are not the only participants.
Throughout the capitalist West, and more
especially in our own country, Italy, there
is a growing feeling that the social pattern
needs to be refashioned, a growing urge
for a society worthy of man. And many
Catholics, and to a lesser degree Socialists,
no longer regard America or Sweden as
examples. On the contrary, many are disen-
chanted with the welfare state which, they
are coming to realize, is an imperialist
society. Together with other forces we want
to show up the evil economic and social
logic of that society, which imposes a way
of life that makes men slaves of techno-
logy, of the new production processes
which, in the end, lead to destruction of the
personality.

The alternative which is shaping up to-
day, and for the achievement of which
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workers and intellectuals are joining forces,
is a new life in the world of tomorrow.
And in this world scientific discoveries will
play a leading role, but man will be their
master, not their slave. By formulating and
upholding this concept we link our day-to-
day struggle for better conditions with the
fight for the socialist perspective.

Damico’s statement was followed by a
flow of questions. J. Gibbons (Britain)
asked about Communist Party representa-
tion in Parliament for Turin and the com-
position of the Turin Municipal Council.

The questions were answered by Naza-
reno Guasso, head of the industrial de-
partment of the Turin Party organization.

Turin Province, he said, has a population
of two million, of which 1,120,000 live in
the city. Turin is basically an industrial
area with 465,000 blue-collar and white-
collar workers. The backbone of the indus-
trial structure is, of course, Fiat, but there
are other monopolies, Michelin, Pirelli
(rubber tires), Olivetti (office machines),
Montecatini (chemicals) and a host of small
and medium-sized enterprises producing
chiefly automobile parts.

COMMUNISTS IN ELECTIVE BODIES

The following data can be taken as a
gauge of Communist influence in Turin. In
the 1964 municipal and province elections
the Party polled about 25 per cent of the
total vote—27 per cent in the city of Turin
and 22 per cent in the rest of the province.
In the 1963 general election, we topped the
poll in Turin with more than 200,000 votes,
and our total for the province was about
315,000. These are the results for the other
parties: Socialists—11 per cent; Socialist
Party of Proletarian Unity—2.3 per cent;
Social-Democrats—8.6 per cent; Christian
Democrats 33.5 per cent.

The figures indicate that we have a size-
able following, but they also show a gap
between the Party’s political influence and
the growth of its membership. For with
30,000 members we were able to muster
more than 300,000 vots.

V. Damico added that there are five Com-
munist members of Parliament and two
Senators from Turin province. The Pied-
mont region, of which Turin province is
part, returns 12 Communists to Parliament
and six to the Senate.

The Communist Party has 166 members
of Parliament out of a total of 630, and 84
Senators out of a total of 315, or a total
of 250 in the country’s central legislative
bodies. The Communists hold 23 seats out
of 80 in the Turin Municipal Council.
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Gianfranco Coriasco, secretary of the
Party organization in the RIV-SKF plant,
remarked that Comrade Damico is himself
a member of the Municipal Council.

Employer tactics against the Communist
Party were described by several speakers.
P. Hentgés (France) asked about concrete
forms of Communist activity in the facto-
ries and methods of countering the employ-
er ideological offensive.

The main employer weapon, Giovanni
Mercandino, Party secretary at the Fiat
plants, said, was still paternalism. At Fiat
this takes the form of a pension fund,
management administered health services,
specially oriented wage policies, etc.

PATERNALISM AND OPPRESSION—
TWO ASPECTS OF EMPLOYER POLICY

But there are also other paternalistic
techniques: summer camps for children,
small financial grants to needy families, a
modest low-rent housing program and so
on.

The purpose of these measures, singly
and in combination, is to instil in the work-
er the idea that his interests are identical
with those of management, that the worker
is interested in plant expansion because
some of the additional profit will accrue
to him. Fiat management is making a
special effort to steer the worker away
from politics; he is told: “On any issue that
arises, you can always depend on Fiat to
look after your interests.” And that argu-
ment is ever-present in the Fiat-controlled
newspaper, Stampa, which has a fairly
wide readership in the plant.

Paternalism has also purely economic
objectives—step up exploitation to produce
additional profits (part of which goes into
paternalistic measures). .

However, paternalism has another aspect,
oppression and an unremitting anti-Left
offensive, of which victimization, firings
and similar techniques are by no means a
minor element. More than 2,000 Fiat work-
ers, among them active Communists, were
fired in 1951-53. Militants are not always
dismissed outright; they are transferred to
shops scheduled for closure or to special
“exile shops” where conditions are worse
and wages lower,

It has been the policy of management
and government to indoctrinate the worker
with what may be described as a consumer
outlook and to limit his horizon and inter-
ests to the acquisition of material things.
The differing levels of class-consciousness
are adroitly exploited. For it should be




remembered that Turin’s population has
risen from 750,000 to 1,120,000 in the
past 15-18 years. This means that hundreds
of thousands of peasants, mainly from the
South, many of them illiterate, have been
brought into industry. Their adaptation to
the North’s “industrial civilization” has
centered on saving up for a television set
or a car, with scant interest in education.

The bourgeoisie has been quick to utilize
this to prevent growth of class conscious-
ness, to divert the worker from the fight
to improve his material and social status.
And there has been a steady campaign of
ideological conditioning. “We’ll see that
you acquire a car and other things. But
these Communists are against that kind of
thing,” is one of the arguments.

N. Guasso, continuing discussion of the
work of the Turin Party organization, said
that 18,000 of their 30,000 members are
workers at the bench, but of these only
little more than 5,000 belong to factory-
based Party units, the remainder belong
to territorial branches.

There are Party organizations in 240 of
the 3,000 enterprises in Turin and the pro-
vince. This means that there are thousands
of factories with workers’ commissions and
trade unions, but with no Communist Party
organization. One of our main tasks, there-
fore, is to set up factory organizations and
strengthen the existing ones.

The record of the past few years suggests
that this can be done, for we are recruiting
new members all the time. In the first two
or three months of the 1968 registration
campaign, more than 400 workers, most
of them young people, joined our factory
units.

The RIV-SKF plant, for instance, has
its own Party organization, and there are
three Party sections in the Fiat plant. All
told, there are 16 factory Party sections
and more than 200 factory units in Turin
and the province.

Propaganda, a major element of Party
work, is conducted mainly through distri-
bution of leaflets, but in the past few years
we have launched out on a new venture,
factory newspapers. There are now ten,
plus ten more for residential areas and a
special paper for technical personnel, wide-
ly read throughout the Turin-Milan-Genoa
industrial triangle. All the papers—there
are 21 with a monthly circulation of 135,000
—are distributed at factory gates.

The papers have two main features—
general political issues (peace, Vietnam,
opposition to the Center-Left government,

economic policy, etc.) and issues concern-
ing a particular factory.

THE FACTORY NEWSPAPER

We are trying to get more workers to
contribute to these papers. This, of course,
is not easy. N. Guasso remarked that it
was difficult to gauge the exact size of the
readership, but it can be safely said that
it has increased substantially in the past
year. Some factory papers are of long
standing. For instance, [I’Acciaio (Steel),
began publication in the Fiat steel mills
immediately after the liberation in 1945
and has been appearing regularly ever
since. Some of our older papers are firmly
established and are read by practically all
the workers. Among these mention should
be made of il 7 B for the RIV plant. When-
ever one of these papers is late in coming
out the workers always want to know why.

Another example is Unita Operaia (Labor
Unity), started in another Fiat factory in
1955, after an unsuccessful strike when we
had to strengthen our contacts with the
workers. Now the paper comes out regul-
arly and has already established itself.

Some of the papers are of fairly recent
origin; one of them, Paraurti, for railway-
men, began publication on January 1, 1968.

In some factories, among them RIV and
the Fiat steel mills, workers contribute to
the fighting fund.

G. Mercandino discussed some of the
shortcomings in this department of Party
work. The older newspapers, founded when
we were going through a difficult period in
the factories, were meant to help us form
contacts with the workers, that is, pene-
trate the factories. But this was not always
done in the most effective way. The papers
dealt with general issues, sometimes re-
printing material from Unita. That simpli-
fied approach got us nowhere and the
workers told us so; there were cases where
workers just wouldn’t bother to read our
papers.

More recently, and particularly in the
past 12 months, we have concentrated on
collecting data in the factories as a starting
point for our discussion of political issues.
This makes the paper more understandable
to the rank-and-file worker and helps us
form direct inside-factory contacts and
build up groups of Communist and non-
Communist workers. Of course, that is
easier said than done, but we are persever-
ing and are making headway.

V. Damico remarked that Unita Operaia
was founded at a time when the movement
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in the Fiat plant was at its lowest. We had
factory papers at the Fiat steel, automobile,
heavy motor and other factories, but they
were banned after the defeat of the work-
ers in 1954. We had no choice but to try to
regain lost ground by working from out-
side. What we need is not one big paper for
Fiat, but a series of papers catering to the
various Fiat factories. And where the
Party is strong we have been able to keep
the papers going; for instance, in the Fiat
steel mills.

As a start towards a paper in every Fiat
factory, N. Guasco added, we have been
concentrating on more simple and acces-
sible means of propaganda such as mimeo-
graphed bulletins. There is one in the Fiat
forge plant and more are being put out in
other plants.

PARTY UNITS IN FACTORIES

P. Hentgés: Are the factory newspapers
a help in organizing Party units in the fac-
tories, and what are you doing to organize
such units in factories where there are
none at present?

Of course, G. Mercandino replied, there
is no direct link between publication of the
paper and the emergence of a factory Party
unit, though the paper is a help. We must
always bear in mind the real problems fac-
ing the workers. Let me cite this example.
The Fiat Mirafiori plant employs 60,000
workers and office personnel in its 80
shops, each of which has a working force
ranging from 500 to 4,000. We cannot build
a factory-wide Party organization. Instead,
we study the conditions in each shop, con-
tact the workers, get them interested in our
Party and only then proceed to organize a
Party unit. The Party unit can only be or-
ganized by people, not by a newspaper,
though the paper can and does help to
create the necessary climate, For instance,
in the Fiat forge shop we increased Party
membership from 27 to 50, that is, nearly
double, but that took seven months of pain-
staking work. Most of the new members
are yvoung comrades. This and other experi-
ence shows that where we come to grips
with the real problems we can look forward
to good results.

There are many impediments to factory
organization. We must never forget that
the threat of victimization and unemploy-
ment always hangs over the worker. Nor
shouid we forget that thousands of work-
ers who only recently have come from
rura! areas find their way of life radically
changed: instead of working on a farm for
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16 hours a day for 30,000 lire a month, they
now work eight hours and can earn double
that or more, and this affects their thinking
and attitudes. They bring their peasant
psychology with them to the factory, and
only gradually do they acquire a sense of
worker class consciousness.

N. Guasso: On the other hand, however,
these hundreds of thousands of new work-
ers bring with them their rich experience
of struggle in the South, notably the strug-
gle for land, and gradually they adapt
themselves to the new conditions. This is
borne out by the fact that at the height of
the migration from the South we witnessed
a widespread strike movement and a high
degree of militancy, which confirms the
soundness of our policy of defending the
interests not only of the working class, but
of all working people.

V. Damico: We have been discussing the
objective impediments to Party activity,
but there are also difficulties of a subjec-
tive nature—our own weakness. Organiza-
tion of Party units in the factories is one
of our most difficuit jobs. Communist
workers must have a high degree of poli-
tical and ideological understanding to grasp
all the factors that go into the formation
of class consciousness and be able to in-
fluence the process. But the Communist
worker faces the constant threat of vic-
timization, and some are reluctant to join
factory organizations, prefering to remain
“non-factory’” Party members. We tell
them that that is not what is expected of a
good Communist, and that they should
work in factory units and help form new
ones.

We are not taking disciplinary action
against them. Of course, we could draw up
a list of Communist workers not belonging
to factory units (about 60 per cent of the
total) and transfer them to the factories,
but that would be a bureaucratic way of
doing things. Instead, we try to persuade
them that it is their duty to the Party to
be active in the factory and be able to
counter constant employer pressure. In
other words, we want them to acquire a
degree of class consciousness that will en-
able them to make that decision them-
selves.

We do not expect new recruits to be full-
fledged Communists. We want them to be-
come that by participating in the Party’s
struggles. This policy has negative as well
as positive aspects and we make a special
effort to give new members a correct poli-
tical and ideological orientation.

P. Hentgés: The objective and subjective




difficulties the Italian Communists have to
contend with in organizing factory units
are not unlike those we have to contend
with in France. How does the Italian Party
tie up its parliamentary and municipal
work with the work of the Party units?

V. Damico: That is one of our big jobs,
and also one of our big shortcomings. Link-
ing up the mass movement with parlia-
mentary initiative, with the work in the
municipal and provincial councils, has al-
ways been a problem. And when we say
that the position of the working class must
be the very heart of all political struggle,
we are thereby injecting an element of self-
criticism, for we believe that this should
hold a much more important place in parli-
amentary work.

Take the pension issue. So far we have
not been able to develop a broad, coordin-
ated mass movement. We are now trying to
get Parliament to discuss the new pension
bill before the next elections.

As for Fiat, the problem of linking the
mass struggle with parliamentary work is
a national rather than local one. Its solu-
tion hinges on our ability to influence de-
velopments in the plant from a working-
class standpoint and follow that up by
working out a general economic and poli-
tical line that would hamstring employer
power.

F. Anton (Spain) asked: Does unity ex-
tend to the Catholic and the Catholic-in-
fluenced workers? This is of special inter-
est to us because in Spain the Communists
have found allies among the Catholics.

UNITY WITH PROGRESSIVE CATHOLICS

V. Damico: Catholic workers are affect-
ed, like all others, by phenomena arising
out of social developments in Italy and in
the world. Up till now, as we all know,
Catholicism has been customarily repre-
sented as a worldwide weapon of imperial-
ism, and for many years it performed that
function. But today we see new trends in
Catholicism. For instance, Italian Catho-
lics are eager to work jointly with fellow
religionists in Latin America and Asia in
opposing the war in Vietnam. They are
obliged to face, and try to solve, problems
which closely affect the future of the world.

And the objective situation impels them
to take a new approach to these problems.
That is why, because of this new trend,
attempts to split our labor movement have
met with failure. In fact, in the Catholic
trade unions, the second strongest after
ours, there has been a growing mevement

towards a new unity, and this can be seen
in the joint struggle for economic demands.
Today unions of differing affiliation agree
that there has to be joint action to enforce
collective bargaining agreements. Similar-
ly, all unions want to recruit new members;
so far the majority of Italian workers are
not organized.

But there is also a growing movement
for a united trade union center, that is, for
organizational unity and not merely united
action. This, however, can make no pro-
gress if it is not matched by progress tow-
ards political unity.

We are striving for agreement with
Catholic workers not only on trade union
matters, but also on major political issues.
There are Catholics on all the Stop-Bomb-
ing-Vietnam Committees we have set up,
and they share in organizing and conduct-
ing united actions.

I do not propose to enumerate all the de-
monstrations and other activities we have
sponsored over the past 18 months. I will
mention only two. Together with Catholics
and other political groups, we organized a
demonstration on June 2, 1967, Italy’s Na-
tional Day. We called upon the workers
to boycott the official celebrations and
come to Milan to demonstrate their protest
against the war in Vietnam. Some 50,000,
four-fifths of them young people, res-
ponded. The other solidarity campaign is
donations to the Vietnam blood-bank. In
conjunction with the Red Cross, the joint
committees have organized blood donations
in a number of cities, and hundreds, includ-
ing many Catholics, have responded.

M. Rossi (Italy): At the blood donors’
centers Communist leaders and Catholic
priests often rub shoulders, giving blood
for Vietnam patriots.

V. Damico: The Catholics and we are
jointly organizing a protest movement
against fascism in Greece. All kinds of
new committees are being formed on the
same unitarian basis to combat colonial-
ism. For example, a committee of solidarity
with the people of “Portuguese” Guinea
was recently organized in Turin.

In sum, fighting for better conditions for
the workers it is necessary, we hold, to act
jointly with other trade union bodies. Also,
jointly with Catholic forces, we have ini-
tiated a study of what the role of the
working class should be in a capitalist
country in helping peoples fighting for in-
dependence. Our main concern is to build
up a broad front against imperialism.

But there is also a specific negative as-
pect. Catholics are critical of all political
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parties in the country. Their criticism is
justified, because Italy is experiencing a
profound political crisis. But the Catholics
do not accuse any specific party, because
the Catholic Demochristian Party predom-
inates in the government. Their attack is
against all parties, including ours. We want
to show that our Party is different, and
that it is about time for them to sweep out
the old tale about the supra-class or inter-
class character of the Christian-Demo-
cratic Party.

G. Mercandino spoke next. After the
Liberation, he said, Italy had a united trade
union center, split in 1948-50 by the offen-
sive of the industrialists and by U.S. inter-
ference. As a result, we now have three
centers—a Catholic one, a Social-Demo-
cratic one and a unitarian class center, the
General Confederation of Labor, which
also embraces the Communists. The split
has impaired the movement. Certain in-
dustrialists took advantage of it to create
company unions.

TRADE UNIONS: THE SPLIT
AND THE DESIRE FOR UNITY

Here are a few facts indicative of the
influence of the various trade unions. In
terms of the whole country, the General
Confederation of Labor has of late polled
o7 per cent of the votes in elections to
workers’ committees, the Social-Democra-
tic unions about 20 per cent and the
Catholic unions approximately the same.
The remainder went to the company and
other unions.

The split has had its repercussions in the
Fiat factories. The Fiat company union, for
example, is fairly large. For a number of
years, it polled a relative majority of some
40 per cent. At present, however, the GCL
polls 31.6 per cent of the votes, or a rela-
tive majority, the Social-Democratic union
28.5 per cent, the company union 22.5 per
cent and the Catholic union 13.9 per cent,
while the minor neo-fascist center polled
3.5 per cent.

P. Hentgés: How do the unions get on
with each other?

G. Mercandino: We could not come to
terms and act jointly for quite a long
time. That was a most difficult period, dur-
ing which many of our activists were vic-
timized. The industrialists refused out of
hand to deal with the unions.

Now, things have changed. We have
overcome many of our weaknesses, our re-
presentatives meet to discuss questions of
common interest, chiefly related to union

10 World Marxist Review

work. This is true everywhere, not in Fiat
alone.

P. Hentgés: What attitude does the com-
pany union take?

G. Mercandino: For a long time, the Fiat
company union fought the other unions
and went out of its way to impede contacts
between unions. It favored collective bar-
gaining at factory level, rather than on a
national scale, in order to isolate the auto-
mobile workers, particularly Fiat workers,
from the others. At present, however, see-
ing the trend towards unity and anxious to
escape isolation, it participates in the inter-
union meetings and in the common effort.

CO-OPERATION OF THE LEFT PARTIES

P. Hentgés called attention to political
unity. He understood from the statement
that in Piedmont the Socialist Party polled
11 per cent of the votes and the Socialist
Party of Proletarian Unity 2.3 per cent. Re-
cently, the Communist Party and Socialist
Party of Proletarian Unity reached an un-
derstanding to nominate joint candidates to
Senate elections. What political import-
ance do you attach to this agreement?

M. Rossi: To begin with, the voting per-
centages relate to elections held a long
time ago. The former Italian Socialist
Party no longer exists. Now, there is the
United Socialist Party, that is, the ISP un-
ited with Social-Democrats, controlling 19
per cent of the votes. The agreement with
the Socialist Party of Proletarian Unity is
geared to the electoral law. Both our
parties, the Communists and the Socialists
of Proletarian Unity will benefit from join-
ing forces.

Besides, our call for unity is not directed
to only the Socialist Party of Proletarian
Unity., We direct it also to other Left
forces who have responded affirmatively.
That is part of the process of cementing
unity, and will certainly exert a beneficial
influence on the general outcome of elec-
tions.

V. Damico: The election campaign is
round the corner and our understanding
with the Socialist Party of Proletarian
Unity is very important politically. When
the Nenni Socialists entered the Center-
Left government, many members of the
Socialist Party resigned and founded the
Socialist Party of Proletarian Unity. Now
that the Center-Left government has ob-
viously failed at home and abroad, the
labor movement must mount a counter-
offensive, for Left unity. Our alliance with
the Socialist Party of Proletarian Unity is
open to all Left forces. Hence, it is not




enough to say that the Proletarian Unity
Socialists control two or three per cent of
the vote, for on the national scale about a
million people cast their ballots for that
Party—ample evidence that it is an import-
ant Left force. But there is more to it than
that. In Turin, for example, some of the
United Socialist Party leaders resigned in
response to Ferrucio Parri’s appeal in
order to be able to adhere to the alliance.
As we see it, our understanding with the
Socialist Party of Proletarian Unity, far
from hindering unity, will only provide a
better basis for it.

F. Mieres (Venezuela) asked what solu-
tions the CP has for combating U.S. eco-
nomic penetration.

Another question by Mieres referred to
the opinion of the Italian comrades that
economic growth cannot be based on a
worsening of the workers’ conditions. That,
he said, is open to question, because Ja-
pan’s experience shows how a long period
of depression in the workers' and peasants’
living conditions operated as a major fac-
tor in the accumulation of capital.

Questions on the same subject were put
by J. Gibbons.

As in the rest of Western Europe, he
said, Britain, too, has problems stemming
from the Americanization of industry. I
should like to know whether the U.S. enter-
prises in Italy recognize union-capital
agreements. What does the Turin CP feder-
ation think of the influx of foreign capital?
Does it really promote growth? Is it of any
help to the labor movement in the sense
that unemployment might be greater
without it?

V. Damico: As regards Americanization,
we have enterprises with purely American
capital and with mixed capital. Whatever
the case may be, the workers and unions,
hand in hand with our Party, are seeing to
it that Italian laws and collective agree-
ments are properly observed. So the relev-
ant agreements apply in these enterprises.

Now, the influex of foreign capital. It is
true that investments mean growth. But
the issue is not one of growth or lack of
growth. It concerns the manner of the
growth. Our job is to show who should
benefit from the growth and who should
pay its cost. For us, therefore, the nature
of the growth is the result of continuous
class struggle. This is the Italian experi-
ence, I cannot speak of other countries.

THE SOCIAL IMPACT
OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

In Italy’s case, the existence of a strong

Communist Party and a broad trade union
movement have had a strong bearing on
the type of our economic growth. The trade
unions do not oppose growth, but they call
for a new type of growth. That is not a
simple matter.

M. Rossi: That is a fairly difficult ques-
tion. The inflow of U.S. investments tends
to make the government’s foreign policy
pro-American. Internally, when the present
government speaks of growth we Com-
munists do not oppose growth as such; we
ask what kind of growth is contemplated,
in whose interests is it, and who will pay
its cost? There is a tendency, as in other
countries, particularly Britain, to introduce
an incomes policy envisaging a wage
freeze. That is growth in the interests of
the monopolies. And our reply to it is the
same as that of our British comrades: we
reject it, for there is another kind of
growth—in the interest of the people, not
the monopolies. And that is the kind of
growth we want to see in Italy.

There is the economic and social problem
of the Italian South. We need an invest-
ment policy for the South. And the ques-
tion of enlarging the home market is also
vital. We counter the economic and poli-
tical line of the government put in power
by the monopolies with the idea of eco-
nomic growth in the national interest, the
interest of the people and of the working
class. That is the area in which class forces
collide at all levels, in all fields of public
endeavor.

The problem put on the order of the day
by the Fourth Conference of Communist
workers was for the fight to be waged at
workshop level. The working class would
then assume responsibility not only for
fighting for its immediate demands, but for
the economic policy as a whole. Other
forces, too, are opposed to the present
reactionary policy; in addition to the Com-
munist Party there are Left groups anxious
to work in alliance with the Communists,
there are the unions and some of the Left
Catholic trends, who want what we want,
that is, unity of forces with an alternative
to the present government. That is why the
struggle transcends the economic plane and
is also political.

A Saiem (Jordan): I want to ask about
the factory councils mentioned by Antonio
Gramsci in his writings. For Gramsci the
determinative role of factory councils was
a specific feature of the Italian labor
movement, and we should like to know
what the Communists think today about
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the role and prospects of the workers’ com-
mittees in the enterprises?

H. Berg: (GDR) One more aspect of the
same problem. Comrade Damico said
Communists link up the daily struggle
with the fight for socialism. I should like to
know how this is actually done.

G. Mercandino: The problem of workers’
administration is an area where we run
into great difficulty, both theoretical and
practical. I should like to give my personal
opinion on the matter. It seems to me that
whenever the question arises, we tend to
look for answers where none exist, and to
use certain formulas that do not quite ac-
cord with reality.

The attempt to establish workers’ power
in the enterprises dates back to Gramsci’s
work in 1920-22, a time of the political and
economic crisis brought on by the First
World War, the Octcber Revolution and
subsequent events. Often, recalling that
time, we speak of the workers’ committees
as instruments of workers’ power. But that,
I think, is not always in harmony with the
actual state of affairs.

THE PROBLEM OF “WORKERS’ POWER”

It seems to me that the most important
thing is to develop the movement as such.
We should proceed from the actual condi-
tions; knowing these conditions, we should
act in concert with the workers and other
wage-earners in solving the problems
posited by reality. Later, it will be possible
and necessary to tackle the question of the
instruments of power. The main thing is
that the workers’ consciousness should
grow and that they should be conscious of
the need for change. The problem of the
forms of workers’ administration will arise
as a consequence. It would be a delusion
to try and define a priori measures, parti-
cular steps and slogans. That is my per-
sonal opinion.

N. Guasso: Workers’ power in the fac-
tories and its instruments are a special
problem. We should proceed from the ac-
tual facts. At this time the facts are that
we have no more than an inkling, not even
any sort of certainty, that a new demand is
arising for workers’ self-government, that
the workers demand the right to make de-
cisions, to determine and participate in
management. The thousands of notes that
the workers attached to their replies in our
poll contained demands for participation in
decision making in the factories.

I think Mercandino is right in saying
that in the present conditions it is hard to
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anticipate the forms and formulas of
workers’ administration. The forms will
emerge from the practical struggle. Here is
an example of new forms in which workers
intervened in the fate of their factory. It
refers to the workers of one factory but,
as I see it, it has a broader meaning.

When the Olivetti Elettronica plant was
taken over by General Electric, a U.S. firm,
we joined forces with the committee repre-
senting all the political forces in the fac-
tory—Communists, Catholics, Social-Demo-
crats and other trends — to save the
factory and fight against the dismissals
planned by General Electric. Also, we be-
gan a political campaign for a national
government-run center and legislation con-
cerning the perspectives of the electronics
industry. I repeat, the experience is limited,
it has not gone far, but it stems from the
actual realities. An instrument was found
in the struggle, a united committee at fac-
tory level, which worked out a joint pro-
posal for reform, involving parliament,
the government and state power. That, I
think, is the way we should follow.

As for the factory councils of Gramsci’s
time, that experience, it appears to me,
cannot be transplanted without alterna-
tions on modern soil; the same is also true
of the management councils set up after
the Liberation. These councils performed
highly important functions, but their ex-
perience cannot be mechanically adopted
today in an economic and political situa-
tion drastically different from that of the
nostwar reconstruction. What we need now
are new forms of “workers power,” new
forms of the workers’ direct intervention in
management. But experience has still to be
accumulated, generalized and converted
into appropriate formulas. We must go on
with this work, we must carry on the
search, maintaining close contact with the
workers posing these problems, and must
resolve them boldly.

V. Damic9: A few objective features of
the present developed industrial society.
Under present-day capitalism, the worker
in the factory, the student and the towns-
man are kept out of solving economic, pro-
duction and social problems; they have no
say in decision-making. Under the old-
time capitalism, the worker did not simply
participate in production, for he influenced
the quantity produced and the production
process as a whole, depending on the
tempo of his work, his skill and the form
of payment he received. Working in a pre-
sent-day collective, the worker is tied to
the conveyor and the compulsory rhythm




of production; he performs operations
thoroughly planned beforehand and is
merely an operative.

FOR NEW DEVELOPMENT
FOR THE SOCIALIST PERSPECTIVE

There is a kind of pyramid in society as
regards decision-making. The larger the
masses, the farther they are kept from the
making of decisions. The workers want the
pyramid turned upside down; they want
this trend to be reversed. Their demand is
expressed in different ways, they speak not
only of workers’ power, but also of peasant
power, of student power, etc. We are not
insured against distortions. Being Com-
munists, we must study and use the new
elements germinating in our developed
capitalist society, paving the way for
broad autonomous participation by the
people in the administration of public
affairs.

At the same time, we must combat the
undemocratic tendency of present-day ca-
pitalism to fence off the masses from such
participation. We Communists take pride
in rallying forces and in expressing the
democratic trend. It is not a question of
merely gathering round a table and decid-
ing what instrument will guarantee work-
ers’ power, or peasant power, etc. The
question is to develop the movement, to
give impulse to the mass struggle in the
process of which the pertinent instruments
will come to light. That is the way we link
up with the nationwide slogans. Take the
demand for national centers, in particular
the one for the electronics industry and in
the older industries such as textile, pre-
sently in the throes of reorganization.

What we are suggesting is that the na-
tionalized industries and banks handling
government finance should control the in-
vestment policy of the bigger enterprises,
because in our time the investments deter-

mine the activity of these enterprises and
affect the economy as a whole. Thereby we
would challenge the economic policy of the
monopolies and the government and work
for a change in the country’s political
leadership. What it boils down to is a
fight for power. But it is not a fight for
some specific instrument, but a many-sided
campaign for an alternative to the present
political set-up. What we want is genuine
power, not palliatives such as “power” for
students, artisans, etc. Out of this struggle
will emerge the political power of the
working class. Certainly, we are deeply
aware that the problems are complex in-
deed.

This question of power and related prob-
lems are generating certain trends among
the Left forces, but though they may be
mistaken in many respects, we do not at-
tach labels of “extremism” to them. We
want to understand the unique situation,
its new aspects, for the process must be
advanced hand in hand with all the forces
of the Left.

I cannot say whether we have managed
to answer Comrade Berg’s question. For
us, the fight for socialist society is a fight
for a new degree of consciousness among
industrial workers and other wage-earners.
There is a dialectical connection between
the fight for new growth, for greater demo-
cracy, for workers’ participation in running
the country, and the figcht for the socialist
perspective. We should hate to be abstract
propagandists of socialism as a paradise
that heaven will bestow upon earth. We
look upon socialism as the resuit of con-
scious efforts aimed at overcoming the old
capitalist structures and building a new
society together with all the people, and
we shall do our best to make a specific
Italian contribution to this new society and
make the most of the features typical for
our country.
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Labor conditions
in the United States

VICTOR PERLO

American workers, on the average, have a
standard of living as high or higher than
that of workers in any other country. Per
capita consumption of commodities and
services is unsurpassed. Many American
workers lead reasonably comfortable lives,
and consider that they have a stake in so-
ciety.

Official propaganda, however, exagger-
ates these facts, and concentrates on them,
while omitting the negative features of
American workers' lives. Moreover, it false-
ly attributes the good things to the system,
whereas here as elsewhere, workers’ gains
were won only through struggle against the
capitalists. The extreme tension and com-
petitiveness of American life, the lack of
creativity and emptiness of most jobs, the
poison of widespread racism, the back-
wardness of mass cultural life, all detract
seriously from man’s happiness, and add
elements of misery to the workers’ lot,

Many times each year thousands of work-
ers, some of whom have been imbued with
illusions about American society and their
place in it, suddenly are left jobless and
poverty stricken by the closing down of a
factory, by the cancellation of an armament

contract.

The favorite epithets used by apologists
for capitalism in defaming socialist lands
is to describe life there as “dull and drab.”
Save for the synthetic excitation of drugs
and oversexed movies and publications,
these are exactly the characteristic adjec-
tives for the life of the average American
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working man, with these added terms:
“tense and insecure.”

Much is made of those workers who en-
joy the standard of living depicted for a
“typical” family in U.S. official exhibitions.
But these are a minority. The majority fall
short. And there are huge sections of the
American working class who do not share
in the advantages, but suffer deep poverty.

The higher real wages which American
workers enjoy in comparison with their
fellow workers abroad must be balanced
against the fact that all of these negative
features are more acute in the United
States than in most other industrialized
countries.

INCOMES AND REQUIREMENTS

The annual cost of living at a moderate
standard for a non-farm family of four with
one man working in 1966 was estimated
by the U.S. Department of Labor at $9,191.
The Labor Department notes that this sum
is needed for meeting goals currently es-
tablished by social and technical develop-
ments, but meeting them rather sparsely,
below the level to which most American
families aspire.

However, in 1966 the actual median in-
come of families (of four, with one man
working), was around $7,500, or 18 per cent
below the “moderate standard.”

The table compares actual median in-
comes of workers and their families, re-
gardless of family size, for each major oc-
cupation group, in comparison with the
“moderate standard.”




COMPARISON OF WORKERS’' INCOMES WITH MODERATE LIVING STANDARDS,

1966*
bccupation Group of  Median Income, Percent Median Income
Family Heads of Workers Dollars of Moderate Family
Budget Needs
Families Male Families Male
Workers Workers
Salaried professionals 10,585 - 5,542 115 92
Clerical 7,955 6,069 87 66
Sales 9,041 6,537 98 71
Skilled craftsmen 8,595 6,911 94 75
Operatives 7,263 5,665 79 62
Service workers 6,264 4,134 68 45
Farm laborers 3,296 1,734 36 19
Other laborers 0,884 3,520 64 38
*U.5. Census Bureau, Current Population Reports, Consumer Income, Series P-60, No. 52, Aug. 21, 1967, U.S.

Department of Labor, City Workers' Family Budget for a Moderate Living Standard, Autumn 1966, Bulletin No. 1570-1.

Considering the incomes of all workers’
families, and of individual male workers,
regardless of family size and number of
workers in a family, shows that only fami-
lies of professional workers, but not indi-
vidual professionals, average above the
$9,191 budget figure. Even the majority of
white collar workers, and their families,
fall below the standard, as do the skilled
craftsmen.

Operatives are the largest category nu-
merically, with one-quarter of the male
workers. Families headed by operatives fell
21 per cent below, and individual male
operatives 38 per cent below the moderate
standard income. Individual incomes of
service workers and laborers came to less
than half the required amount, and their
family incomes, even with a number of
people working, to two-thirds or less on
the average.

Millions of families are headed by wo-
men, whose incomes are generally half
those of men in the same occupations. In
the many cases where two or more people
in the same family work, living require-
ments are increased. The figures exclude
families of unemployed and retired work-
ers, and of those drafted into the armed
forces. All these have lower earnings.

We may generalize as follows: the ma-
jority of American workers suffer varying
degrees of deprivation, in relation to the
government-specified “moderate” standard.
And a substantial minority are so far be-
low as to live in conditions of poverty, cer-
tainly in relation to current American
standards.

Apart from statistics, a reasonable de-

scription of the “average” workers’ ma-
terial conditions of life is somewhat as fol-
lows. He has an automobile, a TV set, and
various household appliances. He eats rea-
sonably well. His housing is mediccre, his
recreational and cultural life very limited,
his access to medical services and educa-
tion inadequate. The durable goods and
housing, that status symbol of American
“affluence,” are maintained only with con-
siderable struggle, and insecurely. Almost
always they are obtained on credit. Work-
ers’ payments of debt interest and armor-
tization take up a substantial part of their
incomes. When there is an interruption to
earnings, due to a layoff, or prolonged ill-
ness, debt defaults follow quickly. The car,
the regrigerator, the home, may be lost.
Each year the number of mortgage fore-
closures increases. In 1966 it was over
117,000, the largest number since the eco-
nomic crisis year 1938.

HIGH AND INCREASING RATE
OF EXPLOITATION

The American worker’s command over
commodities is low in comparison with
such enormous productivity levels as the
15 yearly vehicles produced per U.S. auto
worker, and the 200 tons of steel produced
per iron and steel worker. Nor are the
earnings adequate compensation for the
intense, high-pressure labor characteristic
of U.S. conditions.

According to official statistics, in 1964,
in operating manufacturing establishments,
payrolls totalled $98.7 billion, wages of pro-
duction workers $65.8 billion, and value by
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manufacture $206.0 billion. In relation to
production workers’ wages, the gross sur-
plus created was $140.2 billion, for a rate
of surplus value of over 200 per cent. In
relation to total payrolls, the surplus was
$107.3 billion for a rate of 109 per cent.
The truth lies somewhere within the indi-
cated range—perhaps in the neighborhood
of 150 per cent.

Official propaganda, by lumping together
wages and salaries of workers and employ-
ees engaged in production with a share of
profits hidden as salaries of corporation
officials, with increasing parasitic expendi-
ture for advertising, government bureau-
cracy and military employees, claims that
labor’s share in the national income holds
steady. But objective analysis covering the
postwar period shows a marked decline in
labor’s share, and a corresponding increase
in the rate of exploitation of labor.*

UNFAVORABLE TRENDS IN
REAL WAGES

During World War II and for a period
thereafter workers in the United States
made significant gains in real wages, which
stood out especially in comparison with
the losses of workers in most of the coun-
tries torn by war. This gain made it easier
to spread illusions among American work-
ers. But the rate of gain in real wages has
dwindled as U.S. imperialism has expanded
globally.

Official figures show the following aver-
age annual increases in real take-home pay
of U.S. factory workers:

1937 . . . 3.0% 1947-57 . . . 2.29%
1957-67 . . . 1.49

These figures overstate reality some-
what, but we are concerned here with the
deceleration, which would still be apparent
with more accurate figures.

In contrast, during the past decade, the
reported average annual increase in real
wages in West Germany, France, Japan,
and Italy has been of the order of 4-5 per
cent yearly. All-round gains of workers in
socialist countries have been at least that
favorable. Under these conditions, the ad-
vantages of American workers over their
overseas brothers will become obviously
insignificant in another decade or two.

Finally, the Vietnam War is proving that
American workers can no longer be person-
ally exempt from the physical sacrifices in-
volved in wars of aggression—from losing
in living standards, from being forced to

*World Marxist Review, No. 3, 1966.
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fight and die in far-off lands, from the risk
of a devastating nuclear attack on their
homeland. Official figures admit a decline
in real take-home pay of factory workers
of 1% per cent between 1965 and 1967,
which certainly understates the real loss.
Soaring taxes and prices and government
pressure against wage increases threaten
more severe losses in 1968 if the Vietnam

War continues.

LENGTHENING WORKWEEK AND
INCREASING LABOR INTENSITY

The shorter workweek, historically, was
a major objective of American labor strug-
gles. By the 1930s, the 40-hour week was
won by most basic industry workers, and
written into law covering about half the
working class.

After World War II, the historical trend
was reversed. The employers gradually
lengthened the workweek where limitations
on straight-time work existed through sys-
tematic use of overtime. The leadership of
key unions collaborated with the employers,
signing contracts providing for compulsory
overtime at the employer’s choice. Average
overtime hours in manufacturing reached
a peak, except for World War II, of 3.9
hours per week in 1966, for all workers,
including those who worked no overtime.
This means an average for those working
overtime of eight hours per week or more.
The average factory workweek, including
part-time workers, reached 41.3 hours, the
highest, except for World War II, since
1930.* Considering the whole economy, in
1966 41.7 per cent of all full-time workers
worked 41 hours or more. The actual aver-
age for these 23.5 million was 55 hours; 6.7
million worked 60 hours or more, of which
3 million worked 70 hours or more.**

Mechanization, automation, computeriza-
tion displace labor while forcing a more
constant tension of labor among those re-
maining. In non-manufacturing also, from
bank tellers and stock exchange clerks to
dishwashers, laundry workers and chain
store checkout girls, labor intensity in-
creases. The American workers pay for
their dwindling monetary advantages with
demands on their energy and health not
faced by workers elsewhere.

UNEMPLOYMENT

Most of the time since World War 11 the
trend of unemployment has been upward,

*Employment ond Earnings, March 1967,
**Employment ond Eornings, Jon. 1967.




although never regaining the levels of the
great crisis of the 1930s. For the seven
years before the Vietnam War, the unem-
ployment rate remained above 5 per cent,
and in recession years came close to 7 per
cent. The Vietnam War boom brought un-
employment down to just under 4 per cent
in 1966 and 1967.

Official unemployment statistics are
grossly incomplete. In 1966, in addition to
the 3 million admitted fully unemployed,
the Labor Department counted 1.6 million
men of working age, able to work, not in
school, as “not in the labor force.” The
majority of these are actually poor work-
ers. Probably a larger number of women
workers are counted as not in the labor
force. Another two million workers were
counted as working part time for economic
reasons. While really the equivalent of at
least another million people fully unem-
ployed, they appear as employed in the sta-
tistics. Thus at any time actual unemploy-
ment is at least twice as severe as admit-
ted in official statistics.

The Johnson Administration, surpassing
predecessors in the brazenness of its false-
hoods generally, has revised the unemploy-
ment statistics, beginning in 1967, to sharp-
ly reduce the totals.

Owing to the irregularity of employment
in the United States, even in good years
about one-fifth of the working class suffers
from unemployment of varying duration.
Thus, during the course of 1964, according
to Labor Department figures, 14 million
workers suffered from unemployment,
among whom 10 million were out of work
for more than a month, and over six mil-
lion for more than three months. These
figures exclude the millions of workers ar-
bitrarily counted out of the labor force by
the government statisticians.

Young and old workers are hit hardest.
Even in 1966, when the Vietnam War in-
creased employment and put many young
men in the armed forces, unemployment
was counted at 11.7 per cent among teen-
age males and 14.7 per cent among teenage
females.

Discrimination against Negroes is espe-
cially acute in unemployment. The official
unemployment rates in 1966 were 3.4 per
cent for whites and 7.5 per cent for non-
whites. Analysis of the statistics of those
arbitrarily excluded from the labor force
shows that actual total unemployment
among Negroes is at least twice as severe
as admitted, or 15 per cent in 1966.

LAGGING “FRINGE BENEFITS”

Inspired by the social gains of workers
in the USSR, workers in most industrial-
ized capitalist countries were able to ex-
tract from the capitalist systems of social
security, subsidized health services, re-
straints on layoffs, etc. American workers
have lagged behind in this respect. Accord-
ing to a recent survey by the Brookings
Institution, the United States ranks 20th
among 22 capitalist countries in the pro-
portion of the national income going to
social security services. The U.S. percen-
tage, 6.09%, compares with 20.89; in West
Germany, 18.99% in France, etc. It is even
lower than the percentage in fascist Por-
tugal. The U.S. social security system com-
pletely lacks such common provisions as
supplements for children, maternity and
pregnancy benefits, automatic cost-of-living
adjustments.

The averabe old-age pension paid under
the social insurance system amounts to
only 179 of the average wages of an em-
ployed factory worker. It is obvious that
the pension is a poverty pittance. The
ratio of pensions to wages is actually less
today than in 1940. However, the deduc-
tions from workers’ wages, which finance
half of the pensions, have increased time
and again.

After decades of resistance by the drug
and insurance companies and the leading
doctors’ organization, a federal medicare
program was adopted, effective in 1966,
which provides federal reimbursement for
part of the medical expenses of people
over 65 years old.

Owing to the inadequacy of federal pro-
grams, the stronger unions have included
demands for employer-financed pension
and health insurance schemes in union
contracts. Some non-unionized employers
have initiated such schemes to forestall
organization.

A particular weakness of the health
schemes, federal and private, is that they
are not accompanied by socialization of or
social control over medical services. As a
result, the hospitals and the doctors syste-
matically raise their fees, so that the work-
ers have to pay nearly as much now as
before they received these benefits. The
private plans have the disadvantage of
tying the worker to the fate and good will
of a particular employer. Thus, if a worker
changes jobs, or is laid off owing to the
closing down of a plant, or is fired for mili-
tancy, he loses the pension rights accum-
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ulated over many years. The employers
and banks retain control over the pension
funds and use them as a vast reservoir of
financial power. In order to minimize their
contributions to the funds, the employers
make a practice of firing workers nearing
retirement age on any or no pretext, wher-
"~ ever unions are non-existent or weak
enough to permit it.

WHITE AND BLUE COLLAR WORKERS

A feature of labor conditions in the U.S.
1s the accentuation and freezing of patterns
of stratification. The difference between
white and blue collar workers becomes
more important. On the one hand, the
technical differences and earnings differen-
tials between these two categories have
been diminishing. On the other hand, the
numerical importance of white collar work-
ers—now constituting nearly 40% of the
working class — has been increasing. The
political-organizational difference thereby
becomes more serious. The vast majority
of white collar workers are unorganized.
They suffer less from job insecurity, have
more opportunities for promotion, and are
more apt to become associated with the
capitalist ideology.

Countering this stratification, trade union
organization has been increasing among
white collar workers, embracing significant
numbers of store clerks, journalists, teach-
ers, and some other categories of govern-
ment employees, besides such traditionally
organized groups as postal and railway
clerks. In some cases heavy industry
unions such as the automobile and steel
workers have succeeded in organizing cler-
ical workers in the same unions with blue
collar workers. But the proportion of white
collar workers in unions is still half or less
the proportion of organized blue collar
workers.

WHITE-NEGRO DIFFERENTIALS

The most critical, dangerous stratifica-
tion is between white and Negro workers.
In a country where many construction
craftsmen receive $15 for three hours
work, a million Negro women are forced
to toil a 60-hour week for $15. Extremes of
wages and discrimination against Negroes
are old features of American life, but in
postwar United States these two features
have largely coalesced. A generation ago
most Negroes lived in the southern coun-
tryside, where they were frightfully exploi-
ted as share-croppers, farm laborers, etc.
The minority of Negroes in the urban pro-
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letariat constituted a small proportion of
the working class.

Now the Negroes are concentrated in the
cities. Along with the Puerto Ricans and
other specially exploited groups, they con-
stitute typically 20-409; of the population
of the large cities. Nationally they consti-
tute one-fifth of the working class. The
worst jobs are set aside for Negroes, and
unreasonably low wage rates established
for them. The median income of non-white
families in 1965 was only 55% of that of
white families, a percentage which has
shown only minor fluctuations since World
War II.

When the Negro peoples’ struggle reach-
ed a climax in 1963-64, Congress passed
a Civil Rights law supposedly guarantee-
ing equal employment opportunities. How-
ever, the Commission appointed to enforce
the law was given no real powers and
trivial funds. The Johnson Administration,
never really interested in enforcement, in
the course of the Vietnam war has become
increasingly dependent politically on the

racist Southern Senators, Congressmen,
and generals.
The Equal Employment Opportunities

Commission has a budget of $5.2 million,
or 50 cents for every minority worker. In
three years the Commission claims to have
benefited 675 Negroes. The Government
has taken no action against large com-
panies because of discrimination by em-
ployers. A recent Government report shows
that in the automobile industry, 249% of
the male unskilled and service workers
were Negroes, but only 2.4% of the skilled
workers and about 149, of the profession-
al, managerial, sales and technical workers.
This is in an industry where the union
follows a relatively enlightened policy, and
in its resolutions oppases all discrimina-
tion.

However, like many other unions, it has
failed to make this a major issue of strug-
gle. Some of the independent left progres-
sive unions, such as ILWU (West Coast
longshoremen), and UE (United Electrical
Workers) have done better, as have some
AFL-CIO unions with very large Negro
membership. But many unions, such as the
building trades, skilled railway crafts, gar-
ment and textile industry unions, with few
exceptions, collaborate with employers in
enforcing a racist pattern of exclusion of
Negroes from all but the hardest, worst
paying jobs. Within the union movement,
many local and medium level officials co-
operate with civil rights forces in struggling
against discrimination. The main efforts




in this area are by largely Negro civil
rights organizations and the Negro Ameri-
can Labor Council. The Communist Party
has always supported these struggles, and
urged special measures to help overcome
past discrimination against Negroes.

The existence of racism among many
white workers derives fundamentally from
the fear of loss of jobs to Negroes, inspired
by employer propaganda. This makes head-
way because of the general instability of
employment in American industry. The
correct solution includes a joint struggle
of Negro and white workers for full em-
ployment, which would provide additional
jobs and promotions for Negroes without
displacing whites, combined with improve-
ments in the conditions and bargaining
power of all workers.

RUNAWAY SHOPS AND SUPER-
EXPLOITED OCCUPATIONS

An important element of stratification of
the working class is the spreading of non-
union industrial enterprises in the South
and in rural areas in the North. Big corpo-
rations move old production units, or set
up additional ones, in areas with a large
potential labor surplus—i.e., hidden rural
unemployment—, no tradition of trade
union organization, and local government
officials who can be paid off to provide big
tax benefits to the corporations. Similar
situations arise in areas where old indus-
tries have died out, such as New England
textile towns and coal mining centers of
Appalachia. In one typical type of a move,
a garment factory owner, running away
from union wage scales in New York, opens
up a shop in a Pennsylvania coal mining
town, hiring the wives of permanently
unemployed miners at one-half the New
York garment level. In another type, an
electronics company opens a new factory
in a small southern community. The town
officials build a factory building and
rent it to the corporation at a small rental.
They grant the company local tax exemp-
tion. Employment is limited to whites,
except for menial jobs. Members of local
capitalist and landlord families get super-
visory jobs. The town finds it has no tax
revenues with which to provide schools,
roads, or other municipal facilities to the
Negro part of town.

The most extreme exploitation occurs in
agriculture, southern lumbering and saw-
mills, and primary processing of farm
oroducts. According to official figures cov-
ering over three million farm wage labor-
ers, their median daily wage in 1965 was

$6.05. Since farm workers are required
to toil from dawn to dusk, this amounts
to barely 50 cents per hour, or under 409,
of the legal minimum. For the non-white
workers who constitute 309 of the farm
laborers covered by the statistics, the me-
dian was only $4.50 per day. Forty per
cent of the farm laborers were teen-age
youth aged 14-19.* Not covered were large
numbers of child laborers, compelled to
work in the fields to help their families
ward off starvation.

Worst off among the farm laborers are
migrants, without homes, travelling from
area to area with the harvest, sleeping in
the open, or in automobiles, or in wretched
shacks provided by the “agrobusiness” en-
terprises. They are not provided with ele-
mentary sanitary or medical facilities, their
children are not given an education, they
are cheated by labor contractors, and
chased out of an area when no longer
needed for work.

Year after year, sociologists and journal-
ists expose the frightful conditions of the
migratory farm laborers, and Government
Commissions issue reports, but American
capitalism is unable on its own initiative
to make even the slightest reform in this
system of savage super-exploitation. In
California, Texas, and Mississippi, the farm
workers themselves are striving to win
improvements through self - organization.
This is not the first time such attempts
have been made, but in the past they were
always crushed by the brutal repression of
the capitalist farmers and the state, abet-
ted by the lack of solidarity of non-farm
workers. However, this time significant
assistance came from existing unions to an
organizing movement in California. Several
thousand workers have won collective bar-
gaining contracts after prolonged strikes,
in a victory that may be the forerunner of
lasting progress.

Conditions are little better in many of
the personal service industries, such as
laundries and restaurants. The median in-
come of two million domestic servants was
only $766 in 1965, or about $15 per week.
The majority are Negroes, forced to take
care of children and do the housework of
white masters while their own children go
unattended and their own homes are ne-
glected.

POVERTY

The latest Economic Report of the Presi-
dent admits 32.7 million people living in

*Statistical Abstract of the U.S., 1965, No. 339, p 242,
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poverty. To be counted as poor according
to this definition, a family of four must
have an income under $3,200, just over a
third of the moderate family budget refer-
red to earlier. Yet at least as many families
with incomes above $3,200 suffer from a
significant degree of poverty or deprivation.

As with all other negative aspects of
American life, the Negroes are hit especial-
ly hard by poverty. According to a recent
Government study, in Metropolitan Areas
of the United States in March 1966, 56.7%,
of the Negroes lived in “poverty areas,” as
compared with 10.4% of the whites.

The Johnson Administration took over
the late President Kennedy’s “‘anti-poverty
program.” There has been much ballyhoo,
but little substance to its activities. It has
set up a vast bureaucracy, given lucrative
management contracts to large corpora-
tions, set up token training programs, and
given small disguised handouts to a frac-
tion of the poor.

The main form of relief to the poor still
consists of charity handouts, distributed
through public assistance programs which
are largely federally financed but locally
administered. An average of eight million
individuals, including dependents, received
payments totalling $4.3 billion in 1966. If
distributed among all the officially admitted
poor, this came to $131 per capita. But,
as can be seen, only one-fourth of them
received anything. The benefits were paid,
mainly in the big urban centers. In New
York, for example, in many cases the main
part of the welfare aid consists of rental
payments to ghetto landlords for slum
dwellings.

But in many cases the majority of the
poor are given no relief whatsoever. At
least a million of the 2.3 million inhabitants
of Mississippi are below the official poverty
level. But fewer than 200,000 received any
kind of public assistance, in token amounts.

A Senate Committee visiting Mississippi
in 1967 observed “conditions of malnutri-
tion and widespread hunger in the delta
countries of Mississippi that can only be
described as shocking, and which we be-
lieve constitute an emergency . . . Some of
the children could not go to school because
they had no shoes, and had distended stom-
achs, chronic sores of the upper lip, and
were extremely lethargic—all of which are
the tragic evidence of serious malnutri-
tion.” Reports received by the committee
indicated that similar conditions prevailed
throughout the cotton-tobacco belt of the
Southeast. Similar conditions of mass

hunger and cold are reported periodically
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from the Appalachia hill country, and con-
ditions equally shocking, if different in

detail, from the rat-infested urban slum
ghettoes.

The President’s Council of Economic
Advisers calculates that it would cost only
$11 billion, or 1.69% of the gross national
product, to raise the incomes of all poor
people over the poverty threshold. The real
cost would be much more, because the
officials, as previously noted, place that
threshold far too low. But the general
implication of the figure is correct — the
United States could afford easily, to com-
pletely and permanently wipe out poverty.

A government analysis shows that more
than two-thirds of the poor families, other
than old people, are headed by active
workers, many of them with full-year or
nearly full-year work. Thus, while unem-
ployment is a factor in poverty, wages
that fall far below the amount necessary
to reproduce the worker’s labor power is
at least as big a cause.

Increasing official concern about poverty
in the United States stems from the rising
level of mass struggle, from the slum ghet-
toes of the North to the plantations of the
South and the factory farms of the West.
As Senator Robert Kennedy put it:

“All around our nation, Negroes and
Puerto Ricans, Mexican - Americans and
Indians, poor whites in Appalachia and in
blighted city areas are waking up to what
we have done. They are demanding their
rights as human beings.”

The Johnson Administration is meeting
this challenge at home as it does abroad,
by police violence, by slander, by the at-
tempt to cast the poor permanently outside
of American society. The policy emerging
is to create a vast Lazarus-layer of idle,
stricken people, existing on trivial doles
in a condition of near-starvation, with no
hope and no future for their children.

THE VIETNAM WAR AND
AMERICAN LABOR

The Vietnam war has aggravated all the
sore spots in the conditions of American
labor. As already noted, real wages have
turned downwards. Utilizing the strength-
ened war demand for all sorts of commo-
dities, the monopolies have jacked up prices
of vital necessities. The capitalists are
forcing the workers to pay virtually the
entire $30 billion per year cost of the
Vietnam war through higher direct taxes.
On the basis of trends so far in this fiscal




year, federal taxes taken from workers’
paychecks in fiscal 1968 (ending June 1968)
will total 55%, or nearly $30 billion, more
than in fiscal 1965, 215-3 times the com-
bined increase paid by capitalists and cor-
porations. State and local taxes levied
against workers are increasing just as rap-
idly. The vaunted “Great Society’ programs
have been forgotten, as the varied evils of
American domestic life worsen and fester
unchecked.

Johnson increasingly invokes the Viet-
nam war “emergency’ as an excuse for
breaking or trying to break all major
strikes. Unfortunately, many union leaders
play along with this line, and weaken the
solidarity of labor by exempting shops
with military contracts from strike calls.
The draft is used to decimate the strongest
and most militant elements in the working
class, especially in the Negro ghetto areas.

As we have seen, the Vietnam war has
brought a decline in real wages of the
employed, while the level of industrial
employment, after a period of increase, is
again stagnating.

Thus the Vietnam war has exposed the

falseness of the claims of U.S. imperialism
to bestow a high standard of living on the
working class.

It also should help dispel the myth of
the buying off of the majority of the U.S.
working class by U.S. imperialism. Certain
“radicals” propagate this theory, including
the concept of the complete corruption and
political hopelessness of American labor.
But the majority of workers, and the work-
ing class as a whole, are net losers from
the aggressions of U.S. imperialism.

During that war, indeed, the scale and
intensity of labor economic struggles is
increasing, and the Negro people’s strug-
gles are taking on a more militant charac-
ter. To the extent that the American
working class comes to understand the
anti-labor essence of U.S. imperialism’s
foreign policy, and actively combats that
policy, it will be able to raise and carry
through struggles for major improvements
in living and labor conditions, and for the
elimination of the most glaring violations
of elementary human decency in the con-
ditions inflicted on tens of millions of
American workers and their families.
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UNITY AND COOPERATION OF PROGRESSIVE FORCES

The political situation in France

FRANCOIS BILLOUX

Last October the Central Committee of the
French Communist Party set three impor-
tant tasks for the current period:

1. To promote joint struggles for the
working people’s demands.

2. To foster solidarity with the people of
Vietnam.

3. To work for a common program for
the Left.

Obviously, we must strengthen the Com-
munist Party itselff—ideologically and or-
ganizationally—if these tasks are to be
fulfilled.

The Central Committee concerned itself
with this matter in January, when it also
discussed the preparations for a world con-
ference of the Communist and Workers’
parties.

LESSONS OF THE CANTONAL
ELECTIONS

The elections held over September 24-
October 1, 1967, involved only half of the
cantons. Paris did not vote at all and in
the new Departments in the Paris area the
general councils had to be elected in their
entirety.*®

The present government of the monopo-
lies has done more than all the previous
bourgeois governments to restrict the role
of the elected Department councils in favor
of the central authority, which uses the
prefect as its instrument. The governemnt
wanted the elections for general council-
lors to be chiefly an “administrative” cam-
paign. But the cantonal elections confirmed
and, indeed, accentuated the principal poli-
tical trends which first made themselves

*The general councils are elected by the cantons for
six years. Half their composition is renewed in half the
cantons in every three years.—Ed.
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felt during the 1965 presidential election
and were reaffirmed with particular force
in the 1967 general election. These trends
consist in the growing influence of the
Communist Party and the advance of the
Left, on the one hand, and on the other the
declining prestige of Gaullism and the re-
treat of reaction as a whole.

These increasingly manifest changes are
indications of the reality of the class anta-
gonisms steadily aggravated by state-
monopoly capitalism despite the seeming
“stability of a strong authority.” They have
alarmed the Gaullists. What can no longer
be ignored is that the ebbing of Gaullist
influence, accompanied by setbacks for the
other reactionary forces, is evidence of our
people’s growing desire to get rid of one-
man rule and replace it by a new, demo-
cratic system capable of consistently fol-
lowing a policy of social progress and
peace.

The alliance of the Left parties is emerg-
ing as a political force that can win the
majority of the nation and substitute a
government of democratic unity for the
Gaullist regime. This explains why de
Gaulle and his backers, now on the defen-
sive, have again unfurled the shabby ban-
ner of anti-communism. They hope this
will enable them to regroup the conserva-
tive and reactionary forces, split the demo-
cratic movement by means of lies and cal-
umny and strike at the Communist Party,
which has always championed Left unity.
Nor does the government scruple to use
the services of a handful of Maoists for its
purposes.

However, this maneuver can neither eli-
minate nor yet conceal the fundamental
issue of French politics. On the contrary,
it stresses that today, more than ever be-




fore, there is a choice between continuing
the policy of the big bourgeoisie and pur-
suing a genuinely democratic policy.

GROWING INFLUENCE OF THE
COMMUNIST PARTY

The first round of the cantonal elections
brought the Communist Party 2,200,063
votes, or 384,222 more than in the previous
elections in 1961. This is an increase of
3.52 per cent. In the councils being renew-
ed the Party had 101 seats before and now
has 179. But even this impressive figure
does not reflect the full influence of
France’s leading party. Given proportional
representation, the Party would have
secured 451 seats.

The electoral districts were so constitu-
ted as to distort—in favor of the reaction-
ary and conservative candidates—the vot-
ing results. The system is intrinsically un-
favorable to the working class (one deputy
per district, two rounds). A rural canton
may have one-tenth of the voters in an
urban canton. There are also imbalances in
the towns between bourgeois and working-
class cantons. This legalized fraud pro-
duced the following results: on the average,
one “Giscardist” general councillor repre-
sents 3,500 voters, one “Centrist” 4,300,
one Gaullist 5400 and one Communist
12,500 voters. These facts should be taken
into account by anyone who wishes to as-
sess the new Communist gain.

The Party’s influence, on the rise through-
out the country, is very considerable in
numerous Paris suburbs and in the big in-
dustrial centers. It is increasing noticeably
also in many rural cantons.

The Party polled 696,261 votes in the
new Departments of the Paris area. This
meant an absolute increase of 33,485 votes,
or 2.77 per cent, and 34 seats. Communist
deputies make up a majority on the coun-
cil of Seine-Saint-Denis Department and
are the largest group within the Left ma-
jority on the council of Val-de-Marne De-
partment.

Today the Party is represented on six
Department Councils where it had no depu-
ties before: Corsica, Coéte d'Or, Loiret,
Meuse, Morbihan and Yonne. The Party
gains in a number of cities contribute to its
prestige and augur well for future general
and municipal elections.

The Party registered its biggest gains in
the industrial areas to the north of the
Loire—further evidence of its increased in-
fluence. But it is no less revealing that the

number of ballots cast for Communists was
greater in many rural cantons where the
CP candidate had no chance of winning.

It is noteworthy, especially in the case
of elections of this kind, that this time the
political significance of the vote, its im-
portance to the people and their future,
won the upper hand over considerations of
immediate and local success. A similar con-
clusion suggests itself in respect of the un-
precedented number of votes (in absolute
and percentage terms) obtained by some
Communists who were hardly known to
masses and whom the Party, desirous of
sharing responsibility as effectively as pos-
sible, nominated in the suburbs of the
capital for the first time.

Lastly, our Party hailed the election of
eight Communist general councillors in re-
gions which the big bourgeoisie, following
its neo-colonialist policy, continues to re-
gard as “Overseas Departments’; Réunion
(three seats—in spite of an organized
fraud), Guadeloupe (four) and Martinique
(one). The Central Committee fully identi-
fied itself on this occasion with “the three
Communist parties of these islands and
with other democratic organizations seek-
ing an autonomous status.”

SOURCES OF OUR INFLUENCE

Our Party and all its organizations and
every member steadfastly uphold the de-
mands and aspirations of the working class
and other working people. They expose and
uncompromisingly reject a policy militat-
ing against the interests of the nation and
combat a regime subservient to the mono-
polies. At the same time they put forward
objectives and propose means of pursuing
a genuine policy of social progress, demo-
cracy and peace. This policy, at once bold
and realistic, is gaining recognition among
the working people and democrats because
it offers solutions to their problems.

The working people and democrats know
from experience that unity of the forces
they represent and alliance of the political
organizations operating on their behalf are
a condition for any real progress. They put
on record that the Communists’ ideas and
activity show them to be energetic archi-
tects of working-class and Left unity. It is
perfectly natural, therefore, that more and
more democrats who feel that they must
make a personal contribution to unity are
prompted to support Communist unity
actions.

This is all the more so since the Com-
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munists’ fight for unity is not determined,
as the entire history of the Party shows,
by tactical considerations suggested by the
situation, but is a permanent course of ac-
tion serving both the immediate and the
future interests of the working people.

GAINS FOR THE LEFT

The latest cantonal elections showed
that the gains of the united Left do not
benefit the Communist Party alone but all
the Left organizations.

Compared with the previous cantonal
elections, the Federation of the Democratic
and Socialist Left (FDSL) won 155,000
more votes and several dozen more seats.
The United Socialist Party, which nomi-
nated 178 candidates in 48 departments,
polled 123,781 votes and won 18 seats.

These facts refute the Gaullist ministers’
allegations, taken up by the reactionary
press, to the effect that the Left alliance is
a Communist maneuver designed to
strengthen the Communists ““to the detri-
ment of their so-called allies.”

In reality, the Left achieved a common
gain to the detriment of reactionary influ-
ence. It is hard to compare in quantitative
terms the results of the cantonal elections
with those of 1961. At that time the Gaul-
lists put forward few candidates on behalf
of their party but secured the allegiance of
most of the other Right candidates. It is a
fact, however, that the Gaullist sphere of
influence has shrunk still more since the
1967 general election. On September 24 and
October 1 the French electorate reaffirmed
its condemnation, expressed once before,
of the anti-social policies of the one-man
regime and its undemocratic methods. How-
ever, the Gaullist leaders evidently had no
illusions about popular opinion. The arbi-
trary recasting of the electoral districts,
persistent protestations about the ‘“‘non-
political” character of the elections, and
the masking of an appreciable number of
Gaullist candidates by means of vague and
harmless tags—all showed that their prim-
ary concern was to prevent too sharp an
expression of that opinion in the first round.
Not until after September 24 did they go
openly into action by striking up their old
anti-Communist tune in every corner of
the country—with a suddenness and unani-
mity leaving no room for doubt as to which
way the conductor’s baton had swung.

As for the Democratic Center, it has con-
tinued to lose influence almost everywhere
since Lecanuet was defeated in the first
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round of the 1965 presidential election.
True, its candidates were elected in a num-
ber of cantons, but they owed that to Gaul-

list voters. Class solidarity outweighed
particular divergences and ambitions, and
the reactionary — Gaullist, “Centrist” and
“Giscardist”—groupings did their utmost
in some cantons to oppose a single candi-
date to the “Left pressure.” In the Na-
tional Assembly, too, they joined forces to
oppose the FDSL and Communist motion
condemning government policy.

The Rightists’ attempts to sink dif-
ferences, if only for a while, so as to form
a united front, bring out the limits of the
“opposition” of a Giscard d’Estaing. The
united Left delivered a telling blow to the

whole reactionary camp.

NEW STEPS TOWARDS UNITY

After September 25 the Federations of
the Communist Party and FDSL agreed to
withdraw their candidates in the second
round in Nord, Pas-de-Calais and Haute-
Vienne Departments with a strong Social-
ist influence. In some Departments, such as
Hauts-de-Seine, Val-de-Marne and Val-
d'Oise in the Paris area, it was all the Com-
munists could do to overcome vacillations
hampering agreement. In the end agree-
ment was reached everywhere except for
a few Departments, including Essonne,
Gard, Ardennes and Marne, and as a rule,
candidates were withdrawn on a reciprocal
basis in favor of the Left candidate who
had made the best showing in the first
round. Ten FDSL candidates refused to
withdraw, thereby violating the agreement.
Seven of them were rejected by the voters
who helped the Communist candidates to
win in conditions comparable to those of
the recent by-elections in the town of Alés,
and thus showed that it is becoming more
and more difficult to go against the demo-
crats’ desire for unity. On the whole, the
swing in the second round to the single
Left candidate was satisfactory. And while
some FDSL candidates lost some of the
votes they had commanded earlier, the Left
candidate—Communist or FDSL—obtained
a substantial proportion of the Democratic
Center votes in a number of cantons.

Examples such as these are test cases of
the appeal of the Left alliance, which mani-
fested itself throughout the elections.

DEFEAT FOR THE RIGHT

The results of the cantonal elections are
further proof of the defeat suffered by re-




action. Although the Gaullist government
had a variety of powerful means at its dis-
posal it could not prevent a further drop
in its influence. The other Right-wing
groupings—the “Centrists” and “Giscard-
ists”—who are “opposed” to the Gaullists
only over the choice of means of imple-
menting the policy of the big bourgeoisie
and, more importantly, of perpetuating its
rule in all circumstances, were judged by
the electorate according to their class
character. The maneuvers to which the
various Right alignments have resorted
thus far have failed to halt the advance of
the democratic movement.

Between the referendum—September 28,
1958—and the first round of the presiden-
tial election—December 5, 1965—the num-
ber of votes cast for de Gaulle dropped
from 80 to 45 per cent. Ever since then,
each more or less important voting has
confirmed the decline in the prestige of one-
man rule throughout the nation. The Gaul-
lists and “Giscardists,” who on March 5,
1967, won a mere 38 per cent of the votes,
would have no majority in the National
Assembly had the electoral law been equit-
able, that is, had each party been repre-
sented in proportion to the number of its
voters.

On the other hand, the Left parties re-
gistered an important gain between Nov-
ember 1962 and March 1967 by increasing
their first-round general election vote by
1,650,000. With 1,300,000 more than the
Gaullists, the Left candidates won 43 per
cent of the votes, or 11 per cent more than
in the first ballot in the presidential elec-
tion.

The advance of the Left is confirmed by
every step they take towards unity of ac-
tion in resisting a policy that has been pur-
sued for nine years now, a return to the
past in any form and all attempts to give
reactionary rule a new lease of life.

RELATIONS BETWEEN THE LEFT
PARTIES

Two years ago the Left parties’ virtual
agreement on a joint candidate in the pre-
sidential election enabled them to deliver
the first telling blow to the reactionaries.
The agreement forced de Gaulle to submit
to a second ballot and defeated Lecanuet.

The December 1966 Communist-FDSL
agreement, joined by the United Socialist
Party, paved the way to the new gains won
by all the Left parties in March 1967.

In June 1967 the FDSL and the Commu-

nist Party decided to set up a working
group to study the possibilities of an agree-
ment going beyond the convergences noted
in the communique of December 20, 1966.
The report submitted by the group to the
two organizations in October pointed out
both convergences and divergences. And
while it is not a government program,
Waldeck Rochet has stressed that it con-
tains proposals that are an advance over
the December unity agreement.

The leading committees of the two or-
ganizations are to draw up, on the basis of
the proposals of the working group, a pro-
gram for joint action with which all demo-
crats are to be acquainted. Accordingly,
our Party on November 16 sent a letter
signed by its Secretary General to Francois
Mitterrand, President of the FDSL, sug-
gesting an early meeting of spokesmen of
the two organizations.

Our Party has stinted no effort to pro-
mote understanding and agreement Dbe-
tween the Left organizations. It has been
guided by the Marxist-Leninist principle
Maurice Thorez taught us to apply in a
creative spirit: a united front means unity
in action and the organization of mass

action.
THE MASS MOVEMENT

The mass movement has played a deci-
sive part in all the advances towards unity
which during the past three years have
characterized French politics. Following
the example of the working class, which
in 1949 forced the government to revise its
decision to curtail social insurance bene-
fits, various sections of the working peo-
ple in town and country—industrial, white-
collar and professional—joined in the cam-
paign to counter the encroachments of
monopoly capitalism and the state expres-
sing and serving capitalist interests.

Communists take part in every action—
in factory and mine, on building site and
in office, in the university, in the rural areas
and in residential neighborhoods. They con-
tribute their enthusiasm and their exper-
ience in helping the masses to achieve im-
mediate demands, in unrelentingly expos-
ing the causes of the declining standard of
living, of the inroads on the people’s poli-
tical, social and cultural rights, and in
showing up those responsible for these
ills. They want to help the masses to or-
ganize political actions of their own against
the Gaullist regime, for the political and
economic reforms that are a necessary con-
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dition for a genuine policy of social pro-
gress, democracy and peace.

As a result of the movement of the
masses, with whom our Party has always
dealt in terms of frankness and action, the
majority of the working people today side
with the far-sighted minority which during
the 1958 referendum said “no” to the
‘monarchic principle and to an intensified
dictatorship of the monopolies.

We owe it to the mass movement and to
our Party’s policy of unity that attempts
to split and mislead the people and to bring
a segment of the Left under the sway of
the wilder reactionaries—the Lecanuet
“Centrists” and the “Independents” of ex-
Gaullist Minister Giscard d’Estaing—have
come to nothing.

The working people and democratic
forces want the Left to win state power,
to pursue a policy needed by the masses
and not a policy that suits reaction, such
as followed by the non-Communist Left in
the Fourth Republic or is followed today by
Wilson and Brandt—very much to the de-
triment of their people and parties.

That is why the working people and the
democratic forces approve of the rap-
prochement between our Party and the
Federation of the Democratic and Social-
ist Left. They follow the discussions going
on between our Party and the Socialist
Party and want as soon as possible a solid
alliance of the Left—the only way to bring
about a democratic replacement of the
Gaullist regime.

This means that the joint program should
have a progressive social content—that it
should take into account scientific and
technical progress and really meet the as-
pirations and interests of our people.

OLD ANTI-COMMUNIST TUNE

In an affort to hold back the democratic
movement, whose progress threatens to
sweep him away, de Gaulle decided to re-
vive the anti-Communist campaign, that
extreme method of reactionary govern-
ments in danger. The top leaders of the
Gaullist party took the first steps in this
direction between the two rounds of the
cantonal elections by calling for a realign-
ment of the Right. After the second round
attacks on our Party became systematic,
the tone being set by Premier Pompidou.
Speaking in the National Assembly when
his economic and social policies were be-
ing debated and criticized, he smeared the
French Left and the socialist countries, in
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particular the Soviet Union and Czechoslo-
vakia, and the GDR which his government
still refuses to recognize.

Anti-communism was on the agenda of
the Gaullist party’s national congress in
Lille. Delegates received a text of six points
containing outdated slogans which the
RPF# had once tried in vain to popularize.
At the ensuing press conference, de Gaulle
gave his blessing to the congress and an-
athematized the Communists, whom he de-
scribed as “conspriators in a totalitarian
cause.”

The reason for this anti-Communist viol-
ence is simple. It is the miscarriage of all
methods used by the Gaullists and reac-
tionaries to isolate the Communist Party,
whose activity serves both the immediate
and the future interests of the working
class and people of France.

De Gaulle and his associates do not count
so much on their stale arguments convinc-
ing anyone as on the vast propaganda
media—the press, radio and television—by
means of which they expect to thrust these
arguments on ordinary people, “those poli-
tical animals.”**

The surest way to thwart this design
aimed at prolonging monopoly exploitation
of the working people and plunder of the
nation is to consolidate the alliance of the
workers and the democratic forces and Left
parties against whom the maneuver is direct-
ed. In this case, too the will of the masses
will decide the issue. The Communists
abide, therefore, by the fundamental idea
that independent activity among the masses
by the Party is a condition for the success
of all its actions for unity.

A STRONGER PARTY: REQUISITE OF
DEMOCRATIC FUTURE OF FRANCE

Bearing this in mind, the organizations
and members of the Party are concentrat-
ing on the fundamental tasks defined by
the Central Committee.

To ensure the development of the every-
day struggles for economic and social de-
mands in the broadest possible union, the
Communists support trade-union actions
for the repeal of Gaullist decrees, above all
those undermining social security. The
Communists devote special attention to the
demands and the level of organization of
diverse categories of working people and

pE——

*“‘Union of the French People,” a movement which de
Gaulle founded in the early period of the Fourth Republic
and tried, unsuccessfully, to use for regaining power in
1947.

**Expression used in de Goaulle's book At the Point of
the Sword, published in 1932.




work for the success of big national de-
monstrations, such as the one held on De-
cember 13. Inside the outside parliament,
they fight for higher wages, guaranteed
employment, democratic taxation, schools
and universities open to all. They back the
lawful demands of the peasants and other
working people.

The Communists help to promote the
most varied forms of active solidarity with
the people of Vietnam, who with the aid
of the socialist countries, primarily the
Soviet Union, are waging a heroic fight
against the U.S. imperialists’ barbarous
aggression. They took part in organizing
powerful demonstrations on October 21
and contributed to their success. During
these demonstrations millions in Paris and
other cities demanded an immediate and
unconditional halt to the bombing of the
DRV, recognition of the National Libera-
tion Front as the only genuine spokesman
of the South Vietnamese population, with-
drawal of the U.S. troops from Vietnam
and the dismantling of U.S. bases on Viet-
namese soil. November 26 witnessed a na-
tional demonstration under the slogan
“The Youth Are with Vietnam,” organized
by the Communist Youth Movement. About
70,000 young people marched through the
streets of Paris. Our Party, confident that
it was acting in harmony with our people’s
feelings for the courageous people of Viet-
nam, called on all political, trade union,
pacifist and solidarity organizations jointly
to begin and carry out a nation-wide collec-
tion of funds, medical supplies and food for

Vietnam. Over 30 organizatoins responded
to its call on a national scale.

As they prepare for and realize their ac-
tions, the Communists try through public
statements and the press to acquaint the
population with the realistic proposals of
the Party. Indeed, the standard of living
cannot be really improved on a lasting
basis nor the French people’s security guar-
anteed as long as the monopolies exercise
their undivided control over the nation’s
resources, defense and foreign relations in
keeping with their class interests, even
though they are compelled to reckon with
the present balance of world forces and the
contradictions which oppose them to other
imperialists.

Needed for the really new perspective for
which our people are striving is a political
democracy guaranteed by measures of eco-
nomic democracy, along with the fight for
social progress and for an active peace
policy.

To fulfil these tasks, which are essential
to the democratic future of the country, to
expose every falsehood of the anti-Commu-
nist campaign and disclose its purpose, the
Party must steadily strengthen itself, in-
crease its membership and the number of
its branches, raise collective and individu-
al ideological standards and improve the
work of its branches among the masses.

It is in this spirit of responsibility and
confidence that the Communists this year
have begun to exchange membership cards
with a view to enlisting new champions of
social progress, democracy and socialism.

For a democratic alternative
to the Franco dictatorship

The devaluation of the peseta and the
austerity measures announced last Novem-
ber have sharply accentuated the crisis in
Spain.

By these moves the government virtually
admitted the failure of its economic policy,
carried out in the interests of finance
capital and to the detriment of the wvast
majority of the population. But there are

more far-reaching implications: they are a
clear indication of the failure of the regime,
of its inability to solve any of the country’s
political, social and economic problems.
For months official propaganda has been
playing up the catch phrase coined by the
Minister responsible for the Development
Plan: “The only problem facing the Spanish
economy is that of its excellent health.”
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There is also the propaganda figment that
the plan has been an uninterrupted success.

And Franco himself, addressing the
opening session of the new, “tamed’” Cortes
only two days before the devaluation,
painted a glowing picture of the country’s
political and economic position. He made
much of the high economic growth rate
(“the world’s highest,” were his words) and
promised that “by 1970 Spain would catch
up with the European standard of living.”

Now an end has been put to this farce.
No longer is there any talk about the
“Spanish miracle,” no promise of prosperi-
ty, only cynical appeals for austerity—the
people are being told to tighten their belts.

There is, however, a growing awareness
among the population of the regime’s re-
sponsibility for this state of affairs. And
there is indignation over the fraudulent
statements that the austerity will be equal-
ly shared. All Spaniards, the government
says, will be called upon to sacrifice, the
wage freeze will be compensated by stable
prices, government spending will be cut,
and so on. Workers, blue-collar and white-
collar, farmers, civil servants, the middle
strata, small and medium businessmen
feared that they would have to foot the
austerity bill, just as they did during the
earlier devaluation and adoption of the 1959
stabilization plan.

Their fears were fully justified — the
price spiral began the day after the auster-
ity measures were introduced. “All-round
retrenchment and restraint” has boiled
down to pegged wages and lay-offs in
industry. That is what the government and
big business wanted —one of its main
spokesmen, the Governor of the Bank of
Spain, frankly says so in his 1967 report.

The working class, which has suffered
most from these measures, was quick to
retaliate. The workers’ commissions, form-
ed and functioning despite reprisals by the
dictatorship, immediately came out against
the wage freeze and mass lay-offs. The
workers, they declared, will not agree to
sacrifice as long as the country is ruled by
the present regime. The demand for higher
wages to offset the higher prices is spread-
ing to more and more factories. Strikes,
too, have become more frequent and of
longer duration, involving thousands of
workers in all parts of the country. There
have been major stoppages in the Asturian
coal mines, notably at Caudal and Aller,
traditional militant centers, and by metal-
workers, builders and workers in the
automobile, electronics and other industries
in Madrid, Jerez de la Frontera, Puerto de
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Santa Maria, Seville, Barcelona and other
towns.

The sweep and vigor of the democratic
student movement should be seen against
this background of mounting labor protest
and organization. The students are waging
a persistent and united struggle for the
right to a democratic union and for univer-
sity reform to replace the archaic structures
and obsolete instruction methods, but the
fight is also for democracy, and their close
solidarity with the workers has earned
them the admiration of the people. Spain’'s
universities have become the focal points
of the battle for democracy. In the past
few months strikes and demonstrations
have spread to practically every university
center. They are a heartening chapter in
the battle for democracy. The universities
of Madrid, Barcelona, Bilbao, Malaga, Se-
ville, Santiago de Compostela, Oviedo,
Saragossa, Salamanca and Pamplona figure
prominently in the news.

Franco, anxious to stem the tide which
threatens to engulf his regime, has stepped
up the repressions, but this has not daunt-
ed the opposition.

Significant in this respect is the recent
trial by a Public Order Tribunal of a group
of workers’ commission leaders, Julian
Ariza, Trinidad Garcia, Juan Goicoechea,
Luis Royo and Manuel Trava. Thousands
of Madrid workers downed tools in protest
against the trial and thousands more de-
monstrated outside the Palace of Justice
demanding to be allowed to attend the
proceedings. Only a few were allowed into
the courtroom, but their presence was a
demonstration of solidarity with the ac-
cused.

The government has denounced the stu-
dent movement “as subversive groups
wholly alien to the universities and insti-
gated and supported by outside forces.”
No one believes that, nor has the persecu-
tion intimidated the students. The result
has been the reverse—solidarity is being
broadened and more faculty members are
supporting student demands. The workers’
commissions, too, are issuing statements
in support of the students.

The failure of the regime is openly ad-
mitted by the influential monarchist ABC
newspaper. At the height of the repressions,
commenting on the closure of several facul-
ties in Madrid, police raids on universities
and the arrest and trial of hundreds of
students, it wrote in an editorial (January
25): “The method used to quell university
unrest has proved, as on earlier occasions,
ineffectual and offers no solution. The




university disorders did not start today
or even last year; they have a much longer
history. There had been faculty closures
before, but the moment studies were re-
sumed there was more student revolt. We
are still caught in that vicious circle: un-
rest and suspension of studies; resumption
of studies and more violence; suspension
of studies—and so it goes on.”

The sharpening national crisis poses,
squarely and urgently, the need for a poli-
tical solution, the need, that is, for an
alternative to the dictatorship, which is
leading the country to disaster. And the
conditions for this alternative are maturing.

The antagonisms rending the regime are
more clearly and painfully felt. There are
two main factors: Francoism is undergoing
a process of self-destruction, and on the
other hand, there is a mounting popular
movement, with the worker and democratic
opposition exerting a stronger influence on
the march of events.

Comrade Santiago Carrillo, our Party
General Secretary, writes in his book, “New
Approach to the Problems of the Day,”
that by reverting to strong-arm policies the
Franco regime is virtually beginning to
destroy itself, for it aims its blows “not
only against the classical opposition and
the new opposition that has emerged in the
past ten years, but also against those in its
own ranks who insist on a new policy more
in consonance with the present trends in
European capitalism. They contend that
the present fascist structure militates
against their interests.”

There are ample facts to bear that out.
For meeting no support from the regime,
with its die-hard, ossified policies, these
big business elements—usually referred to
as the “evolutionists” — find themselves
compelled to go beyond their traditional
moderation and come out in outright oppo-
sition to the government, to the falangist
bureaucrats and the ultras. On some issues
their position coincides with that of the
labor and democratic forces.

That is evident from statements in the
press that speaks for this evolutionist
bourgeoisie. For instance, during the or-
chestrated Cortes elections, which were
supposed to give the dictatorship a sem-
blance of democracy, they contributed to
their failure by more or less open propa-
ganda of indifference, and in some cases
by appealing for a boycott. When the Mad-
rid workers staged a Day of Struggle on
October 27, the Madrid newspaper, one of
the most influential evolutionist publica-
tions, sided with the workers’ commissions,

and it again pleaded their case when it
denounced devaluation and the wage freeze.

To this might be added concrete mani-
festations of a resistance spirit in a number
of government institutions, a spirit due
entirely to the evolutionists’ influence on
part of the government apparatus. For in-
stance, government prescribed measures
against the October 27 strikes and demon-
strations were not everywhere carried out.
True, in many parts of the country the
authorities kept to the letter of the orders
from Madrid, but in other areas they exer-
cised a certain restraint. In one Madrid
district there was a case of the police
refusing to arrest demonstrators. It has
also been established that the Captain-Gen-
eral of Catalonia overrode the -civilian
authorities and refused to hand over arrest-
ed workers and students to a military trib-
unal. In another military area, Burgos, the
military tribunals quashed all the cases
and released the arrested men.

These and other facts justified Comrade
Carrillo in declaring, in a speech to a group
cf Communists on December 3, that the
attitude of the evolutionists “is a serious
factor and gives cause for hope. The ruling
classes feel that they cannot continue to
rule in the old way. Lenin taught us that
an essential condition for any revolution
is not only the determination of the op-
pressed classes to win freedom, but also
the fact that the ruling classes can no
longer rule as of old.”

At the other end of the political spec-
trum, in the democratic camp, the new
labor movement is making rapid progress.
The workers’ commissions organized the
October 27 demonstration despite the re-
prisals. And it will be no exaggeration to
say that this was the most powerful demon-
stration of Madrid workers since Franco
came to power. It revealed the militancy,
unity and organization of the working-class
vanguard. But it had wider implications—
it showed that the new labor movement
is determined to win the right to organiza-
tion, assembly and public action. And,
lastly, it made the workers’ commissions
the undisputed leading force of the demo-
cratic and labor movement, the decisive
force, in fact, that can lead the country to
democracy.

The mounting anti-fascist movement of
other classes and sections of the popula-
tion, and the increasingly closer identity
of the positions of the various democratic
opposition groups, are due primarily to the
role played by the working class.

A new and significant development is the
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growing anti-fascist actions of Catholics,
and its more radical and essentially demo-
cratic orientation. This has found expres-
sion in the Palamos Manifesto (named after
the village where it was framed). Its author,
Ruiz Gimenez, is president of the interna-
tional Pax Romana organization and enjoys
~much influence in the Vatican. The solu-
tions it outlines for Spain’s basic problems
coincide with, or are close to, the Com-
munist position.

These and other facts show that the
Party is pursuing a sound policy.

A statement by its Executive says the
Party is ready to share in the elaboration
of a political alternative to Franco based
on a concrete agreement between all forces,
including those outside the democratic
opposition who are convinced that no evo-
lution of the present regime can solve
Spain’s problems. The agreement must
include the following essential points: 1)
re-establishment of political freedoms with-
out any discrimination, 2) general amnesty

for all political prisoners and political
emigres, 3) election of a constituent Cortes
to decide on the country’s future structure.

The statement emphasizes that the Com-
munists do not insist on being represented
in the transitional government formed on
this basis, though they are prepared to
cooperate with it if it faithfully carries out
the above program. Furthermore, the Com-
munist Party “categorically rejects any
attempt to impose, without ascertaining
the will of the people, retention of the
reactionary regime under a monarchical
signboard.”

The Communist Party is fully aware, of
course, that a hard struggle lies ahead.
But it is also aware that an alternative to
the present regime will result only from
development and expansion of mass action
in diverse forms, following the pattern set
by the working class and students October
27, and culminating in a general nationwide

political strike.
Francisco ANTON

Unity — the way fo strengthen
Moroccan independence

and democracy

ALI YATA

Our purpose is to analyze the present situ-
ation in Morocco, to pinpoint the general
orientation and our stand in relation to im-
portant events, and to define our main
tasks.

The situation in Morocco is an extraor-
dinary one. We are deprived of elementary
freedoms; the basic human rights are with-
held; anyone devoted to the nation, to free-
dom and social justice, finds himself in dif-
ficulties. And this in the age of liberation
and democracy!

Progressive parties and organizations
find it difficult to carry on legally. Any pub-
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lic meeting, be it even a cultural confer-
ence, is banned. We, for example, were
prevented by the authorities from holding
a conference on the subject of territories
seized by Spain.

Hardest hit is the progressive press,
which, by order of the Home Ministry, is
subjected to rigid police censorship. Issues
of our own paper, Al Kifah al Watani, have
been confiscated 21 times since November
1965.

It goes hard with anyone expressing
opinions contrary to the official viewpoint.
The national papers are faced by the choice




of either going along with the government
and surviving, or sealing their lips and go-
ing under.

The reactionaries of course do not want
a free press, one that would champion de-
mocracy and progress. What they want is
a press remote from the masses and their
problems, supporting government policies,
serving monopoly interests, misinforming
the public and setting the people against
everything progressive in both the national
and international areas.

Censorship also applies to films and lite-
rature, and to private correspondence. Al-
most every post office has a police officer
checking letters from abroad and confis-
cating books, journals, pamphlets and news-
papers.

While freedoms are being shorn, repres-
sions are mounting.

Many of our activists have been impri-
soned: comrades from Oujda, Fes and El
Jadida, members of the National Union of
Popular Forces, notably the lawyer Lyazghi
and the poet Habib Forquany, and trade
union leaders such as Mahjub Ben Seddigq,
who was sentenced to a jail term of 18
months.

The reactionary offensive is wide-rang-
ing; directed against all the political forces,
it spares none. It shows that the reaction-
aries are carrying out a plan which they
framed after independence, whose outlines
are becoming clearer as time goes on: to
wipe out, or at least paralyze, the revolu-
tionary movement. As part of this plan,
they outlawed the Communist Party, dis-
solved the resistance movement, thinned
the ranks of the Union of Popular Forces,
and are now poised to crush the Moroccan
Labor Union.

At the same time, there is a trend to-
wards so-called economic liberalism with
an accent on relations with foreign finance
monopolies, easing through measures favor-
ing the monopolies and guaranteeing privi-
leges to companies exploiting our resourc-
es. The ruler could not care less if this
brings us under the domination of foreign
capital and the imperialist powers. The
effect on our economy is debilitating and
iS causing deep anxiety.

It is officially admitted that the three-
year plan ending this year has failed: its
targets, though very modest, have been ful-
filled to the extent of a mere 40 per cent.

The new official theory lays the accent
on agriculture. But the general trend of our
agricultural policy, the measures envis-
aged in farming, are not likely to produce

the desired results, because the population
is increasing at an average annual 400,000,
while the people aspire to a higher standard
of living.

The agrarian problem hinges on the
question of landownership. Nothing can
solve it but a realistic and far-reaching
reform that would give land to those who
have none, that is, to more than half the
rural population, and to the poor fellahs,
also very numerous. The reform should dis-
possess the colons and the feudal beys
and reduce the estates of the big land-
owners.,

The industrial scene is no better. Like
most other sectors of our economy, pro-
duction is stagnant.

For economic growth and political
sovereignty we need to be independent
from Western capital. But our present
government passes up our possibilities,
our home capacity and considerable natural
resources, while opening the door to for-
eign, notably American, finance monopolies.
This is done despite the obvious reluctance
of the United States to help under-de-
veloped countries industrialize; where it
agrees for political reasons to help in in-
dustrialization, its contracts are always
short-term and the interest exacted al-
ways high, making the whole thing un-
profitable.

We are doing out utmost to expose this
policy, which goes against the interests of
our people. We show the people that
credits from capitalist governments or
banks can no more mitigate the general
crisis of the economy than they can secure
rapid economic growth.

The worsening crisis, the greed of for-
eign and home capitalists, their association
with the top rulers, coupled with inhuman
exploitation are a blight for the workers,
harassed by high prices, low wages and
mounting unemployment.

The position in public education is no
better.

Educational standards are plummeting
at all levels. The number of children that
cannot be accommodated in the primary
schools is growing. So is the number of
those kept out of secondary schools and
those who cannot get scholarships to col-
lege or university.

The reason for this is the scant budget-
ary alocation for education coupled with
the neglect and incompetence shown by
the Education Ministry.

The melancholy conclusion is that our
rulers are no more capable of coping with
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the difficulties and satisfying the people’s
desire for education than they are of cop-
ing with our other national problems,
economic and social.

It should be noted that they are con-
scious of their incompetence, though they
refuse to admit it, fearing an outburst of
public reaction. This partially explains the
more frequent resort to reprisals, though
reprisals are a sign not of wisdom but
rather of incapacity and inevitable failure.

It was some of the international develop-
ments that sparked this escalation of folly,
this haste in adopting and effecting sweep-
Ing reactionary measures.

The world has changed beyvond recogni-
tion since fascism was defeated in the
Second World War and socialism emerged
as a world system. The changes began
with the victory of the October Revolution,
whose 50th anniversary and historic suc-
cess the world proletariat, the national-
liberation movement and all progressives
celebrated recently. That it put an end to
the undivided power of imperialism ranks
among its greatest achievements.

Mankind has entered a new era—that of
passage from enslavement to liberation,
from capitalism to socialism.

Yet world imperialism refuses to accept
defeat, to give up its privileges and posi-
tions, and is as aggressive as ever. Ever
since it realized that a world war would
not end in its favor, that its doom would
be sealed by the greatly increased econo-
mic and military strength of the Soviet
Union and the other socialist countries
and by the greatly increased consciousness
of the peoples and their militancy, it has
been trving to regain the lost ground, by
means of “local wars.”

Imperialism is aiming its blows primarily
against the newly independent countries,
against the national-liberation movements,
hoping to hinder their consolidation and
growth of influence, and to relieve the
threat presented to its finance monopolies
by perspectives leading to socialism.

The limits of this article are too narrow
for any deeper analysis of the internatio-
nal situation. Our brief survey is merely
meant to underscore the connection be-
tween the events in our country and the
imperialist maneuvers in the rest of our
region.

After the imperialist-Zionist aggression,
aimed, among other things, at deposing the
progressive regimes in the United Arab
Republic and Syria, reaction has come to
life in all Arab countries. It is trying to
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make the most of the weakening of some
of them, to conspire against progressives
and revolutionaries, to regain power wher-
ever it lost its grip or to buttress its posi-
tion where it is still at the helm. Reaction
has a common strategy: to halt the progres-
sive movement and tilt the scales in its
own and in imperialist interests.

By escalating reprisals against our re-
volutionaries and progressives, Morocco’s
reactionaries are but following the exam-
ple of their friends and allies in the other
Arab countries.

They were spurred to action by the out-
burst of Arab indignation over the imperial-
ist-Zionist aggression, by the solidarity of
the masses, the enthusiasm of activists of
all political convictions ready to accept the
challenge, join in the fighting and cham-
pion Arab prestige.

A surge of public anger erupted in our
country against the Zionists, their masters,
allies and imperialist protectors—American,
British and West German.

It matched in intensity the demonstra-
tions at the time of the Resistance and
the March 1965 events. The reactionaries
were scared. They feared that the wave
of anger would become a strike wave over
domestic problems, that the latter would
grow into a mass struggle difficult to
bring under control. It was to avert this
that the reactionaries resorted to repri-
sals, to rigid censorship and further cur-
tailment of civic freedoms.

They exerted themselves to create the
impression that they were strong and
powerful, and in control of the situation.
The fact is, however, that their offensive
was mounted from positions of weakness.

They arrested Mahjoub ben Seddiq, the
General Secretary of the Labor Union, but
maintain relations with Abderrazak, his de-
puty and close associate. They banned the
congress of the National Students’ Union,
but did not break off relations with the
Union leaders and they say the congress
could be held provided certain conditions
are complied with. In some ten weeks they
confiscated eight issues of the Al Kifah al
Watani, but did not ban the paper outright.

This is example evidence that reaction
is not able today, however much it may
wish, indiscriminately ta obliterate the
opposition. It could do no more than fall
back on the expedient of weakening the
opposition, paralyzing its work and under-
mining its influence, while the structure,
though battered, survives.

If anything, these tactics speak of the
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impotence of the reactionaries to give free
rein to their wishes, to act as they would
like to, to assert their exclusive interests.
They are compelled to reckon with the op-
position, with its influence at home and
its prestige abroad, where it is supported
by the national-liberation movements in
the Third World countries, the world
Communist and working-class movement
and other forces.

In the circumstances, the government
may decide to go through the motions of
liberalizing the regime and strengthening
some of the democratic aspects within the
absolutist framework, to the advantage of
the foreign finance monopolies and the
home bourgeoisie.

As we see it, provided nothing unfore-
seen happens, the immediate future will
witness no radical changes in the general
official orientation and in the make-up of
our institutions.

All the same, we shall be vigilant.

But vigilance alone is not enough. Our
revolutionary spirit prompts us to use all
possible means, summon all our dedication,
to frustrate the plans of adventurers and
support all efforts, from whomever they
may come, that guard us from a military
dictatorship.

If we have to choose between military
dictatorship and bourgeois liberalism, we
shall not hesitate in picking the latter, de-
spite its hypocrisy, falsehood and disres-
pect for human rights. We shall choose it
because it is the simpler, more amenable,
shorter and less painful way to complete
and genuine emancipation, for experience
shows that dictatorships erect formidable
barriers to revolutionaries, that they exact
heavy sacrifices and that more time is
needed under a dictatorship to achieve the
ultimate goal.

At this stage of our examination we
come to the main problem, one that calls
for the utmost effort: the problem of
democracy, its advancement, its defense
and expansion. Democracy alone can
overcome the crisis; our future depends
on democracy.

We do not mean to belittle other car-
dinal matters by singling out democracy as
our key problem. But we hold that any
other vitally important matter—safeguard-
ing independence, consolidating sovereign-
ty, resolving the border question and the
numerous economic problems, the problem
of wages and low salaries, high prices,
unemployment, education, health or such
external matters as Arab solidarity, not-

ably solidarity with the Algerian Republic,
the United Arab Republic and Syria, and
cooperation with the socialist countries,
notably the Soviet Union—that all these
problems are closely linked with the prob-
lem of democracy.

Without democracy, without honesty in
matters of democracy, we can not con-
ceivably rally the people and bring about
the changes that would guarantee Moroc-
co’s independence, progress and prosperity.

The fight for democracy must never
cease, especially at the present time. We
are fighting for it continuously, in all areas,
being deeply convinced that it can and
will produce the desired results even at
this time of adversity.

Some may be astonished by this optim-
ism. They may doubt that democratic vic-
tories are possible in these unfavorable
conditions. We say it is certainly possible,
that our optimism is not groundless.

The national movement, the progressive
and revolutionary organizations, it is true,
have been forced to retreat. They are
weaker, their activities and influence have
shrunk and their pressure has diminished.
They have failed to fulfil their task to the
end. This was due to some aspects of their
activity, their lack of cohesion and the re-
prisals showered on them.

This was a crisis which, no doubt, en-
abled reaction to rear its head, enunciate
its positions, and to take action. Sapped
by internal strife and by the crisis it has
precipitated in the country, reaction was
thus able to stave off certain defeat.

It is not on the brink of the abyss now.
It is able to cling to power, to preserve
its strength and to continue its misrule.
It has improved its positions in various
sectors of the economy, chiefly in agricul-
ture. Foreign monopoly credits are helping
it to win time,

But the point is that, sooner or later,
reaction will come to the end of its rope,
for it is out of step with history. The
crisis that has hit reaction is growing
deeper, while the national progressive and
revolutionary movement, in step with
history, 1s bound to overcome its own
crisis, a temporary one.

Besides, the self-evident truths should
never escape us.

On the international scene the balance of
forces favors the peoples aspiring to pro-
gress and peace. The imperialist crimes are
evoking general anger and contempt, and
in the IJnited States as well. The peoples
are denouncing the U.S. aggression in
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Vietnam and will not be reconciled with
adventures and conspiracies.

The countries of the Third World possess
great revolutionary energy, and once the
foremost organizations learn to assume
full responsibility it will burst to the sur-
face.

The defeat suffered by the Arab peoples
has not undermined their will. On the
contrary, it has sharpened their conscious-
ness, added to their experience, their de-
termination and their spirit.

Though the situation in our country, as
we have shown, is anything but satisfac-
tory, there are no grounds for pessimism.

In this respect last year’s rapprochement
between the National Union of Popular
Forces and the Moroccan Labor Union was
a heartening example and gives rise to
optimism.

The two organizations decided to end
their long-standing disputes and demon-
strated a sincere desire to resolve minor
differences and join forces.

We welcomed this important develop-
ment as a blow to the reactionaries and
their plans. We welcomed the appointment
of a new Political Bureau, which includes
Abdallah Ibrahim, Abderrahim Bouabid and
Mahjoub Ben Seddiq, and of a larger Sec-
retariat.

This is a gratifying political development
and it removes much of the unease caused
by the inner struggle which sowed friction
among the Moroccan Left and did much
harm to the national and progressive move-
ment. We greet our brothers in these or-
ganizations and wish them every success.

No one will deny that the reactionary
and colonialist conspiracies of the past few
years were successful because of the divi-
sion of the Left.

Differences between the various Ileft
forces created an atmosphere that helped
the reactionaries, and they were not slow
in exploiting it. This destroyed the gains
for which our people had made such great
sacrifices, hampered development of the
progressive liberation movement and even
precipitated its defeat. That is why we
have all along maintained that unity and
organizational fusion should always be in
the center of attention. And we have been
working towards that goal, overcoming the
minor differences with other progressive
and revolutionary elements. We have con-
sistently urged discussions and united ac-
tion. We encouraged and supported every
action likely to promote the unity of all
revolutionaries and progressives in the
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struggle against imperialism and reaction.
We even suggested founding a united re-
volutionary party.

In the past few years we issued many
appeals, published many articles analyzing
the unity problem, started a special section
in our paper and addressed numerous let-
ters to friends. Our purpose was to pave
the way to unity, for we know that unity
does not come of itself, but must be pre-
pared.

We are persuaded, as we always have
been, that unity, in one or another form,
of all progressive and revolutionary forces
without exception is the principal factor in
countering imperialist and reactionary
pressure. Unity is the earnest of a strong,
progressive and revolutionary movement in
Morocco.

And we are similarly convinced that
only an alliance of the Left with other truly
national forces can thwart the designs of
reaction and imperialism and bring to re-
ality our great national aspirations.. We re-
main true to the ideas of such an alliance
because the situation today is neither revo-
lutionary nor pre-revolutionary, but can
lead to a revolutionary awakening. What
we have is a phase of the national-demo-
cratic, anti-imperialist and anti-reactionary
revolution.

Efforts towards a viable unity of all
progressive and revolutionary forces come
up against many obstacles. Reference, in
particular, is to maneuvers by our enemies
to provoke political and social division:

—between the peasantry and wurban
masses, engineered by the government
machine;

—along regional lines, of which the Pop-
ular Movement is the symbol and embodi-
ment;

—in labor’s ranks by splitting the trade
union movement through break - aways
from the Moroccan Labor Union, the coun-
try’s biggest, and through the use of such
economic levers as zonal wage differentials,
different conditions for workers in private,
semi-state and state-industries, etc.

All these methods are being applied, and
the revolutionary forces are alive to the
need to combat them, but the question is
how.

A thorough study of the question has
led us to these two principal conclusions.

First, unity is not an unattainable dream,;
it was achieved fifteen years ago; the me-
mory of it is still very much alive, and the
need for it is so great that we are not likely
to retreat.




Second, unity cannot be spontaneous, it
requires the mobilization of progressive
and revolutionary organizations and par-
ties, and only the latter can take the initi-

ative and carry the unity effort to con-
clusion.

That is fully borne out by our experience
and by that of revolutionary movements
in all parts of the world.

We have drawn an important lesson
from recent unity efforts, for we could not
be guided solely by the experience of the
Resistance.

Everyone knows that the winning of
independence is followed by increasing
crystallization of class positions.

However, it should be noted that so far
the process has been to the disadvantage
of the people and to the advantage of the
propertied classes. Their attacks on pro-
gressive political and trade union organi-
zations have not met with adequate
resistance.

This does not refute, but rather corro-
borates, the two conclusions set out above,
though it does show that the second needs
to be amended. Its emphasis on parties and
organizations is, at one and the same time,
much and too little.

Much because — and this too follows
from our past experience — both parties
and organizations have failed to cope with
their tasks.

Too little because their unity effort
should be on a much wider scale, i.e., it
should involve not only the leadership but
also the primary organizations, and not
only the parties but the masses and, it
might be added, not only the masses with
whom we have traditional ties, but all
sections of the population and especially
the peasantry.

Some—out of lack of experience, enthu-
siasm or conviction—maintain that political
parties have proved a failure and should
be dissolved. We do not subscribe to that.
On the contrary, we believe that we have
to redouble our efforts for unity, modify
our methods so that primary organizations
are brought into the work and our message
reaches out to every section of the popu-
lation.

Accordingly, in March 1966 we address-
ed letters to the National Union of Popular
Forces and the Moroccan Labor Union, but
did not meet with a positive response.

We then put our case to the active
elements in the movement. They heard us
with keen interest, indeed with hope, for
most of them saw in our efforts not biased

propaganda, but a contribution to the com-
mon cause of unity.

True, we cannot always win them over
to our orientation. One of the obstacles
here is the restraint displayed by represen-
tatives of other progressive forces. But
since we are convinced that they sincerely
want unity in the struggle for democracy
and progress, and that prejudice is unlikely
to prevail over their desire to serve the
country and the people, we believe that we
shall be able to overcome this obstacle.

Our friends in the Moroccan Labor Union
and the National Union of Popular Forces
have rendered a service to the cause of
unity by getting rid of the prejudices of the
past and reaching agreement. They have
thus given a new demonstration of their
patriotism, wisdom, maturity and ability
to face and overcome difficulties.

However, this development is not with-
out its drawbacks, and we would like to
point them out, in a comradely fashion,
as we did last August after publication of
the merger communique. We know that
our friends in the Moroccan Labor Union
and the National Union of Popular Forces
will receive this criticism in the comradely
spirit in which it is given, for they always
place reason above prejudice, just as we
have always welcomed criticism of our
own shortcomings.

We know from our experience and from
that of others that unity can be effective
only if it rests on a clearly formulated
political platform resulting from scientific
study of the objective situation and the
opportunities it offers. However, so far
there is no evidence that our friends have
undertaken such a study or have formulat-
ed a political program or constitution for
their united organization.

We know also that any unity agreement
concluded between leaders without partici-
pation of the membership is more often
than not doomed to failure. And it looks
very much as if the present agreement was
discussed only by a limited number of top
officials and came as a surprise to the lower
organizations. Many of their active mem-
bers do not understand its causes and
purpose. Obviously, if the leadership had
taken the rank and file into their confidence,
the agreement would have had a much
greater response both in Morocco and in-
ternationally, and would have exerted a
much stronger influence.

Also this: a merger can be effective only
if the masses translate it into living reality.
And in this respect it has to be said, re-
gretfully, that our friends in the Moroccan
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Labor Union and the National Union of
Popular Forces did not work hard enough
for that. This is further evidence of the
need to cast off what might be described
as fear of the masses, appeal to them open-
ly and enlist their support.

We believe that the new pattern of rela-
tions between the two organizations could
be the starting point for unity of the Left,
the threshold of a new era that could see
a coalition of all the progressive and revo-
lutionary forces in Morocco.

Some of our friends in the Labor Union
and in the National Union say that by
merging the two organizations there has
been brought into being a revolutionary
party, and it only remains for the Com-
munists to join it, especially since they
have repeatedly expressed such a wish.

We still subscribe to the idea of a united
revolutionary party and will continue to
work for its organization. But it will not
be easy; it will require a good deal of
painstaking preparation. We have had oc-
casion to demonstrate that a united revolu-
tionary vanguard party can be founded in
Morocco only if there is agreement on
three fundamentals, viz., theory, program
and organization.

1. Theory

Considering the experience of Moroccan
political parties, the spread of socialist
ideas throughout the Arab world, the en-
thusiasm and aspirations of our people, and
the experience of revolutionary parties in
other countries, we believe that a vanguard
revolutionary party must fully, unreserved-
ly and unambiguously accept scientific
socialism as a guide in all its theoretical
and practical work. It must follow its prin-
ciples and laws and prove its fidelity to
the cause of the revolution and the people,
the ideals of national, social and political
emancipation, and respect for the values
and traditions of the people.

2. Program

The united revolutionary party must
clearly and precisely formulate its solutions
of basic and urgent problems in a program
of militant struggle against imperialism
and reaction. It must set out its democratic,
economic, social and political aims, and
make its main and permanent aim Moroc-
co’s advance along the non-capitalist way
to socialism.

3. Organization

The united revolutionary party must be
based on democratic centralism to enable
all its members—workers, peasants and
progressive intellectuals—to play a full
part in shaping, implementing and super-
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vising party policy. The party should be
closed to careerists and opportunists.

We do not think that the National Union
of Popular Forces, as it now exists and
functions, accords with these requirements.
If it did, we would be able to dissolve our
party and join it. It will take time, we
believe, for these requirements to mature,
and if we want an alliance of the Left as
the prelude to a united revolutionary party,
then we must bring together all elements
working for socialism.

That is why we take this occasion to
renew our proposal for the widest possible
cooperation between our party and the
National Union of Popular Forces as a pre-
requisite for unity.

It is our opinion that the many problems
facing our country cannot be solved with-
out united action by our two parties and
the Labor Union.

As noted above, the progressive and
national forces have been unable to secure
restoration of elementary democratic free-
doms, annulled by the emergency procla-
mation. Consequently, only joint struggle
can rescue the country from the emergency.
Similarly, return to a genuine parliamen-
tary regime calls for new forms of united
action to enable us to utilize all political
opportunities and effectively mobilize the
masses. Otherwise constitutional rights
and parliamentary activity will continue
to be threatened, and again we shall be
faced with suspension of the constitution
and parliament and abolition of all free-
doms.

Of course, we envisage a new Constitu-
tion framed by a Constituent Assembly
elected by general and direct suffrage and
secret ballot—a Constitution that will
make the people the base and the source of
power. A provisional government composed
of representatives of all the viable forces
of the nation would appoint and hold
elections to the Constituent Assembly, af-
ter which it will give way to a government
appointed by the legislative assembly and
responsible to it.

Foremost among our pressing problems
is agrarian reform. That is so especially
now with the peasant poor suffering from
the calamitous results of two years of
drought, further aggravated by intensified
economic and political reaction. In these
conditions agrarian reform is the only solu-
tion. And since the Left is not associated
either with the colons, the feudal beys or
the big landed interests, they alone can
initiate and carry out far-reaching agrarian




reform, of which the following should be
made the immediate aims:

—confiscation of colon land and its
transfer to the poor peasants;

—confiscation of feudal and other landed
estates in favor of poor and landless peas-
ants, who will be given legal protection,
credits, seed and fertilizer.

The employment crisis, another key
problem, is the result of capitalist exploi-
tation, notably by foreign capital, which
dominates the economy, controls the banks,
reaps immense profits, pays minimal taxes
and exports colossal sums through legal
and illegal channels.

This is the cause of the poverty, further
aggravated by the government’'s capitalist-
oriented policy.

The root of the evil should be sought
in neo-colonialism, which in our country
is developing with the active assistance of
the big bourgeoisie and reaction. The only
solution is to take over the economy,
and only the Left can do that through a
resolute struggle for unhampered sover-
eignty over our national resources.

In fact, that is the only path open to
Morocco if her resources are to be used in
a way beneficial to the people and for pro-
moting fruitful economic exchange with
other countries.

Economic laws are inexorable: rapid de-
velopment requires overhauling the entire
economic structure.

This means that the Left must fight for
nationalization of the banks, mines, insur-
ance companies, big industry and foreign
trade. There must be no export of capital,
all of it must go into making more jobs.
But that has to be planned, and new social
laws are needed to guarantee employment,
higher wages and periodical wage increases
to offset higher prices, repeal of the sur-
charge on sugar and other foods and its
replacement by a tax on big incomes and
property.

Education is another major problem, and
here the Left should vigorously campaign
to make it accessible to all children, re-
gardless of social status. Admittance to
secondary and higher schools must be bas-
ed entirely on ability, with scholarships for
needy students. Furthermore, an end must
be put to the Education Ministry’s fraudu-
lent language policy—all tuition must be in
Arabic, the national language.

Still another problem confronting the
Left is liberation of territories that are
rightly part of Morocco. Spain still occupies
Rio de Oro, Saquiat al Hamra, Ifni, Sebta,
Melilla and the Zaffarin Islands. The gov-

ernment’s policy of vacillation and com-
promises has only led to Spain repeating
her 1956 promise, with no intention of
ever carrying it out.

No progress has been made towards set-
tlement of other territorial issues. To this
day no solution has been found for the
problem of our boundary with fraternal
Algeria.

The United States is bringing pressure
to bear on Morocco to prevent her solidari-
ty with national-liberation movements in
the fraternal Arab countries.

The Left must return to the anti-imper-
ialist struggle in order to strengthen the
country’s independence and assure her ad-
vance towards progress and socialism.

Throughout their long history, our people
have courageously fought every form of
foreign domination, and they cannot afford
to be passive now, when progressive man-
kind has risen to break the last fetters of
colonialism and build a society founded
on justice.

Such are the immediate tasks facing the
Left, and they can be accomplished only if
there is agreement to join forces.

We renew our proposal for broad joint
action with the National Union of Popular
Forces, on the understanding that each re-
tains its independence, as a first and deci-
sive step towards a united revolutionary
party.

The struggle for unity is bound to be
long and hard and calls for devotion, per-
severance, firmness and sacrifice. We are
prepared to carry the struggle to a victori-
ous conclusion, for revolutionary unity is
our very raison d’etre, the earnest of our
future, the path to the attainment of our
immediate and ultimate aims.
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If joint action is to be successful, we
must concentrate on strengthening our
Party, converting it into an independent
vanguard revolutionary party of the most
conscious representatives of the working
class, the peasant poor and the revolution-
ary intellectuals.

The question was discussed in 1966 at
our Party’s Third National Congress which
indicated the ways and means of strength-
ening and renewing the Party to prepare
it for its historic mission.

The progress made in carrying out the
congress decisions should not lead to com-
placency.

If we are to become a vanguard inti-
mately linked with the masses and capable
of organizing and leading them, there must
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be a process of renewal. This does not mean
a retreat from Marxism-Leninism. It implies
fidelity to its principles, their mastery and
creative application in the changing con-
ditions.

Renewal is a struggle in every field—
politics, propaganda, organization; a strug-
gle in which we must take into account the
Arab-Islamic character of our country and
society, the progressive traditions of our
people and their national pride. Renewal
calls for complete identification with the
people.

The Third Congress strongly urged Party
members to live among the people, learn
to understand their sentiments and con-
cerns, follow popular movements and learn
to advance slogans and conduct our propa-
ganda in a way understandable to the
people.

Renewal means that we address our-
selves primarily to the working class, the
peasant poor, students and progressive
intellectuals, bring them into the Party,
train cadres from their midst, men who
know the psychology of the people, share
their sentiments, aspirations and demands.

The fact is, however, that so far we have
not been able to bring the majority of the
members into this work of renewal.

We still suffer from a certain underes-
timation of the role of the peasantry and
the importance of work in rural areas.

38 World Marxist Review

That, incidentally, is characteristic of the
entire progressive and revolutionary move-
ment, in fact, of the national movement as
as a whole. The result has been political
stagnation among the rural population, and
the peasantry, in its majority, follows the
lead of the feudal beys and other reac-
tionaries.

We must combat petty-bourgeois devia-
tions, both from Left and Right, which
impede our development, at the same time
avoiding lifeless sectarianism and dog-
matism.

And, last but not least, we must strain
every effort for legalization of the party.

Let it be emphasized that these are not
merely florid declarations—we really want
a party of a new type in the full sense of
the term, one that will rapidly develop into
a vanguard enjoying the confidence of the
masses and capable, in unity with other
progressive forces, of overcoming the ob-
stacles erected by the feudal beys and
neo-colonialists.

We want a party that will train our
youth to be conscious fighters prepared
to make sacrifices, men and women of
action and devotion, people worthy of our
Moroccan Communist Party, which has
always been supremely true to its duty
and which has fought with courage and
vision in complex and trying conditions.




SOCIALIST ECONOMY

Trends in economic growth of
socialism and capitalism

VALENTIN TEREKHOYV

The facts corroborate the principal Marx-
ist-Leninist postulate that our time is the
time of the transition from capitalism to
socialism. But the decline of capitalism
should not be conceived as a steep slide
downward. It is not submitting meekly,
but is battling doggedly for survival. ‘“Mo-
dern capitalism,” say the Theses of the
Soviet Communist Party for the 50th An-
niversary of the October Revolution, “is
primarily state-monopoly capitalism adjust-
ing itself to the struggle of the two world
systems.”

Adapting itself to the new world, ca-
pitalism is casting about for new methods
and forms of survival. Shaken by the 1929-
32 world economic crisis, it has learned
somehow to regulate the economy; now it
is seeking stability and new stimuli
through a Common Market variety of in-
tegration and, expelled from its former
colonies and dependencies, is devising

subtler, neo-colonialist methods of expan-
sion.

Though it does not alter the general
trend of history, this imperialist policy can
bear fruit at times, reducing the range of
the cyclical ups and downs, accelerating
growth rates, reducing unemployment,
and the like,

Yet the new socialist system has a major
advantage: a remarkable capacity for, as
it were, accelerating time. Peoples deli-
vered from exploitation can cover in some
15 to 20 years a distance capitalism took
many decades to traverse. Socialist coun-
tries do away with the age-old backward-
ness in a relatively short time. Economic
and cultural advance is rapid and many-
sided, and accompanied by a rising stand-
ard of living. Agrarian states are trans-
formed into industrial-agrarian. At present,
industry accounts for approximately three-
quarters of the combined national product.

Table 1

AVERAGE ANNUAL INDUSTRIAL GROWTH RATES (%%)

World aggregate
Socialist countries
CMEA countries
USSR
Capitalist countries
Common Market countries
USA
Developing countries

1951- 1951- 1956- 1961-
1966 1955 1960 1965
7.3 1.9 7.0 6.3
11.3 13.7 13.6 7.4
10.5 13.6 10.1 8.3
10.6 13.2 104 8.6
5.7 6.3 4.4 6.0
6.9 8.7 6.8 5.8

4.7 5.2 2.4 5.7
8.4 9.4 7.9 8.0
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THE MAIN INDICATORS

Time is the key factor in socialism’s
competition with capitalism, the guarantee
that it will ultimately win. Throughout the
history of building socialism, the fraternal
countries have been expanding their eco-
nomy, notably industrial production, at
high and stable rates that as a rule sur-
passed growth rates in the capitalist
countries.

Table I shows that through the period
under review, and within the specific
periods too, average annual industrial rate
of growth in the socialist countries was
higher than the overall worid rate (increas-
ingly affected by that of the socialist coun-
tries) and higher than that of the capitalist
states, with the figure for the CMEA coun-
tries consistently exceeding that of the
Common Market group and the USSR rate
substantially exceeding that of the United

States.
The edge in rates of growth indicates

also a more rapid growth of output. In
1951-66, for example, the industrial produc-
tion of the socialist world increased 460
per cent, that of the capitalist countries
140 per cent, and the developing countries
260 per cent. Output of the CMEA coun-
tries went up nearly five-fold, while that of
the EEC countries 190 per cent.

The rapid industrial growth of the social-
ist countries has altered the correlation in
world industrial production. In 1937, the
socialist states accounted for less than one-
tenth of the world output, in 1950 for about
one-fifth, whereas their share now is ap-
proaching two-fifths. The CMEA countries,
specifically, put out nearly one-third of the
world total industrial product.

Per capita output of manufactured goods
is higher in the socialist world. True, more
than two-thirds of the population of the
non-socialist world lives in the developing
countries, where industry is still at a fairly
low level. The task of outstripping the non-
socialist world as a whole in per capita

Table 11

PER CAPITA INDUSTRIAL OUTPUT OF KEY PRODUCTS

1950 1960 1966

Electric Power, kwh
World aggregate 395 782 1104
CMEA countries 500 1302 2171
Common Market countries 781 1663 2347
CMEA countries, percentage of Common

Market countries 63.2 78.3 92.5
Steel, kg
World aggregate 76 116 141
CMEA countries 133 277 378
Common Market countries 205 430 470
CMEA countries, percentage of Common

Market countries 64.9 64.4 80.4
Plastics and Synthetic Tars, kg
World aggregate 0.6 2.2 4.5
CMEA countries 1.8 4.7
Common Market countries 1.0 10.3 24.6
CMEA countries, percentage of Common

Market countries 175 19.1
Mineral Fertilizer, kg
World aggregate 0.7 9.4 14.2
CMEA countries 11.1 20.6 40.0
Common Market countries 28.3 52.6 64.4
CMEA countries, percentage of Common

Market countries 39.2 39.2 62.1
Cement, kg
World aggregate 53 106 134
CMEA countries 69 219 338
Common Market countries 178 364 495
CMEA countries, percentage of Common

Market countries 38.8 60.2 68.3
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production has been accomplished. What
now has to be done is to outstrip the ad-
vanced capitalist states. The socialist coun-
tries are closing in, but much ground still
has to be covered. Let us look at some of
the figures illustrating per capita produc-
tion of key industrial items in the world,
the CMEA countries and the countries of
the European Economic Community (see
Table II) .

The figures in Table II suggest two con-
clusions: first, per capita output of key
industrial items in the CMEA countries ex-
ceeds the average world figure consider-
ably, and second, is rapidly approaching
the level of those advanced European ca-
pitalist countries that have been building
industry for hundreds of years.

The socialist countries have made pal-
pable progress in agriculture. The peasant’s
transition to cooperative farming ranks
among the greatest of socialism’s gains. At
present, the socialist sector yields more
than 90 per cent of the total farm output.
To place these advances in the right pers-
pective, one need only recall what the
countryside was like in most of the social-
ist countries in the recent past: an ocean
of benighted poverty, land hunger for the
bulk of the peasants, primitive implements,
low productivity and, as a consequence,
chronic undernourishment often punctuat-
ed by famine.

Socialism has put an end to this. Peas-
ants united in cooperatives no longer live
in want, and they enjoy the benefits of
culture. To be sure, it would be wrong to
claim that everywhere, at all times, the

Table III

CMEA SHARE
IN WORLD FARM OUTPUT (%%)

1951-55 1961-65 1966

Grain and

leguminous crops 16.8 17.8 21.3
Wheat g 31.5 42.3
Rye 73.9 76.0 773
Barley 19.1 26.7 31.9
Corn 9.4 10.9 98
Sugar beet 44.0 50.5 54.0
Potatoes 51.1 53.2 54.4
Milk 21.11 26.2° 28.6
Cattle, total herd 10.5! 10.6 11.8
Tractor fleet 11.41 13.22 16.2
Mineral fertilizer

consumption 17.11 19.5° 27.0

11950; 21960.

process of peasant cooperation was smooth
and painless. But the important point is
that in the socialist countries the coopera-
tive system has proved its advantages
over individual farming.

Take the following figures. With the an-
nual average farm output for 1952-56 as
100, the 1966 index for the world would be
137 and as much as 163 for the CMEA
countries. In other words, agriculture in
the CMEA countries during those years
grew at a much faster pace than elsewhere
in the world, and compares favorably with,
say, the 1965 index of 136 for France and
123 for Italy.

It should be borne in mind when analyz-
ing these figures that the population of the
CMEA countries comprises but one-tenth
of the world population. Their steadily ris-
ing share in the world output of staple
farm products, therefore, disproves the ca-
pitalist claim of a crisis in socialist farm-
ing.

Though conscious of their progress, the
socialist countries are not content with
their achievements so far. In some years
some of them have had to buy sizable
grain shipments from capitalist states, and,
moreover, rising consumption is continual-
ly pushing up demand. This is the reason
behind the vigorous measures taken of
late to boost agriculture.

The ultimate aim of socialist production
is to raise the well-being of the people and
their cultural standards, and the socialist
countries have shown the world that their
mode of production raises the standard of
living in a relatively short time. No other
socio-economic system has been able in
two or even five decades to improve living
conditions, and the level of culture and
health, on the scale achieved by socialism.
Admittedly, the socialist countries have not
yet attained the general level of welfere
prevailing in the more advanced capitalist
states. That is something they are still
working assiduously to attain. That their
efforts are bearing fruit is proved by the
fact that the gap between the CMEA coun-
tries and the advanced capitalist states is
narrowing steadily.

Vital to a rising standard of life is
growth of national income, and in the
CMEA countries it is going up far more
rapidly than in the capitalist states: 233
per cent in 1951-65, while that of the ca-
pitalist world rose 89 per cent, with that
of the Common Market countries rising
133 per cent. At present, the CMEA coun-
tries account for approximately one-quart-
er of the world’s total national incomes.
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The CMEA countries are steadily catch-
ing up—and some have outstripped — the
advanced capitalist states in per capita
consumption of basic foods. The progress
registered in education, public health and
social security is widely known. This adds
weight to the advantages of the new social
system, which offers broad scope fo rapidly
elevating the standard of life and the level
of culture.

FUTURE PROSPECTS OF THE
ECONOMIC COMPETITION

The present stage in the economic com-
petition of the two world systems is high-
lighted by a rapid technological advance,
which makes a distinct imprint on the ap-
proach to, and assessment of, the results
and prospects of the economic confronta-
tion and, naturally, on the progress of the
competition as well. The quality factor,
indices characterizing the effectiveness of
social production and its capacity for se-
curing swift technological progress, come
to the fore. Production in superior quan-
tities is no longer enough. What we need
is superior effectiveness and maximum
result with minimum of labor outlay,
which is the supreme principle of socialist
economy.

To achieve the world's highest effective-
ness of social production we must make
the most of the technological revolution.
That is the key to victory in our economic
competition with capitalism.

One of the main indicators of the effec-
tiveness of large-scale machine production
is its capital-to-output ratio, the ratio of
the value of the operating production ap-
paratus (under socialism, accumulated so-
cial labor, the basic production assets, and
the fixed capital under capitalism) to the
value of the product. Indeed, if a conti-
nuously diminishing amount of resources
and implements is expended on producing
a unit of value, that is, if the capital-to-out-
put ratio decreases, this, things being
equal, indicates rising effectiveness, and
vice versa.

The experience of the advanced indus-
trial countries, notably the United States,
shows that as a rule intensive development
tends to reduce the capital-to-output ratio,
although it may rise at specific periods,
especially during periods of intensive re-
newal or expansion of basic assets. A vital
thing now for the CMEA countries is to
reverse the upward trend of the capital-to-
output ratio, The transition to intensive
development, coupled with the economic
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reforms now under way in most socialist
countries, are creating the right conditions
for first stabilizing and then pushing it
down.

Another important criterion of the effec-
tiveness of social production is productiv-
ity of living labor, the indicator of output
per unit of work-time. Until recently, the
socialist countries surpassed the capitalist
states considerably in the growth rate of
productivity in industry, and were visibly
narrowing the gap. But in the past few
years the socialist edge in the growth rate
has diminished somewhat.

Table IV

AVERAGE ANNUAL PRODUCTIVITY
GROWTH RATES IN INDUSTRY %%

1951-55 1956-60 1961-65

Bulgaria 7.4 4.4 7.1
Hungary 3.9 3.7 4.9
Poland 9.6 7.0 5.2
Rumania 8.3 8.0 7.6
USSR 7.6 6.5 4.9
Czechoslovakia 8.4 g i | 3.7
USA 4.2 3.5 46
Britain 2.7 2.8 39
France 5.7 6.5 3.9
FRG .1 4.6 5.2

Table IV shows that in the past five
years or so average annual productivity
growth rate has dropped in most CMEA
countries, while rising somewhat in the
advanced capitalist states (except France).
For one thing, the Soviet Union failed to
reduce the gap to any marked extent in
1959-66. In U.S. industry productivity of
labor is still well over 100 per cent higher
than in the USSR.

Under socialism, as .under -capitalism,
higher productivity is attained chiefly by
equipping the worker with modern tools,
by mechanization and automation, by rais-
ing the technical and organizational stand-
ard of production. Another important fac-
tor is intensification of the worker’s labor.
This latter, though, is applied differently
under the two systems. The care shown in
socialist industry for optimum working
conditions, for the worker’s continuous im-
provement in skill and culture, has nothing
in common with the ruthless methods of
capitalist intensification, which tend to
wear out the worker physically before his
time. Our critics in the anti-communist
camp prefer to gloss over this point.

The CMEA countries are still behind the




advanced capitalist states in some import-
ant indicators of effectiveness. But it
should be borne in mind that they began
building their modern productive forces a
relatively short time ago. At present, the
continuously accelerating technological
progress is creating good opportunities for
them in the economic confrontation of the
two systems.

The degree of a country’s, or group of
countries’, participation in the internatio-
nal division of labor, too, has a marked
bearing on economic effectiveness. The pro-
ductive forces have attained a level where
their further growth within a restricted na-
tional complex becomes less effective and
causes an irrational use of national labor.
Conversely, active participation in the in-
ternational division of labor, with the be-
nefit of its various advantages, enhances
national effectiveness and economizes on
national labor, It is this that lies behind the
now intensive integrational processes
throughout the world.

The CMEA countries have expanded
their external economic relations. Their
mutual trade, and trade with outside coun-
tries, is growing steadily. The socialist in-
ternational division of labor is becoming
more versatile; so are its progressive forms,
such as coordination and specialization of
production. But immense potentialities are
still untapped.

Effectiveness of production also depends
on the nature of growth. The decisive fac-
tor is physical expansion of material re-
sources, means of production and the labor
force, on the one hand, and the qualitative
improvement of factors that make social
labor more efficient, on the other, such as
technical improvement of means of produc-
tion, workers’ skills, scientific discoveries
and their use in technology, etc. Production
may grow through mere quantity expan-
sion and, conversely, through quality im-
provements of the factors of prouuction.
The first way is extensive and the latter
intensive. Neither ever occurs in its pure
form. They go hand in hand, or to be more
precise, they complement each other, but
at certain times either one or the other pre-
dominates.

Extensive development was more typical
for the socialist countries until recently,
for production growth was secured from
the first chiefly by expanding resources,
while technical development was relatively
sluggish., Hardly any of the socialist coun-
tries had a developed industrial base when
they started, while their labor force was

excessive and tended to swell under the
effects of collectivization and mechaniza-
tion of agriculture. To solve the problem,
we had to build new production plant,
drawing more people into industry and
expanding the national working class.

It needs stressing at this point that ex-
tensive development and non-effectiveness
are not synonymous, no matter what some
of our critics may say to the contrary.
Rapid extensive growth that draws surplus
labor into production is economically ef-
fective. Production may grow effectively
through quantity expansion even when the
productivity of living labor rises more
slowly than average, provided the general
effectiveness of production (that is, the
productivity of both materialized and liv-
ing labor) is thereby stepped up.

Extensive development is historically
justified, even advantageous, so long as it
redresses the important social problem of
silent unemployment in the countryside
and the conversion of the farming popula-
tion to socialist development, and so long
as the expansion of the industrial labor
force secures a more rapid growth of social
production through expansion of the pro-
duction assets than through a priority re-
placement of production plant in industry
at a time when agriculture has surplus
labor.

However, in most CMEA countries this
phase of growth is receding. In some, the
sources of extensive growth have become
exhausted, while in others expansion of
production capacity, even though labor is
available, has begun to yield a lower eco-
nomic effect than that obtainable through
modernization and accelerated renewal of
available plant. This naturally affects the
growth rate of the national income and
the indicators of effectiveness.

Better production techniques, better
forms and methods of planning and man-
agement, are essential if effectiveness is to
be enhanced. Until recently, our system of
economic regulation over-stressed central-
ization in planning and management with
administrative methods eclipsing economic
and with money-commodity relationships
and the incentive principle taking a back
seat. This system evolved at a definite
stage in the socialist countries’ develop-
ment, promoted by various objective condi-
tions that we won’t go into here since they
transcend the limits of our analysis. It will
be sufficient to note that for its day it
yielded good results.

It became increasingly evident, however,
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as the economies of the socialist countries
expanded, that this old system had, on ful-
filling its mission, become obsolete and
needed to be radically improved. This was
what nearly all the CMEA countries set out
to do when they tackled their economic re-
form programs, whose main purpose is to
- set the stage for intensifying production
and enhancing effectiveness.

4 * *

The socialist countries of the Council for
Mutual Economic Aid have thus embarked
on a new stage of growth., For the Soviet
Union it is a stage of building the material
and technical basis of communism, and for
most of the others one of building an ad-
vanced socialist society. The relevant prob-

lems were thoroughly and broadly dis-
cussed recently at various fraternal Party
congresses,

In this context the new five-year plans
for 1966-70 are factors of prime import-
ance. Despite disparities in targets, the
new stage in planned development has
features common to one extent or another
to all the CMEA countries. In effect, all the
fraternal countries are seeking a further
substantial boost in industry and agricul-
ture and, on this basis, a further, equally
substantial boost in the standard of living
—a task that they expect to accomplish
by exploiting to the full all scientific and
technological advances, intensifying social
production and enhancing its effectiveness.

Table V

BASIC TARGETS OF FIVE-YEAR PLANS FOR 1966-70
GROWTH IN (% %)

National Aggregate Aggregate Real per
Income Industrial Farm Capita
Output Output Incomes
Bulgaria 50 70 30 30
Hungary 19-21 32-36 13-15 14-16
German Democratic Republic 28-32 37-40 13-15 28
Mongolia 30-31 70-80 38-40 16-17
Poland 34 44 15.8-17.2 10
Rumania 47 66-73 26-32 25
USSR 39 53 25 30
Czechoslovakia 31-32 37 15 17—18_ ‘

By and large, Table V shows that rates
of growth of national income and of indus-
trial and agricultural production are ex-
pected to surpass those of the previous five
years.

The key problem is to enhance effec-
tiveness. A relatively stable norm of accu-
mulation is envisaged in most of the CMEA
countries. Economic growth will not,
generally speaking, stem from a relative
growth of accumulation, but from its more
rational use. The relation of sub-division I
to sub-division II (output of means of pro-
duction to consumer output) will be made
more favorable through accelerated agri-
cultural growth and a more rapid growth
of the consumer industries, for the level
now attained by the CMEA countries en-
ables them to narrow the gap considerably
between the group A industries (producing
means of production) and group B (pro-
ducing consumer goods). In the Soviet
Union, for example, the growth rate for
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group B in 1968 is set at 8.6 per cent, and
that for group A at 7.9 per cent.
Far-reaching structural changes are en-
visaged in heavy industry. Industries con-
tributing most to technical progress and
improving the structure of all social pro-
duction, such as power, engineering and
chemicals, will expand at a priority rate
surpassing that of industry as a whole.
The envisaged structural changes, coup-
led with improved technical standards —
broad mechanization and automation, pro-
gressive production techniques, more
chemicalization and electrification of work
processes, employment of highly-efficient
types of power and raw materials, etc. —
are certain to push up some of the more
important indicators of economic effective-
ness. The growth rates of industrial labor
productivity, for example, are sure to rise
in most CMEA countries, and the increas-
ing role of this indicator in their economic
development is obvious (See Table VI).




Table VI

INCREMENT OF INDUSTRIAL OUTPUT
THROUGH HIGHER LABOR
PRODUCTIVITY (%%)

1961-65 1966-70

Bulgaria 68 76
Hungary 70 30
German Democratic

Republic 100 100
Poland 68 76
Rumania 62 74
Czechoslovakia 69 90

The external economic relations of the
socialist countries are expanding, and it is
estimated that foreign trade in the five
years 1966-70 will increase by at least 50
per cent.

Most CMEA countries are now in the act
of converting to a new system of planning
and management. Despite disparities from
country to country, the reforms are essen-
tially the same, representing a transition
to economic methods of planned regulation
through a heavier accent on incentives and
economic accountability. Commodity-mo-
ney relations are being used more exten-
sively, and centralized planning is blended
more flexibly with initiative at factory and
shop level. This is gradually producing a
more pliable system of economic guidance,
helping to resolve some of the vital prob-
lems of socialist and communist upbuilding.

The current five-year plans, once fulfilled,
will represent a fresh advance in the econ-
omic competition with capitalism, for ten-
tative estimates show that the industrial
output of the CMEA community will in-
crease at least by 50 per cent.

The indicators show that they have got
off to a good start. In 1966 they boosted
industrial output by 8.3 per cent, and by
about 9.5 per cent in 1967. In most of them
industry exceeded plan targets. Soviet out-
put, for example, increased 10 per cent
instead of the planned 7.3, that of Hungary
9 per cent instead of 4.6, etc. As a result
of growth in 1966 and 1967, Czechoslovakia
revised her original five-year targets, with

the national income booked to rise 31-32
per cent in the five years instead of the
original 22-24, and industrial output 37 per
cent instead of 23-24.

In the capitalist world the favorable
economic climate of the preceding five
years has now deteriorated perceptibly. In
1966, industrial output in the advanced
capitalist countries climbed seven per cent,
this high average being attained chiefly by
virtue of the nine per cent rise recorded
in the United States. Growth in the Com-
mon Market countries was 4.8 per cent,
and 1.1 per cent in Britain. But in 1967
economic snags hit not only the West
European countries, but the United States
as well. Estimates show that industrial
output in the USA climbed a mere one
per cent in 1967, affecting the dynamics
of growth throughout the capitalist world:
the increment of industrial output in the
developed states is considerably less than
the year before. Assuming that the capital-
ist countries maintain the industrial growth
rate of 1961-65—and this is doubtful—their
increment towards the end of 1970 against
1965 will amount to a mere 30 per cent.
Hence, industry in the CMEA countries will
grow at a higher rate in these five years
as well. The five-year targets and the
results of the first two years are a clear
indication that in 1966-70 the socialist
countries will move ahead in terms of
world output and register fresh gains in
the economic competition with capitalism.

Now well advanced beyond the forma-
tive period, socialism has gained new
strength and is brimming with energy. It
is poised for fresh achievements and intrin-
sically ripe for steady and rapid progress
towards communism. This progress is irre-
versible, revealing more and more fully
the advantages of the new social system
and ultimately winning the decisive victory
over capitalism in the economic competi-
tion. That is the writing on the wall, the
objective historical trend, the will of the
peoples of the socialist countries.
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Polish agriculture:
its achievements and problems

JOSEF TEJCHMA

Polish agriculture is developing under the
strong influence of industrialization. Al-
though its contribution to the national
income and share of the labor force are
steadily diminishing, its economic impor-
tance should not be underestimated. Agri-
culture remains the source of income for
almost 34 per cent of the population. In-
dustry based on agriculture accounts for
about 20 per cent of total industrial output.
A prowing role is plaved by agriculture
in implementing one of the most important
tasks of the national economy — steady
improvement of the daily diet. The growing
demand for foodstuffs resulting from the
rapid increase of non-agricultural employ-
ment and the rising incomes of the popula-
tion calls for a corresponding growth in
agricultural output. This is an important
element of the policy of the Polish United
Workers’ Party.

Laving the guidelines of agrarian policy
in 1964, the 4th Congress of our Party
formulated the principle of combining agri-
cultural development with the gradual
formation of socialist relationships in the
countryside.

One of the practical tasks is to bring up
grain production to a level capable of en-
suring constant improvement of the diet
and the eventual discontinuance of the
importation of grain. Accordingly, the fol-
lowing measures have been taken to im-
prove conditions in agriculture:

—greater supply of manufactured goods,
especially mineral fertilizers, concentrated

fodder and quality seeds;
—considerable increase in capital con-
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struction in agriculture and modernization
of its production base;

—extension and improvement of produc-
tion and trade services;

—encouragement for the simple forms
of cooperation in the individual sector to
promote growth of the productive forces;

—provision of skilled personnel and a
higher level of specialized knowledge of
all those engaged in agriculture.

Thanks to increased allocations for agri-
culture, between 1965 and 1967 the value
of gross agricultural output grew by 14
per cent compared with the 1962-64 period,
and yields of the four main grain crops
increased from an annual average of 1.65
tons per hectare in 1962-64 to 1.9 tons in
1966 and 1.95 tons in 1967. By 1970 per-
hectare yield should be in excess of two
tons.

The same applies to petatoes, sugar-beet,
hay, vegetables and fruit. Application of
fertilizers and modern methods of selection
has resulted in relatively high yields of
potatoes (1.69 tons per hectare in 1966 and
1.76 tons in 1967). This is an important
achievement, considering the large area
under potatoes (18 per cent of the total
crop area), which, together with grain,
constitute the chief fodder base for pork
production.

We have achieved a relative abundance
of industrial crops enabling us to concen-
trate on improving quality and increasing
output on the same sown areas.

Output of livestock products has also
grown considerably. The current five-year
plan (1966-70) envisages major changes in




the structure of animal husbandry. In view
of the short supply of grain, we plan for
a slower rate of growth of the hog produc-
tion, all the more so since it reached an
impressive 14.2 million in 1967. Emphasis
will be on qualitative changes (quicker
herd rotation with intensified fattening) to
make pork production grow faster than
the herd—a feasible task, considering the
rapid increase in output of high-quality
mixed fodder.

Measures have been taken to accelerate
the growth of the cattle herd. The first two
years of the five-year plan period saw an
8.2 per cent growth, reaching 10.8 million.
Planned increase in milk production, which
in 1970 should be 13 per cent greater than
in 1965, will be achieved mostly through
raising milk yields.

Thus two trends are coming into their
own in our animal husbandry. The first and
principal one is reliance on home fodder
resources and more effective utilization of
the large non-grain fodder reserve to in-
crease the head of cattle. The second is to
raise livestock productivity, mostly through
intensified pig fattening and higher milk
yields.

The changes in agriculture can be sum-
med up as a trend for market production
and procurements to grow faster than total
agricultural output. This applies especially
to meat, milk, vegetables and fruit. As a
result, the past three years witnessed a
considerable increase in the consumption
of processed farm products: meat by 12.2
per cent, fats 5.6 per cent, milk and dairy
products 7.5 per cent and sugar by 10.2
per cent. Adequate supply of home-produc-
ed agricultural raw materials for industry
has accelerated growth of industrial pro-
duction and helped narrow the gap between
growth rates in the producer and consumer
goods industries. Incomes in all sectors of
agriculture have also risen which, among
other things, makes for a considerable in-
crease in capital investments.

# * *

Despite these achievements, our -chief
economic problem—shortage of grain and
fodder—remains unsolved. The increase in
yields of grain and fodder crops and the
productivity of pastures has not been high
enough to ensure a sufficiently rapid
growth of livestock production. Nor is the
demand for meat and meat products fully
satisfied yet. We import grain to make up
somewhat for the shortage of fodder, but
this is a temporary measure. The main

thing is to intensify the production of basic
fodder crops, especially grain, which neces-
sitates improving the supply to agriculture
of machinery.

Intensive agriculture is predicated at
present on mineral fertilizers, and more of
them are being supplied. In 1967 the appli-
cation of mineral fertilizer per hectare of
farmland averaged 79.8 kg (in conventional
units), and by 1970 is expected to reach
136 kg.

The supply of pesticides is likewise in-
creasing. By 1970 it will be 50 per cent
greater than in 1965. Mixed fodder, pro-
duced in increasing amounts, is gradually,
and with good results, replacing grain fod-
der. Last year three million tons of mixed
fodder were supplied, half as much again
as in 1960.

E g *

The rapid growth of machinery and other
production assets assumes increasing im-
portance in view of the diminishing reserves
of labor power in the countryside. A large
part of the planned investments in agricul-
ture is designed for modernization, speci-
fically for replacement of obsolete basic
means of production in the individual sec-
tor with modern ones, such as powerful
tractors and other machines.

Up till now the shortage of machinery
has been compensated by the availability
of manpower. But manpower reserves in
agriculture are now shrinking and must
be replaced by machines. Therefore invest-
ments planned for agriculture in 1966-70
are 65.5 per cent greater than in the previ-
ous five years and account for about 18
per cent of all allocations for the national
economy, as against 13.3 per cent in 1961-
65. Fifty per cent of the allocations will
be contributed by the state and the remain-
der by the producer cooperatives, farmers’
societies and individual peasants.

Big investments will be made in land
amelioration, including draining about 900,-
000 hectares of arable, meadows and
pastures.

Migration of the rural population tc the
towns necessitates bigger outlays on ma-
chinery, which will claim more than 30
per cent of total planned investments. In
terms of value, the supply of tractors and
other machines and implements will be 65
per cent greater than in the previous five-
year plan period. More than 200,000 trac-
tors will be delivered, which will reduce
the average area per tractor from 137 hec-
tares in 1965 to 64 in 1970. There will be
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a considerable increase in allocations for
the construction of houses, agricultural
schools, repair shops and warehouses.
Accordingly, steps are being taken to elem-
inate the shortage of building materials.

# Ed *

A word about the structure of our agri-
culture.

In 1966 individual farms accounted for
about 85 per cent of all the farmland, 87.7
per cent of total agricultural output and
81.6 per cent of the market output. Big
changes are taking place both in the peas-
ant economy and in its relationship to the
national economy as a whole. Although the
process of building socialism has not yet
brought about a radical reconstruction of
peasant farming, it has considerably modi-
fied its character. The peasant farm, closely
linked up with the entire national economy,
is in the macro-economic scheme of things
subordinated to the objectives of the state
which are conditioned by the present stage
of socialist construction. The rates and
proportions of agricultural growth as a
whole are to a large degree determined by
the state plan. Among the many instru-
ments used by the state to influence the
individual sector in agriculture a very im-
portant role is played by capital invest-
ments (of which state and public invest-
ments make up more than 70 per cent),
by the socialized agricultural market, price
policy and by the state sector in agriculture.

An extensive and fairly effective system
of economic levers has been created to pro-
mote the integration of the individual and
socialist sectors. Special mention should
be made of the contract system and the
agricultural market.

The socialized trade network and the
processing industry purchase about 80 per
cent of all the market output (about 45
per cent of it through contracts). The con-
tract system includes elements of produc-
tion services, credits, consultations and the
introduction of advanced farming practices
which make it possible to influence the
structure, volume and quality of agricul-
tural output and to zone it rationally de-
pending on local manpower resources,
production tradition and natural conditions.
The share of contract crops in the total
sown area is steadily growing.

A big role in the contacts between the
individual and socialist sectors is played
by the peasant cooperatives. For instance,
dairy cooperatives influence production of
milk and growth of productivity not only
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through purchasing milk for processing,
but also by providing credits, fodder and
expert advice. Consumer cooperatives, too,
not only conclude contracts with individual
peasants, but offer services such as soil
chalking, pesticide spraying, transportation
of farm products, etc.

The state also uses instruments of an
administrative and legal order. One of
the purposes of administrative interference
is to ensure effective utilization of the
means allocated for agriculture. Thus, the
state makes it obligatory for peasants to
change, once in every three or four years,
the seed of grain crops and potatoes, to
combat weeds and pests, make proper use
of ameliorated land, and so on. Besides,
it takes measures for prevention and
treatment of cattle diseases.

Although the basic means of production
remain the private property of individual
peasants and the distribution of incomes
for purposes of reproduction and consump-
tion depends largely on the peasants them-
selves, the state can influence accumula-
tion in the private sector, primarily through
prices and taxes. In 1959 the state estab-
lished a development fund for agriculture,
built up from the means which constitute
the difference between the market price
and the lower price paid for the planned
part of the grain, meat and potatoes pur-
chased by the state. As the collective
property of the villages, the fund is used,
for the most part, to finance the purchase
of tractors and other machines used col-
lectively.

The development fund helps maintain
reproduction in the individual sector and
augment the collective property of the
villagers. Into this fund also go deprecia-
tion deductions from. the wvalue of the
collectively-used machines.

Then there are farmers’ societies, the
predominant form of cooperation in the
private sector. They exist in 90 per cent of
the villages and unite 38 per cent of all
peasants. Farmers’ societies engage mostly
in farm mechanization, which is conducted
with the help of experts and technical facil-
ities provided by the state and collective-
ly-owned machinery purchased through the
development fund. In 1966 there were
25,000 farmers’ societies with 53,000 trac-
tors and an appropriate number of sets of
machines and implements.

The farmers’ societies are highly instru-
mental in introducing the latest achieve-
ments of science and raising the skill of the
peasants. Like the cooperatives, they give




scope to the production and social initiative
of the peasants, channelling it into the
realization of the Party’s agrarian policy.

* * *

A role of growing importance belongs to
the socialized sector, in which state farms
predominate.

The state farms, of which there are over
6,000, cultivate about 2.7 million hectares,
or 13.4 per cent of all the farmland. Sixty
per cent of them farm about 500 hectares
each. By way of comparison, the 1,220
producers’ cooperatives cultivate a total of
about 240,000 hectares (an average of 180
hectares per cooperative). The state farms,
then, are the principal form of large-scale
socialized farming in the Polish country-
side. Their production facilities are being
constantly modernized. They are headed
by experts who have, within the frame-
work of established conditions and tasks,
a large measure of independence in decid-
ing production questions.

The state farms are distinguished by a
relatively high concentration of machinery
and the highest degree of mechanization of
the production processes. They have 35
hectares of farmland per tractor. This,
however, does not yet ensure timely and
agro-technically faultless performance of
all the jobs. By 1970 the state farms will
have been equipped with sufficient mechan-
ical traction capacities and other modern
machines. Special attention will be paid
to modernization of livestock-breeding.

So far the state farms have successfully
coped with their tasks. Average annual
increase in the yields of grain crops and
potatoes achieved by them is twice as high
as elsewhere in our agriculture. In recent
years they have raised the number of
cattle per 100 hectares of farmland from
32 to 50. They never fail to supply individ-
ual farmers with seed and pedigree cattle.
The state farms have a high marketability
of their produce. In 1961-65 their market
output grew by 62 per cent as compared
with 30 per cent for agriculture as a whole.
The state farms account for about 17 per
cent of total market agricultural produce,
and nearly 21 per cent in market field
crops. More than one-third of all grain
procured in the country is delivered by the
state farms, which also sell considerable
guanties of seed to the individual peas-
ants. Turning out the biggest amount of
market farm products per hectare, the
state farms orient themselves primarily on
the output of basic products, which adds

to their importance as suppliers of food-
stuffs to the urban population.

A growing role is played by the state
farms in raising the scientific level of our
agriculture. In addition to setting examples
and introducing new agro- and zootechnical
methods, they possess the material levers
that help them in this, such as high-quality
seed and pedigree cattle with which they
supply agriculture,

The socialized sector is both a factor of
steady progress in agriculture and a base
for planning development of its technology
and organizing its production on a collec-
tive basis.

It should be noted also that the state
farms have accumulated much experience
in the area of remuneration, introducing
elements of incentives (bonuses). This sys-
tem has greatly helped to enhance the
initiative and sense of responsibility of the
organs of workers’ self-management and
has created conditions for decentralizing
management in the socialized sector and
delegating the right to decide production
matters to the farms themselves in the
person of their managers and experts.

A new and important task of the state
farms is to reclaim land not properly
utilized or abandoned—a phenomenon ex-
plained by the decline of some farms, the
precariousness of those farms whose own-
ers have reached old age and have no
successors, and the insufficient utilization
of the production possibilities in many
regions owing to the shortage of manpower
and equipment and the agrotechnical back-
wardness of peasants.

One of the aims of our agricultural policy
i1s to reduce such phenomena to the mini-
mum. If, for instance, it is impossible to
remove the causes of the decline of some
farms, measures can be taken to prevent
wastage of their basic assets and especially
the land falling into disuse. No time should
be lost in transferring these farms into
other hands to ensure their effective recla-
mation. Such land will accrue to the state,
specifically on the strength of the law
concerning compulsory purchase of inef-
fectively tilled farms and also as a result
of measures to eliminate strip farming and
to combine small plots into tracts to be
cultivated by the state farms. Those peas-
ants whose land will be taken over by the
state will receive pensions adequate to
provide for old age.

These measures will accelerate expansion
of the socialized sector, in particular state
farms. This process has been going on for
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many years. Between 1960 and 1965, for
instance, the state farms increased their
holdings by 235,000 hectares, from 2,425,-
000 to 2,660,000. In the current five-year
period another 300,000 hectares will be
added. This process is economically neces-
sary, for there is no other way of reclaim-
ing the land which for one reason or ano-
ther is not used in the private sector. The
process leads to concentration of the land,
growth of the socialized sector and, con-
sequently, to the ultimate objective of the
socialist reconstruction of the countryside.

= * e

Of very great importance for the devel-
opment and reconstruction of agriculture
is the application of modern methods of
farming. Extension of the network of agri-
cultural schools at all levels is our constant
concern. At present we have seven agricul-
tural higher schools with 26,430 students.
In addition, a certain number of polytech-
nical college students specialize in farm
mechanization. Between 1945 and 1966 the
agricultural higher schools graduated about
40,000 experts. The training of junior spe-
cialists is also conducted on a large scale.
In the 1966-67 academic year the 285
agricultural secondary schools had about
49,000 students. But the trained specialists
are not used effectively enough yet. Too
many of them work in administrative bo-
dies. Measures are now being taken to
change this state of affairs. This includes
extension of the Agricultural Service net-
work directly in the villages and the insti-
tution of offices of agronomists, zootechni-
cians and other specialists in the rural
people’s councils, with the task of provid-
ing expert advice and generally helping
peasants.

A very important factor is, and will
remain, agricultural training for young
people staying on in the villages. This is
taken care of by one- and two-year agricul-
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tural schools. The experience shows that
both the parents and the young people
show considerable interest in this form of
study. This is a gratifying fact, indicative
of the intention of a considerable part of
the rural youth to work in agriculture and,
what is more important, to acquire the
corresponding training. At present the two-
year agricultural schols have an attendance
of over 120,000.

On the whole, however, our peasants in
their mass are not vet prepared theoretic-
ally and practically for the effective appli-
cation of modern means of production.
Hence we are launching a big campaign
for the dissemination of agricultural knowl-
edge. An important role in this is played
by wvarious agricultural institutions and
especially the Agricultural Service, which
organizes courses and individual consulta-
tions, arranges experimental plots and
distributes agricultural literature. Radio
and television, too, help in popularizing
modern methods of farming. At present
our chief concern is to expedite the prac-
tical application of the specialized knowl-

edge.

E S #

Thus, in its agricultural policy our Party
employs a wide range of means to increase
production and eventually reconstruct ag-
riculture along socialist lines: greater sup-
ply of means of production, bigger invest-
ments, training specialists, instrueting
peasants in modern methods, improving the
work of the institutions catering to agri-
culture and stimulating the initiative of all
farmers and state farm workers. Coupled
with the favorable economic conditions
created in agriculture, these measures
should ensure its further development. We
believe that in the coming years we will
achieve even more impressive results. To
do so is one of the tasks our Party sets

before itself.




50th ANNIVERSARY OF LENIN’S “STATE AND REVOLUTION"

A weapon in our struggle

B. LADYGIN, M. LEBEDEY

Published half a century ago, The State
and Revolution helped Communists define
their attitude to the bourgeois machinery
of government and better to appreciate the
basic slogans of the October Revolution. In
this book Lenin upholds the viewpoint of
Marx and Engels against opportunistic dis-
tortion and, drawing on proletarian revo-
lutionary experience between 1848 and
1917, develops and concretizes the Marxist
theory on the relation of revolution to the
state.

The present stage of the world revolu-
tionary process demands continued study
of that theory, for the rise and development
of such forms of statehood as the socialist
state pose new theoretical and practical
problems. Besides, the bourgeois state has
acquired a number of new characteristics,
particularly with the development of state-
monopoly capitalism. And there is another
factor, the advance of the national-libera-
tion struggle, which in a number of ex-
colonial countries has given rise to specific
forms of statehood.

The State and Revolution is being read
and re-read by progressives in every part
of the world. In it they find a creative
approach to all the previous achievements
of Marxist research on the subject. For Len-
in regarded the works of his predecessors,
Marx and Engels, not as a collection of set
formulas, dogmas and ready solutions, but
as a guide to action which needs to be con-
stantly developed on the basis of accumu-
lated revolutionary experience.

The book’s permanent value also lies in
the fact that it sets an example of how
theoretical problems should be treated in
the context of the concrete questions of
revolutionary struggle at every given stage.
Lenin displayed a remarkable ability to
combine immediate tasks with the ultimate

aims of the struggle, combating both the
opportunist maxim that “the movement is
everything, the ultimate aim nothing,” and
the Leftist tendency to disregard and by-
pass immediate tasks and concentrate on
ultimate aims.

In carrying forward the theory of Marx
and Engels on the state organization of
future society, Lenin gave us a precise
prognosis of the principal features of this
state organization without, however, in-
dulging in useless speculation and hasty
generalization.

We propose to deal only with some of
the questions discussed by Lenin. We cer-
tainly lay no claim to a comprehensive sur-
vey of the Marxist-Leninist theory of the
state and revolution.

% & -

One of the basic theses advanced in State
and Revolution is the need for revolution-
ary violence to overthrow the exploiting
classes. This at once became, and remains,
the subject of fierce ideological and political
struggle.

There is a tendency to regard the concept
of violence, or coercion, only in its more
severe forms. Lenin, however, was concern-
ed not with forms but with substance.

Marxism understands revolutionary vio-
lence, as employed by the working people,
as measures directed against the will and
interests of the exploiters. In other words,
measures that express the will and interests
of the majority of the working people and
designed to ensure the transfer to them
of state power and ownership of the basic
means of production. Of course, there
would be no need for coercion if the ex-
ploiting minority (in our day, the imperial-
ist monopolies and their agents in govern-

World Marxist Review 51




ment) were voluntarily to cede power and
their accumulated wealth. In other words,
there would be no need for coercion if, on
this supreme issue of the forms of owner-
ship and the essentials of state power, the
interests of the workers and the capitalists
coincided. Consequently, it is the resist-
ance of the exploiting classes to objectively
necessary changes that compels the revo-
lutionary forces to resort to coercion. More-
over, in time of revolution the measure
and form of coercion depend entirely on
the measure and form of resistance by the
big bourgeoisie and its officialdom. For it is
clear that socialism cannot be built without
replacing the exploitive pattern of capitalist
society by a socialist pattern. And it is
equally clear that the institutions designed
to safeguard the capitalist state are bound
to resist the will and resolve of the masses.
The task of the socialist revolution, there-
fore, is to overcome this resistance, abolish
these institutions and replace them with
institutions that accord with the require-
ments of the new socialist way. Naturally,
armed resistance by the exploiters, that is,
armed counter-revolution, will compel the
revolutionary forces to have recourse to
arms too.

The changes wrought by the socialist
revolution find expression in varying forms
of expropriation of the expropriators (con-
fiscation, nationalization, compensated na-
tionalization, etc.). This entalis such actions
as disarming the armed forces serving the
ruling class (notably the secret police), dis-
missal of officials who sabotage the meas-
ures of the new, revolutionary government
and cling to the old bureaucratic system.
All this is part of the revolutionary coer-
cion needed to bring the economic, social
and political organization of society into
conformity with the wishes of the majority
of its members, the requirements of social
development and the advance to socialism.
There is the testimony of history to show
that no revolution has ever taken place
without violence,

It stands to reason that the degree and
the forms of coercion will vary, depending
on the relationship of class forces (and
this includes the attitude of the armed
forces), the numerical strength and organi-
zation of the forces supporting the revolu-
tion, the way the revolutionary situation
takes shape, the extent and form of resis-
tance of the exploiting classes. The strength
and unity of the socialist countries, their
political support, and worldwide labor
solidarity, are weighty factors too.
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The borderline between peaceful and
non-peaceful methods, always relative, is
determined primarily by the kind of vio-
lence the reactionary forces employ in their
attempt to impose their will on the people.

Any sharp contrast between armed and
peaceful forms of the revolution, making
an absolute of either, is bound to be arti-
ficial.

It should be stressed in this context that
Lenin did not regard revolution only as an
armed uprising or only as a peaceful action.
Marxism-Leninism teaches us to be pre-
pared to use the most diverse forms of
revolutionary struggle and always be guid-
ed by the need to achieve decisive superior-
ity at the crucial moment and crucial place
as an essential condition of victory. Though
he attached great importance to the armed
struggle, Lenin never subscribed to the
view that “power comes out of the barrel
of the gun.” An armed rising not based
on the revolutionary will and vital interests
of the majority of the working people, their
enthusiasm and militant energy, stands no
chance of success. Revolutionary power
derives from the superiority of class forces,
from active and purposeful participation
of the masses. Support by the progressive
forces of the world is of immense impor-
tance too.

The experience of many countries has
demonstrated that close ties with organiza-
tions of the oppressed classes capable of
marshalling the forces of revolution is an
essential condition for a successful socialist
revolution and for the transfer of power
to the working class and its allies. These
organizations can play a decisive part in
the conquest of state power and later serve
as the political foundation of the socialist
state, In Russia that was accomplished by
the Soviets. Lenin emphasized: “If the cre-
ative enthusiasm of the revolutionary clas-
ses had not given rise to the Soviets, the
proletarian revolution in Russia would
have been a hopeless cause, for the prole-
tariat could certainly not retain power
with the old state apparatus, and it is
impossible to create a new apparatus im-
mediately.” (Coll. Works, Eng. ed., Vol. 26,
p. 104.)

In the People’s Democracies an essential
role in the socialist revolution was played
by the National Committees or organs of
the Fatherland (Popular, National) Front.

The experience of some countries sug-
gests that, in specific conditions and at
specific stages of the civil war, insurgent
committees, organs of the People’s Army




led by the proletarian vanguard, can be-
come the embryo of revolutionary power.

Future practice will very probably reveal
other organizations capable of carrying out
these revolutionary tasks. The Spanish
Communists, for instance, regard the work-
ers’ commissions, now steadily gaining
influence, as the embryo of such a revolu-
tionary organization.

In some developed capitalist countries
the Communist parties believe that, given
a changed alignment of social forces, tradi-
tional democratic institutions can carry
out socialist reforms. All these diverse
views, however, are based on the principles
enunciated by Lenin.

#* & i

Another point to which Lenin attached
great importance concerns the smashing of
the bourgeois machinery of government in
the course of the socialist revolution. The
State and Revolution was written at a time
when imperialism was just entering into
its state-monopoly phase (towards the end
of World War I state-monopoly methods
of government were more or less developed
only in Germany). In Lenin’s time state-
monopoly capitalism was a development
trend; now it is a reality. Lenin very
clearly formulated the proposition that the
old machinery of government, created by
the ruling class to serve its purposes, must
be destroyed in the course of the revolu-
tion. Does that apply in the present stage?

In speaking of the bourgeois machinery
of government, Lenin had in mind chiefly
the military-bureaucratic apparatus — the
standing army, police and top officialdom,
which are intimately linked with the ruling
class and serve it to the best of their ability.
And this government machine sees in every
democratic move an encroachment on its
power monopoly. It might be recalled in
this context that after World War II in
1947, Communists were ousted from the
constitutionally formed governments of
France and Italy, for the reactionaries
knew that Communist participation in gov-
ernment would powerfully influence peace-
ful development towards social progress
and democracy.

The military and police apparatus, and
the militarist forces generally, play an ever-
growing role in the present-day capitalist
state. In Lenin’s day the USA, for instance,
did not have the Pentagon with its ramified
military machine, nor such secret police
organizations as the FBI and the CIA.

There is also the continued strengthen-

ing, in most bourgeois countries, of the
executive branch and of the bureaucratic
apparatus, with resultant restriction of
parliamentary rights and democratic guar-
antees. The French Communists, for ex-
ample, point to the more pronounced ten-
dency for personal power to rule by fiat
rather than by parliamentary legislation.

The fact that the link between the mili-
tary-bureaucratic apparatus and the mono-
polies has become stronger rather than
weaker and has, in a certain sense, become
international, confirms the validity in our
day, too, of Lenin’s proposition that the
machine must be destroyed as a preliminary
condition for the victory of any real
people’s revolution. Obviously, there will
be no Pentagon and no “cloak-and-dagger”
agencies in the United States if the pro-
gressive forces come to power—these
elements of the government machine are
doomed to destruction. Wherever the mili-
tary machine has become a component part
of the Atlantic Alliance it is important to
press the demand for withdrawal from
NATO. In present conditions this would
be a blow at imperialism’s military-bureau-
cratic structure.

But it should be emphasized that Lenin
never advocated total destruction of the
bourgeois machinery of government. In it,
and in the economic apparatus of the
monopolies, he saw many elements which
could be effectively used by the victorious
revolution in building socialism. This ap-
plies specifically to such branches as ac-
counting, control and economic planning,
and to such areas as science, education,
welfare and public health. The existence
of these elements of government and their
functions foster the illusions—which the
reformists are quick to exploit—that the
bourgeois state stands above classes and
performs a socially useful function. In
reality, this aspect merely shows that there
are additional objective prerequisites for
socialism; it certainly does not suggest
that the bourgeois state is casting off its
exploitive substance.

The documents of the 1957 and 1960
conferences of Communist and Workers’
parties note that in a number of capitalist
countries the working class can, under
definite conditions, “secure a firm majority
in parliament and transform parliament
from an instrument serving the class inter-
ests of the bourgeoisie into an instrument
serving the working people.” Wide use of
traditional parliamentary forms is envis-
aged in the program of the Communist
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parties of Britain, France and a number of
other capitalist countries. Does this con-
tradict the Leninist attitude towards bour-
geois parliamentarism?

In his State and Revolution Lenin, while
urging full use of bourgeois parliaments to
advance the revolution, warns against in-
fatuation with parliamentary methods. He
notes that parliamentary institutions do
not play a decisive part in the political
organization of bourgeois society, that they
often become mere talking shops.

The experience of Communist and Work-
ers’ parties over the past half century
shows that they have been guided by
Lenin in combining parliamentary and non-
parliamentary struggle. This has to a
certain extent influenced the appearance
of new features in bourgeois parliamentar-
ism. They are the result of sustained and
hard-fought struggle by the progressive
forces, which have injected a new element
—more active parliamentary intervention
in political life and in “the real work of
the state.” Naturally, this has not made
the forces that speak for state-monopoly
capitalism relax their efforts to bypass
parliament, to curtail its rights and extend
those of the executive branch, or to change
electoral laws to suit their purpose. Now
as in the past, the big bourgeoisie is seek-
ing to reduce parliament to an empty
formality.

The way out of bourgeois parliamentar-
ism, Lenin emphasizes, is not abolition of
representative institutions and of the elec-
tive principle, but the conversion of these
institution into “working” bodies. In Le-
nin's time the opportunists used parliament
to divert the masses from revolutionary
struggle, indeed, to combat revolution.
Now, however, in many capitalist countries
the revolutionary forces have learned to use
parliament against reaction. Should they
abandon that gain? Does it run counter
to Lenin’s attitude? Certainly not. The
experience of a number of Communist and
Workers’ parties suggests that use of par-
liament by the progressive forces and the
struggle to modify it is, in effect a strug-
gle for democracy and, ultimately, for
socialism.

Democratic traditions and accumulated
experience enable the revolutionary forces
to make more active use of parliamentary
institutions and to convert parliament from
a talking shop into a viable and working
institution. To this might be added that the
experience of the People’s Democracies in
Europe shows that both the revolutionary

54 World Marxist Review

overcoming of bourgeois parliamentarism
and parliamentary traditions and institu-
tions can contribute to the victory of
national - democratic and socialist revolu-
tions. It can be assumed that in future
parliamentary traditions and institutions
will, at any rate in a number of cases, be
used even more effectively to promote the
fight for socialism.

With the oppressed classes organized to
fight for power “from below,” the develop-
ment of mass extra-parliamentary struggle
will make it possible, given favorable con-
ditions, effectively to use parliament for
action “from above,” gradually transform-
ing it from a talking shop into a working
institution. The combination of both could
become the basis for a comprehensive sy-
tem of socialist representative bodies.

=

In State and Revolution and in other
works, Lenin lays stress on the guiding
role of the working class in preparing and
carrying out the socialist revolution and in
the subsequent building of socialism. This
and the supporting arguments have come
to be known as the doctrine of proletarian
dictatorship.

In our time, proletarian dictatorship is
often associated with its more clearly ex-
pressed coercive aspects and methods.
These are contrasted to bourgeois democ-
racy, disregarding the fact that the latter,
too, represents the power of one class over
another, and that Lenin described bourgeois
democracy as dictatorship, both in its mo-
derate and rigid varieties. But he also
emphasized that proletarian dictatorship
cannot be equated with violence, which is
not its chief feature, though under definite
conditions at certain periods of the revolu-
tionary process violence can dominate. The
chief feature is participation of all the
working people in the administration of
state and public affairs and, in the econ-
omic sphere, the achievement of a higher
productivity than under capitalism.

Proletarian dictatorship, Lenin writes, is
“a scientific, historico-philosophical term
which means the following:

“Only a definite class, namely, the urban
workers and the factory, industrial workers
in general, is able to lead the whole mass
of the working and exploited people in the
struggle to throw off the yoke of capital,
in actually carrying it out, in the struggle
to maintain and consolidate the victory, in
the work of creating the new, socialist
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social system and in the entire struggle for
the complete abolition of classes.” (Coll.
Works, Eng. ed., Vol. 29, p. 420) Proletari-
an dictatorship is the state form through
which the proletariat achieves its hegemony
and carries out its historic mission.

The experience of the socialist countries
shows that working class direction of so-
cialist construction is decisive for success.
Socialism will not benefit from attempts
to dispense with the political leadership
of the working class.

In the leading capitalist countries the
working class has undergone far-reaching
structural changes. For one thing, there
is a higher percentage of skilled workers,
necessitated by the technological revolu-
tion, and higher general and technical
standards. This makes for more effective
working-class leadership. The number of
white-collar workers, both in the produc-
tion and non-production spheres, has in-
creased many times over. Most of them,
in trend of development, represent a new
section of the working class. And the
latter has become more organized, as wit-
nessed by the growth of trade union and
other organizations and the higher demands
in relation to wages and conditions.

All these quantitative and qualitative
changes, however, do not detract from the
vanguard role of the working class. In the
capitalist countries it remains the chief
producer of material values, the chief an-
tagonist of the ruling bourgeoisie and the
chief target of exploitation. Its historic
mission is to end not only its own exploita-
tion, but exploitation in general; not only
to deprive the exploiting classes of their
power, but to assure the transition to a
classless society. Its basic aims confrom
with the fundamental interests of all work-
ing people, of the whole of society. There
is no justification whatsoever for the con-
tention that social development has chang-
ed to such an extent as to vitiate the leading
role of the working class in preparing and
carrying out the socialist revolution and
in building socialism. Nor is it contradicted
by the enhanced role of the professionals:
their only progressive path is to fight ex-
ploitation, that is, join forces with the
working class. And the bourgeoisie is pow-
erless to prevent that, for the interests of
both are being more closely harmonized.

Does the principle of working-class lead-
ership hold good for the newly-independent
countries? One school of thought maintains
that it does not apply to them, inasmuch
as in some of them the working class has

not yet taken shape, or is still weak. But
it might be asked: would these independent
Third World countries, which reject capi-
talism as the trend of their development,
have emerged if there were no internation-
al working-class and its creation, the so-
cialist world sysaem? Common aims in the
anti-imperialist struggle are bringing the
progressive forces of these countries into
closer relations with the international
working class. Mutual support makes for
closer understanding and closer coopera-
tion between these natural allies. Support
by the socialist countries is a major factor,
too. Lenin’s proposition that underdevelop-
ed countries can advance to socialism with-
out having to go through the capitalist stage
presupposes precisely such harmony of
interests of the international working class
and the non-proletarian strata of the work-
ing people in former colonies and depen-
dencies. Furthermore, Marxist ideas are
rapidly gaining influence in their revolu-
tionary-democratic parties, and in some
places groups or parties of the Marxist-
Leninist type are being formed. The efforts
of the revolutionary-democratic parties and
national-democratic states are directed to-
wards building up an industrial structure
served by a national working class, repel-
ling imperialist encroachment, suppressing
imperialist agents within the country, and
forming an alliance with the socialist
states. Needless to say, if the international
working class had not carried out such
sweeping worldwide social changes, and
had not created the socialist system, this
would have been impossible.

The forms of working class leadership
in the revolution vary. We have examples
of one-party and multi-party systems after
the socialist revolution. One example
(though of short duration) was the multi-
party socialist government, the Council of
People’s Commissars, set up immediately
after the October Revolution.

Given favorable conditions, we should
not preclude the existence, parallel with
the Communist Party and parties allied
with it, of opposition parties in the transi-
tion to socialism. At any rate, the British,
French, Italian, and Finnish Communists
and those of several other developed capi-
talist countries envisage such an eventu-
ality.

Consequently, Lenin’s proposition on the
leading role of the working class in the
battle for socialist revolution and socialist
victory on a worldwide scale retains all its
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validity, is enriched and creatively applied
in the new conditions.
& * &
It is sometimes asked: to what extent
does State and Revolution retain its rele-
vance for the socialist countries? The
Preface is dated August 1917, that is, two
months before the October Revolution. We
read it now, 50 years after October and 20
years after the triumph of the socialist
revolution in a number of other countries.
Socialism, Lenin pointed out, is not the
end goal, not the full ideal, but an inevit-
able stage on the road to Communism. And
in outlining its fundamental advantages
over capitalism, Lenin drew attention to
the fact that certain vestiges of the old
system, from which the new one emerges,
are retained under socialism. He writes in
State and Revolution: “The first phase of
Communism cannot yet provide justice and
equality: differences, and unjust differ-
ences, in wealth will still persist, but the
exploitation of man by man will have be-
come impossible because it will be impos-
sible to seize the means of production—the
factories, machines; land, etc.—and make
them private property. . In the first
phase of Communist society (usually called
socialism), ‘bourgeois right’ is not abolish-
ed in its entirety, but only in part, only in
proportion to the economic revolution so
far attained, i.e.,, only in respect of the
means of production.” (Coll. Works, Eng.
ed. Vol. 25, pp. 466-67.)

This does not, of course, imply that the
superstructure remains bourgeois in char-
acter. It implies only that certain elements
of the old society are carried over to the
new, and this is both inevitable and in
keeping with the laws of development. As
socialist society develops these elements
will be transformed or eliminated and re-
placed by new ones.

The bourgeois state cannot undertake
the protection of public, socialist property.
Its mission is to protect private property,
the interests of capital. As for the function
of the socialist state, it is carried out by
applying the norms of socialist rights (pro-
hibition of private ownership of the means
of production, abolition of exploitation,
measures against pilfering of socialist pro-
perty, etc.) Another function, too, central-
ized economic planning, is socialist both
in form and content. Some object that
planning is present under state-monopoly
capitalism, too. Lenin foresaw that and
described the elements of planning intro-
duced by the capitalist monopolies. He
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considered planning under capitalism a
harbinger of the advance of socialism, but
stressed that it was necessarily restricted.
In fact, the very idea of state planning
under capitalism owes its origin largely
to the success of socialist planning. On the
other hand, it is evidence that the contra-
dictions of capitalism cannot be resolved
by “classical” bourgeois methods — evi-
dence, in short, of the accumulation of the
material prerequisites of socialism.

The extension of state economic man-
agement is evidence that, as socialism
comes into its own, recourse to coercion
progressively diminishes.

Mention should be made in this connec-
tion of the emergence, both in the USSR
and in most European socialist countries,
of qualitatively new phenomena. Reference
is to the new system of economic manage-
ment and planning. And though this con-
cerns mainly the economic functions of the
state, it also signifies the further develop-
ment and enrichment of socialist democra-
cy and its underlying principles.

Opponents of socialism and Left phrase-
mongers maintain that the present econ-
omic reforms are not a further extension
of socialism, but a turn towards capitalism.
What they fail to notice is that the reforms
do not in any way abolish or impair the
functions of the socialist state described
by Lenin half a century ago. On the con-
trary, these functions are undergoing fur-
ther development. This can best be shown
if we take such a function of the state as
the protection of socialist property.

The new management and planning
system, like its predecessor, rules out the
very possibility of a return to private own-
ership of the means of production. True,
factories and industrial amalgamations now
bear greater responsibility for socialist
accumulation and expansion of the material
and technical basis. True also, that the
capital required for accumulation is formed
and realized not only through the state
budget, but also directly at factory level.
But these facts only prove that we have
devised more effective forms of socialist
accumulation. They certainly do not prove
that we are in any way going beyond the
framework of socialist property. For all
factories, no matter what degree of inde-
pendence they now enjoy, are the property
of the state, socialist property.

“The expropriation of the capittlists will
inevitably result in an enormous develop-
ment of the productive forces of human
society,” Lenin remarks in State and Revo-




lution, and accelerated development of the
productive forces, he adds, is one of the
key tasks of the socialist state. The Com-
munist and Workers’ parties are guided
by that in implementing the present econ-
omic reforms.

This calls for more efficient accounting
and control, and Lenin emphasizes that
until Communism arrives, ‘“the socialists
demand the strictest control by society and
by the state over the measure of consump-
tion.”

Is this being carried out in the socialist
countries? Yes, and to a much fuller extent
than before. We know that Lenin worked
out a whole system of concrete forms of
socialist accounting and control: central-
ized planning, centralized statistics, social-
ist emulation, use of the market mechanism,
cost accounting.

The present economic reforms aim at
perfecting both the economic and admin-
istrative agencies of accounting and control
over the measure of labor and the measure
of consumption. And control of factory
operation is increasingly becoming self-
control, that is, exercised by the factory
collective. This is done through the intro-
duction of full cost-accounting and plan-
ning based on cost-accounting. This gives
everyone an incentive to make the most
rational use of labor and materials. The
economic reforms help towards fuller re-
alization of the socialist principle of ‘“an
equal amount of products for an equal
amount of labor,” or in other words, make
the worker’s earnings directly dependent
on results, and not only of his own work,
but of that of the entire collective. In this
way the interests of the individual worker
are more closely identified with those of
the factory and the state.

The battle against bureaucratic distor-
tions of centralism, the extension and deep-
ening of socialist democracy, wider enlist-
ment of workers to share in the manage-
ment of industry, encouragement of their
initiative and higher material and moral
incentives do not cancel out centralized
state administration of the economy. To
quote State and Revolution again: “Engels
did not at all mean democratic centralism
in the bureaucratic sense in which this term
is used by bourgeois and petty-bourgeois
ideologists, the anarchists among the latter.
His idea of centralism did not in the least
preclude such broad local self-government
as would combine the voluntary defense
of the unity of the state by the ‘communes’
and districts, and the complete elimination

of all bureaucratic practices and all ‘order-
ing’ from above.” (Vol. 25, p. 447). The
present economic reforms are a further
extension of democratic centralism. They
perfect the methods of centralized econam-
ic management and allow production units
greater independence. But they are also
directed against bureaucracy, against this
“ordering.” They signify further evolution
of the functions of the socialist state de-
scribed by Lenin, an evolution which will
lead the peoples of the socialist countries
to communism. The principles of the social-
ist state formulated by Lenin on the eve
of the proletarian revolution retain all their
significance today, half a century after
that revolution.

Lenin’s appeal to bring all the workers
to share in the administration of the state
and to develop socialist democracy as an
essential condition for the triumph of
socialism has found confirmation in the
practical work of socialist construction.

Lenin saw the socialist state as an ex-
pression of genuine rule by the people
guaranteed by democratic institutions and
stringent observance of socialist laws. He
was uncompromising in rejecting Trotsky’s
“tighten the screws’” slogan, his idea to
renounce national self-determination, form
so-called labor armies, with their military
discipline, etc. And he castigated as a
distortion of the very concept of socialist
statehood advocacy of ‘“barracks social-
ism” based on “leadership dictation” and
leveling out of consumption, and denounced
armed export of revolution. At the same
time Lenin was implacable in condemning
bureaucratic trends. This did not in any
way signify support for the anarchistic
ideas of “accelerating” the withering away
of the state.

Faithful adherence to these Leninist
principles, their creative development by
interpretative generalization of the demo-
cratic experience of the masses will assure
the continued advance of socialism.

The socialist countries furnish convinc-
ing examples of the Leninist solution of
the problems involved in building the new
state. In the Soviet Union and many other
socialist countries there has been created
a ramified system of institutions and orga-
nizations that enable the overwhelming
majority of the people to share in the affairs
of society and the state and in the solution
of the many problems pertaining thereto.

The more comprehensive this system,
the greater economic, political, legal and
other guarantees are provided for such
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mass democratic participation in the affairs
of society. The deeper and stronger will
democracy become and the greater will be
the progress in building socialism. What
we will have, consequently, is participation
of the masses, on a permanent basis, in
solving the key problems of the state and
society. That is the trend today.

Much valuable experience has been ac-
cumulated in settling the national problem
in a way that assures genuine equality to
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all nations and peoples within the frame-
work of a single state and within the
socialist world system as a whole.

And the vanguard of socialist society,
the Communist and Workers’ parties, are
working with greater energy to broaden
and perfect democracy in their own ranks.
That is one of the paramount conditions
for the flourishing of socialist democracy

in general.
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War and politics:

AGAINST IMPERIALIST AGGRESSION

U.S. discomfiture in Vietnam

A year and a half ago President Johnson
set a deadline, the beginning of 1968, for
“final victory” in Vietnam. It was to be
achieved through escalated escalation. The
South Vietnam Liberation forces upset that
plan, and in the opening weeks of 1968
mounted their biggest offensive against the
U.S. aggressor, his satellites and Saigon
puppets.

Actively supported by the population, the
Liberation Army and guerrilla units staged
synchronized surprise attacks on 43 towns
and hundreds of smaller communities, 11
major U.S. bases and about 20 airfields.
There has been fierce street fighting in
Saigon, Hue, Danang and in other towns.
In Saigon, the patriots attacked General
Westmoreland’s headquarters, the U.S. Em-
bassy, Saigon Army and Police headquar-
ters, the Palace of the puppet President,
and other objectives, and encircled a 6,000
strong U.S. force at Khe Sanh in the North.

The operation added up to a major de-
feat for Washington’s policy of aggression,
and to a big success for the South Vietnam
patriotic forces, which have the firm back-
ing of the people and the powerful support
of the forces of peace and progress in every
part of the world.

Western news analysts admit that Wash-
ington’s escalation policy is at a dead end.
That is putting it mildly, for what we have
is complete bankruptcv of the whole im-
perialist concept of force as a means of
resolving international ssiues. And Wash-
ington’s escalation is based entirely on that
fallacious concept, a fact no amount of
propaganda can conceal or obscure. The
“force concept” has been boosted by many
high-ranking Americans. Eisenhower at
one time declared that the United States
had the right to do anything it wanted to
do even if only because it was strong.

The February battles in Vietnam have
made it perfectly clear that armed force
is no solution for world issues. The Paris
Monde editorialized: ‘It required less than
48 hours to dispel all the myths about U.S.
policy in Vietnam.” Walter Lippman is
even more outspoken: “What is crumbling
is the notion that the United States can by
military force determine the order of things
on the continent of Asia . .. The Johnson-
Rusk policy in Asia is based on the as-
sumption that 200 million Americans, be-
cause they have a superior technology, can
lead and direct the two-thirds of the human
race which inhabits the continent of Asia.
It cannot be done.”

There is also this important aspect of
the Vietnam situation: the U.S. interven-
tion army is virtually alone in facing the
Liberation forces. The only resistance the
patriots encountered in the towns came
from U.S. and some Saigon army units;
169 Saigon strong points joined the Libera-
tion forces. This is added evidence that one
of the key objectives of the U.S. war effort,
political stabilization of the Saigon regime
and “pacification” of the population, has
fallen very much short of achievement.
Says the London Times: “Pacification is
back at its starting point . . . the National
Liberation Front with one blow has shat-
tered the political rationale for the allied
war effort.” This, of course, is tantamount
to an admission that there is no political
basis for America’s military plans, and all
that remains is brute force, unmitigated
violence. Who, then, Is the advocate of
violence? Who are the fanatical adherents
of this cult of the mailed fist? The answer
is plain enough and no amount of anti-
Communist propaganda will make any one
believe that the progressive forces, with
their implicit faith in the people and its
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future, are guilty of the charges levelled
against them by reaction.

Another Paris paper, Le Figaro, drew at-
tention to the political implications of the
recent events: “The Vietcong has won a
resounding victory . . . which has made a
laughing stock of the Saigon regime and
its army. The modest results Saigon
achieved in pacification have been erased
in a matter of hours.”

The world can now see that in Vietnam
the American policy of aggression and
force is being countered by the conscious
and steadily growing strength of an em-
battled people rallying ever more closely
around the National Liberation Front. The
NLF is growing in strength; its military
arm is a component of the political forces
of a consolidating society. For from the
very start of the offensive there were ac-
tive anti-American demonstrations by all
sections of the population. In Saigon, Hue,
Quangtri and in other towns National
Peace Alliances were set up of represen-
tatives of mass organizations, business, re-
ligious and cultural groups.

The Executive Committee of the Union
of National Peace Forces has published a
four-point statement of aims:

—overthrow of the Thieu-Ky puppet
government; establishment of new govern-
ment bodies representative of all sections
of the people;

—re-establishment of national indepen-
dence and sovereignty, an end to Ameri-
ca’s unjust war and the withdrawal from
South Vietnam of all U.S. and U.S. satellite
forces;

—peace and an independent, democratic,
peaceable and neutral South Vietnam;

—agreement with the South Vietnam
National Liberation Front on joint imple-
mentation of these aspirations of the
people.

Former servicemen of the puppet army
who have turned against the aggressor
have begun to set up their own combat
organizations, Patriotic Soldiers’ Unions.

These facts testify to the extension of
the National Liberation Front, which in-
cludes all democratic and national organ-
izations that want a free and genuinely
independent South Vietnam. The people’s
struggle has thus grown into nationwide
resistance to the aggressor. Even President
Johnson told his news conference that the
present offensive was a “general uprising.”
The Vietnamese people and the American
aggressor are separated by a gap which, a
Washington Post writer said, can never be
bridged by American armed force.
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No one, Senator Robert Kennedy told a
Chicago audience, can foresee the outcome
of the present fighting in Saigon and Khe
Sanh, but whatever the outcome, the de-
velopments of the past two weeks should
prompt us to take a new look at the Viet-
nam situation, analyze its grim realities,
shed all wishful thinking, fond hopes and
sentimental dreams, and abandon the illu-
sions that landed us in the Vietnam morass,
which threatens to engulf us. The realiza-
tion is gaining ground in some U.S. capital-
ist circles that all attempts to find military
solutions for the world’s problems are,
whatever the militarists may say, bound to
meet with formidable resistance. The Pen-
tagon’s “local war” doctrine has fallen
very much short of expectation.

Washington’s initial reaction was to
play down the implication of its defeat.
When this proved impossible, the White
House and the Pentagon cooked up argu-
ments to justify the failure of their policy.
Top Pentagon brass went on television but
had nothing consoling to tell the public.
In fact, one TV commentator remarked:
“This was a big day in Washington for
counting the dead and the wounded, but
there has been no count of what the Pen-
tagon has lost in terms of prestige.”

And not only a loss of U.S. prestige. The
NLF offensive has dealt a telling blow at
militarism throughout the world, at the
policy of aggression and armed interven-
tion, of which the Pentagon has become the
epitome. Latterly, the U.S. imperialists
have banked chiefly on armed might as a
universal solution. Now we have yet an-
other demonstration of their miscalcula-
tion, a demostration that in trying to force
a military victory the Pentagon is follow-
ing a hopeless course. It is going against
all the political realities of the present-day
world, for embattled Vietnam is not alone;
it has the support of the USSR and the
other socialist countries, of all the forces
of peace and progress.

Judging by all the signs, the recent
events in Vietnam have not made Wash-
ington any the wiser. It has stepped up the
bombing of South Vietnamese cities.

James Reston says in his New York
Times column: “There is still no evidence
that the Johnson administration sees the
futile brutality of these recent days . . .
We are stuck with our concept of a mili-
tary victory, and the main question goes
unanswered: What is the end that justifies
this slaughter?” Even in carrying out
“purely military” operations, the political
aims of the war cannot be overlooked or




relegated to the background. For it is the
political aims that determine the reality or
unreality of victory. That maxim was well
known to past military theoreticians; their
successors in the Pentagon apparently
choose to remain oblivious to it. For Wash-
ington is sending more troops to Vietnam,
in total disregard of the increasingly ob-

vious fact that armed force has failed to
divide the people of South Vietnam, failed
to win anything like a firm position for the
interventionists, let alone defeat a people
fighting for its country and enjoying the
all-round support of the socialist world and

of all progressive forces.
Jan PRAZSKY

French people's aid
fo embattied Vietnam

On January 16 the French Communist Party
formed a National Action Committee in
Support of Vietnam and for Its Victory,
ushering in a new phase in the French
people’s fight against the Vietnam war.
The body is headed by the Party’s General
Secretary, with Benoit Franchon, Chairman
of the General Confederation of Labor, and
Louis Aragon, writer, as Vice-Chairmen.

The Committee held its first big rally,
attended by Parisians from all walks of
life, on January 30; a feature of the gather-
ing was the presence and enthusiasm of
many young people. It was a rallying call
from the people of Paris to the rest of the
country, expressive of the thoughts of
millions of Frenchmen.

Action committees are being formed in
all Departments. In the meantime, thou-
sands of committees, based chiefly on CP
branches and sections, have been estab-
lished in industrial enterprises, in neighbor-
hoods and in country villages.

Five million copies of a newspaper put
out under the auspices of the National
Committee were distributed at the begin-
ning of February.

The political platform of the National
Committee ranges itself behind the aims
enunciated by the Democratic Republic of
Vietnam and the National Liberation Front
of South Vietnam:

a) immediate and unconditional halt to
the bombing and to other military action
against the DRV,

b) recognition of the National Liberation

Front as the sole representative of the
people of South Vietnam;

c) withdrawal of U.S. troops and closure
of U.S. bases in South Vietnam;

d) all-out support for the people of Viet-
nam in their fight for victory and the right
to run their country without foreign inter-
ference, in freedom, independence and
peace.

All who approve of these aims, irrespec-
tive of political views and religious beliefs,
are eligible to join the action committees.
However, the National Committee, as well
as the Department and local groups, are
not conceived as amalgams of different
organizations, because the Party holds that
these would paralyze more than they would
promote mass activity. “Consequently,”
Waldeck Rochet observed, “we need a
National Action Committee established on
the initiative of the Communist Party to
enlist support for Vietnam of millions of
men and women, notably the five million
who expressed their trust in our Party.”

As 1t embarks on this new phase, the
Party relies on experience accumulated in
recent years, when it contributed decisively
to successful demonstrations in Paris and
throughout France, notably the demonstra-
tions of respectively 50,000 and 70,000
people under the auspices of the Peace
Movement on June 17 and October 21, 1967.

The youth rally in November 1967 and
the Ship for Vietanm campaign are promi-
nent among the more recent acts of soli-

darity.
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The youth rally, held under the auspices
of the Communist Youth Movement, was
attended by 70 thousand young people; it
culminated in a march across Paris from
Place du Colonel Fabien to Place de la
Republique on November 26.

The rally was preceded by a countrywide
preparatory campaign, with hundreds of
meetings, conferences and film shows at-
tended in all by some 250,000. The Com-
munist Youth Movement, which won 6,912
new members during the campaign, dis-
tributed some two million leaflets. Besides,
it issued 300,000 copies of a mimeographed
newspaper calling on young people to take
the following pledge:

“l demand a halt to the criminal U.S.
imperialist aggression, acclaim the courage
and heroism of the Vietnamese people and
their unconquerable cause, and pledge all
my strength to the fight for freedom, the
independence of peoples and for peace.”

On November 3, 1967, our Political Bu-
reau called on all political and trade union
bodies, and on solidarity organizations, to
launch a joint national Ship for Vietnam
campaign. A statement to the same effect,
published in ’'Humanité on November 28,
above the signatures of 23 organizations
(including the Communist Party, the United
Socialist Party, the Party of the Young
Republic, the General Confederation of
Labor, the Témoignage Chrétien Movement,
the People’s Aid organization, the Union
of French Women) announced that they
were pooling efforts under the Ship for
Vietnam slogan initiated by the Communist
Party. They were soon joined by more
groups, such as the National Union of Se-
condary School Teachers, the Human
Rights League, Jews for Mutual Aid and
Resistance Union, etc.

The statement said that a ship would be
sent to Vietnam at the beginning of Febru-
ary with “essential supplies,” such as diesel
engines, power generators, laboratory in-
struments, medical supplies, bicycles,
teaching aids, etc.

The campaign visibly enlivened the soli-
darity movement. Campaigners collected
donations at factory gates, house-to-house
and in market places. The People’s Aid
organization donated to the Vietnamese
Red Cross 12 Renault mobile hospitals,
seen by millions of Frenchmen in a TV
report on Vietnam, and announced the
purchase of another three in the near
future, The General Confederation of Labor
urged factory branches to initiate collec-
tions of their own, while the Peace Move-
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ment called on its members on December
18 to join the campaign under the motto,
“Frenchmen with Vietnam,” and to enliven
activities at the end of January and in early
February, during the Vietnamese Tet (Lu-
nar new year) holiday.

Hundreds of thousands of copies of a
poem by a Vietnamese poet were distri-
buted, saying:

When they tortured her brothers,

She told them nothing.

When they tortured her,

She told them nothing.

When they tortured her mother

She thought of the thousands of others...

Headed “For Future Unity,” the poem
was distributed by the Peace Movement
at meetings, street corners, in villages,
factories and schools; it was read, repro-
duced, and pasted on walls.

In Seéte, a Mediterranean port visited by
U.S. warships at the beginning of Decem-
ber, the Peace Movement organized a
demonstration and distributed leaflets in
English to the crews.

The Union of French Women sent numer-
ous delegations to the U.S. Embassy and
U.S. consulates throughout France denoun-
cing the U.S. aggression and demanding
a halt to the bombing of the Democratic
Republic of Vietnam.

The inter-union University Organization
for Peace in Vietnam, backed by 13 French
and other Nobel Prize holders, collected a
library of 4,000 volumes for Vietnam in-
tellectuals.

Although the Federation of the Demo-
cratic and Socialist Left Forces did not
join either the Ship for Vietnam campaign
or the national and departmental campaign
committees many of its activists sent in
considerable donations. Understandably so,
because a recent opinion poll showed that
72 per cent of the French nation condemn-
ed the Vietnam aggression. The Ship for
Vietnam idea, which evoked an enthusias-
tic response, gave Frenchmen an opportun-
ity to do something tangible and real for
peace. Catholics, too, gave it generous
support. At the Hellemmes railway work-
shops, for example, the Christian group
affiliated with the Democratic Confedera-
tion of Labor joined the Communist Party,
the General Confederation of Labor and
the Peace Movement in appealing for funds.

The over-all target was considerable:

1,200,000 francs for diesel engines, 500,000
for 3,000 sets of surgical instruments and




another 500,000 for 3,000 bicycles. To set
the ball rolling, the Communist Party con-
tributed half a million francs.

Needless to say, for the Communist Party
the collection is at once a token of political
support. The National Action Committee
is actually an effort to bring home to the
nation the true meaning of the U.S. aggres-
sion in Southeast Asia and the implications
of escalation.

Addressing a meeting of immigrants (of
whom more than 3,000,000 reside in
France), in Paris on December 19, Party
General Secretary Waldeck Rochet said:

“The Communist Party, which sided
with the people of Vietnam from the first
day of their struggle for freedom and inde-
pendence, is determined to support them
without reservations until victory . . . The
destiny of all nations depends ultimately
on the outcome of the worldwide battle
between the forces of progress, who repre-
sent the future and the imperialist forces
representing the past.”

At a Central Committee meeting on
January 16 Waldeck Rochet said Commu-
nists must ‘“do still more, especially in

the political field.”

“The members of our Central Commit-
tee,” he said, “know . . . that the U.S.
aggression in Vietnam is no ordinary colo-
nial expedition; it is a total war, part of
a plan envisaging world power for U.S.
imperialism . . . The victory of the Vietna-
mese people will be a victory for all peoples
fighting for national independence, free-
dom, peace and socialism.

“The Soviet Union and the other socialist
countries are rendering the Vietnamese
ever expanding support, supplying them
with arms and ammunition, food, clothing,
vehicles and various other equipment.

“It is absolutely essential that all people,
those in capitalist countries like France
darity in various ways. Everything should
be done to complete the isolation of the
U.S. imperialists and compel them to re-
treat and halt their criminal war.”

These were the motives behind our Cen-
tral Committee decision to establish the
National Action Committee, which gives
added impulse to the fight against the U.S.
war in Vietnam.

Pierre HENTGES
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LATIN AMERICA

Chile: economic development
and the class struggle

ORLANDO MILLAS

The U.S. imperialist policy of intervention
is in sharp conflict with Chile’s national
interests, engendering a clash of two ten-
dencies: one towards a coup d'etat and
tyranny, the other towards progress, social
freedom and further democratization
through deep-going structural change.

The collision of the two trends takes dif-
ferent forms and affects different areas,

including the economy.

THE FORCES OPPOSING PROGRESS

There is ample evidence that some of
the specific ways in which emonomic laws
operate in Chile interweave with the gen-
eral growth of modern capitalism, by which
they are indeed conditioned. The experience
of the past few years has revealed many
obstacles in the way of further economic
expansion. Foremost among them is the
economic domination and the political and
social influence exerted by the U.S. mono-
polies, positing class struggle more acutely
than ever to meet the compulsive need for
economic growth.

The program adopted by the Tenth Con-
gress of our Party in 1956 defined the
factors impeding Chile’s economic growth
as imperialist interference, dominance of
the land-holder aristocracy in the country-
side and, last but not least, the monopoly-
finance oligarchy. The program described the
latter as “a group of big capitalists with
strong positions in finance and banking,
industry, transport and trade,” and added:

“They control the Central Bank, the State
Bank, the private banks and insurance com-
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panies, the wholesale firms and newspaper
concerns, radio broadcasting, the paper and
wood pulp industry, coal, iron, copper, ce-
ment, timber, cotton textiles, artificial fab-
rics, beer brewing, soft drinks, shipping,
etc.”

The oligarchy has grown stronger in the
past ten years. It has tightened its grip on
the economy, notably engineering, chemic-
als, metallurgy, fishing and building. Para-
sitic by nature, it is inhibiting the growth
of some industries and generally exercising
an undesirable influence.

One of the salient features of this oligar-
chic domination is that important economic
branches like copper mining, saltpeter and
distribution of electric power in the more
densely populated and industrially devel-
oped areas are controlled by U.S. interests.
Indirectly, U.S. control extends also to the
iron and steel industry in Hauchipato and
to much of the foreign trade. But most
striking is the subtle way of the U.S. im-
perialist interference: regulation of the
monetary system, granting loans and sub-
sequent withdrawal of funds from the
country, draining our economy, export of
profits to the tune of $862 million in the
past 12 years, and imposts, tariffs and vari-
ous other duties. The same purpose is
served by the mixed automobile, chemical
and copper-mining companies.

The effect on the economy has been so
devastating that rates of growth have slow-
ed down. With an annual population growth
of 2.7 per cent, growth of the aggregate
national product was only 6.2 per cent in
1961, 4.7 per cent in 1962, 4.9 per cent in




1963, 4 per cent in 1964, 4.6 per cent in 1965
and 5.9 per cent in 1966.

What is worse, these absolutely inade-
quate rates of growth are still dipping. In
1960-64, average annual growth in industry
as a whole was 7.6 per cent, in electric
power and water supply 8 per cent, trans-
port, storage and communications 13.9 per
cent. And in 1964-66 growth was slower
still—7 per cent in industry, 4.4 per cent
in mining, 2.5 per cent in farming, hunting,
and fishing, 6.4 per cent in electric power
and water supply, and 8.8 per cent in
transport, storage and communications.

Far from promoting growth, the Alliance
for Progress and the diktat of the Inter-
national Monetary Fund, coupled with
imperialist investments and the mounting
debt, operate as negative factors which,
combining with the dominance of the finan-
cial oligarchy and the privileges of the
landed gentry, are all too obviously inhibit-
ing economic development.

That is the dramatic situation of today.

EFFORTS TO STIMULATE GROWTH

The state sector founded under the gov-
ernments that issued from the People’s
Front victory in 1938, is fairly prominent
in our economy. Distinct progress was
made by it during the presidencies of Pedro
Aguirre Cerda (1938-41) and Juan Antonio
Rios and, especially, when the Communist
Party had ministers in the cabinet at the
end of 1946 and beginning of 1947. Oil
extraction, sugar refining, the National
Power Enterprise (with its large hydro-
power plants), the railways, the national
air line and some other enterprises, are
wholly state-owned and operated. The
State Bank is the biggest in the country,
apart from the bank of issue, the discount
bank and the insurance company. Besides,
the state has interests in various mixed
companies, notably in the iron and steel
industry and copper mining. The mixed
enterprises, it may be proper to note, how-
ever, are inconsistent with the national
interest, being a consequence of imperialist
pressure.

In the circumstances, the class struggle
has assumed various forms, gearing demo-
cratic aims to the ultimate task of revolu-
tionary reconstruction. We Communists
hold that the processes in our country
cannot be properly understood if viewed
through the prism of other historical
phenomena or from the standpoint of other
times. Nor will they be comprehended if

isolated from the international scene. Qur
country is in the sphere of U.S. imperialist
domination; its development is therefore
affected by the sharpening of all the con-
tradictions and differences bred by the ever
deepening general crisis of capitalism.

In the past century, Chile’s working class
increased much more in numbers than it
should according to the classical concept
of capitalist development; this was due to
the fact that the mid-nineteenth century
growth of trade was followed by a rapid
growth of our ore-mining industry, creating
a big labor market. Investments in the then
prevailing manufactory mode of production
were relatively low, the national bourgeoi-
sie amassing great wealth.

However, during the civil war of 1891
the national bourgeoisie was crushed by
the coalition of British imperialists, the
landed gentry and the Chilean bankers.
The workers came to the fore as the main
anti-imperialist force, exerting a strong
influence on industrial growth through the
People’s Front of a quarter of a century
ago. Now, hand in hand with the peasants,
they have managed to get the agrarian
reform off the ground, and their weight in
economic, public, political and ideological
affairs places them in the van of the fight
for social freedoms, for immediate demands
and for further democratization.

The powerful labor movement, the influ-
ential Communist Party and the strong
anti-imperialist sentiment of the masses
prompted the founding of a state sector,
vastly important for economic growth. It
was the People’s Front that established the
Industrial Development Corporation in
1939, without which the power, iron, oil
and copper industries would never have
made much headway. Incontestably, too,
the state monopoly of the country’s oil
resources is anti-imperialist. Yet this makes
the class struggle more complicated, more
acute and more varied.

“The financial oligarchy,” says our Pro-
gram, ‘‘controls the government apparatus
and fashions the monetary, credit, customs
and tax policies to suit its interests in order
to tighten its grip on the country.”

The anti-imperialist and anti-oligarchic
struggle assumes specific forms in relation
to the various aspects of administration
by government bodies which, being imme-
diate factors in the reproduction process
and involved in regulating the economy,
are exposed to daily pressures from all
classes and social strata.

The masses want democratic anti-mono-
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poly reforms. The People’s Action Front,
of which the Communist and Socialist par-
ties are the backbone, has put forward a
structural reconstruction program. The
two parties of the national bourgeoisie—
- the Radical Party, in opposition to the
government and a member of the Second
International, and the ruling Christian De-
mocratic Party—were thus compelled, for
their part, though prompted by differing
aims and despite everlasting rivalries, to
range themselves behind these projects and
proclaim what the Demochristians call “the
non-capitalist path of development.” We
Communists are backing these reforms,
though, as we see it, they cannot by them-
selves lead us to the non-capitalist way,
because the latter depends first and fore-
most on the degree of democratization, the
growth of the power of the working class
and all its allies in the course of the recon-
struction. It depends, thus, on the extent
to which the working class gains control
and establishes a genuinely people’s gov-
ernment.

STATE-MONOPOLY CAPITALISM

Chile is not the only country where eco-
nomic growth and class struggle proceed
under state-monopoly capitalism, for in our
time state-monopoly capitalism prevails not
only in metropolitan imperialist countries.
Besides, the world market is no longer ex-
clusively capitalist: the socialist countries,
notably the Soviet Union, are claiming an
ever bigger share of it. However, the study
made of the world market by Marx in his
Capital is still valid, though the class strug-
gle is now worldwide.

Being internationalists, we are aware of
the organic link between our fight and
the general conditions of our times. The
specifics of Chile, stemming from a number
of inter-related factors comprising our so-
cio-economic structure, are not only con-
nected with, but, in the final analysis, also
dependent on the worldwide process of
transition from capitalism to communism.

A petty-bourgeois trend with its accom-
panying nationalism has emerged within
the framework of the present-day anti-
imperialist movement, espousing some of
the ideas aimed at breaking up both capital-
ism and the revolutionary process into in-
dependent and isolated areas and move-
ments. Some of the continents, or “storm
zones,” are separated from other regions
of the world. Countries, and whole regions,
are mechanistically fitted into certain rigid
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formulas. Inferences purporting to be gene-
ralizations of the situation in definite con-
tinents are applied to individual countries,
and no analysis is made of the specifics,
which Marx and Lenin never omitted, and
hence no generalizations based on the exist-
ing reality. Yet these specifics—and this
should never be overlooked—are part of
the worldwide, by no means abstract, pro-
cess.

Marx warned in his Afterword to the
second German edition of Capital that any
truly dialectical study should be based on
a corresponding method of investigation.
“The inquiry,” he said, “has to appropriate
the material in detail, to analyze its differ-
ent forms of development, to trace out
their inner connection.” No science, no
Marxism is conceivable without this. Im-
provisations that generalize subjective re-
flections or apply the implications of some
distinct phenomenon outside its sphere of
operation, impair rather than assist the
struggle for the revolutionary reconstruc-
tion of society.

We Communists declare once again that
there is a connection—a connection borne
out by the facts—between the fight waged
in the various capitalist countries, both in-
dustrial and less developed, the national-
liberation movement and the socialist world
system. The October Revolution rang in a
new era. Its influence is reflected in the
concrete conditions of the social struggle in
each of our countries.

The building of communism in the Soviet
Union exerts a distinct influence on the
international situation, adding immensely
to the impact of communist ideas, which
is in itself highly significant. Besides, the
economic competition of the two systems,
like all the other forms of class struggle
on the international scene, iS a determina-
tive factor in world events. Who could
argue against the fact, for instance, that
the outcome of the heroic fight of the
Vietnamese people and of all the peoples
for peace will reflect on the general inter-
national situation?

Chile is part of Latin America, a conti-
nent shaken with social convulsions whose
intensity reached a peak precisely under
the influence of the October Revolution.
The 1920s were highlighted by large-scale
class battles in Latin American countries
with a developed working class. In the
'30s Mexico nationalized her oil industry;
the Prestes Column was in action then in
Brazil, a National Liberation Alliance was




formed, while the People’s Front emerged
victorious in Chile. The '40s saw a power-
ful surge from which issued nationalist
governments in Argentina, Brazil and other
countries, with Guatemala making demo-
cratic headway under Arevale and Arbenz.
The uprising in Bolivia was victorious in
the '50s, and in 1959 the Cuban revolution
triumphed, moving ahead to socialism.
Backed by the world socialist camp, Cuba
went from strength to strength and dis-
sipated the so-called geographical fatalism
deriving from proximity to the United
States which, the conjejcture was, would
nip in the bud any struggle for liberation
on the continent. True, in the ’60s the anti-
imperialist movement suffered a series of
setbacks, with “gorilla” dictatorships in-
stalled in some of our countries. However,
that is transient and numerous indications
show that history is running its true course.

Comrade Luis Corvalan, our General Sec-
retary, wrote in a recent article in this
journal, entitled Alliance of the Anti-Im-
perialist Forces in America:

“It was not until independence was won
and capitalism began to develop that the
national states came into existence. But, as
before, the peoples of Latin America had
a common destiny, common problems and
common enemies. Still, they could not, and
did not, escape the effects of the law of
the uneven development of capitalism and
capitalist society. Against the present gen-
eral setting of backwardness, there are ap-
preciable disparities between the countries
in levels of economic, political and social
development. This gives the revolution a
national complexion and conditions the
variety in form and discrepancy in time.”

In the environment of state-monopoly
capitalism and, more particularly, in view
of the aggressive U.S. global strategy, the
solidarity of the peoples of each continent,
of each region, is of the utmost importance.
The seminar on Africa, National and Social
Revolution, held about a year ago in Cairo
under the joint auspices of this journal and
At-Talia, should be commended for estab-
lishing a connection between the specifics
of the African continent and the world pro-
cess, pinpointing the common tasks facing
the African peoples and avoiding any at-
tempt at producing a single formula for the
continent as a whole.

Imperialism, the common enemy of the
Latin American peoples, is embarked on
aggression; it is blockading Socialist Cuba,
exporting counter-revolution, trying to sub-
ject our peoples to the brutal repressions

witnessed in Indonesia and during the fas-
cist putsch in Greece, supporting the vio-
lence and abetting the crimes against the
peoples of South and Central America and
the Caribbean basin, organizing provoca-
tions and coups d’etat, and setting up
“gorilla” dictatorships. We, therefore, at-
tach the utmost importance to anti-imperia-
list solidarity and advocate united action
by the principal revolutionary and anti-
imperialist trends in Latin America. AS
we see it, it is essential for the labor move-
ment and the Communists to work out
guidelines for concerted action with the
petty-bourgeois movement.

THE CONTRADICTIONS BETWEEN
IMPERIALISM AND NATIONAL
INTERESTS

The class struggle in Chile is sharpest in
the collision of the fascist trend backed
by U.S. imperialism, on the one hand, and
the democratic trend of the progressive
forces, on the other.

Our formal democratic guarantees are
the fruit of social battles that exacted a
heavy blood toll from our people. Yet they
are in constant danger and nothing will
make them secure save our own ability to
rally forces strong enough to block the
anti-democratic trend. Besides, we do not
believe in a static democracy. The process
of democratization is dynamic, entailing
daily struggle. The fight has expanded of
late, what with the strengthening of the
trade unions, the spread of peasant unions
and the establishment in most villages and
town districts of “neighborhood juntas’ and
“mother centers.” The masses are fighting
for their rights. The student campaign for
radical democratization, successful also in
Catholic universities, has galvanized the
country.

This is true also of the economy. We
have dwelt earlier on the impact of the
class struggle on economic growth, espe-
cially after the victory of the People’s
Front. But there is more to it than that.
The economic programming instituted in
our country is also a result of the social
struggle. The ten-year plan drawn up seven
years ago by the Industrial Development
Corporation was a limited one. But pro-
gressive pressure generated certain new
trends. Despite the class character of the
bourgeois government, its various bodies
were compelled to heed the workers’ de-
mands, demands not purely economic. Al-
most all of them focus on Chile’s invest-
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ment policy. Take the following example.
The politically powerful miners union has,
in effect, exercised a decisive influence in
the matter of investments in the coal indus-
try. As a result, the government took
action. Though the financial oligarchy re-
tained possession of the mining companies,
its share in them is smaller than that of
the state, with nationalization looming
large.

If it stagnates, capitalism will collapse.
The technological revolution is affecting
capitalist countries which, like Chile, are
somewhat behind in degree of develop-
ment: the gap tends to become wider. In
view of the new and bigger scale of pro-
duction, no headway can be made within
the limits of the narrow home market. But
how to overcome this obstacle? The bour-
geois reformists pin their hopes on regional
integration in a Latin American common
market. But as this common market takes
shape, imperialist monopolies are imposing
their presence on it through their Latin
American branches. Our Party was the first
to warn of this and other dangers emana-
ting from the reactionary aspects of the
common market project, and has mounted
an offensive against the specific aims set
by the U.S. monopolies. But we do not con-
fine ourselves to just exposing the facts.
The common market is now on the agenda,
creating a new important area of the class
struggle, for the working class wants to
be heard in the various state and inter-
state organizations.

The main contradiction created by the
common market policy is that, while open-
ing up the Latin American market, it will
isolate its member-countries from the
world market. Yet, to avoid being strangled
by the U.S. trade monopoly, a country like
Chile must expand its contacts with the
Soviet Union and the other socialist states.

The other important question related to
the common market idea is that the invest-
ments essential to make the economy com-
petitive will, in the case of a country like
Chile, either require a tie-up with the
imperialist monopolies or greater state
control increasing the state’s direct involve-
ment in the sphere of production. Frei's
government is gravitating to the former
alternative in the case of chemicals and
automobiles and in expanding the metallur-
gical industry. The ruling Demochristian
Party, on the other hand, unlike the govern-
ment, is leaning towards a nationalist solu-
tion. Though our state is capitalist, it has
nevertheless to be reinforced and its sphere
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of activity has to be extended if it is to
follow an anti-imperialist course. That is
no paradox, for it accords with the trend
toward democratization and firms up the
position of the workers and all other anti-
imperialist forces.

The nature of the contradictions genera-
ted by the common market project makes
economic programming uncertain, and
doubly so because Chile is dependent on
the successive cycles of the capitalist world
market, which, as we know, are not ame-
nable to influence, let alone regulation. Pro-
minent on Chile’s list of exports are cop-
per, iron, saltpetre, cellulose, paper and
steel. Yet copper and iron prices and ex-
ports depend on the state of the North
American and West European markets. As
concerns other commodities, their prices
depend largely on the Latin American
market, but that, too, is extremely sensi-
tive to fluctuations in the U.S. economy.
Sound economic growth requires versatile
exports, broader markets and extensive
trade with the socialist countries, whose
economies are not exposed to crises.

Chile’s economic problems have been
thoroughly examined from various angles
by experts of the United Nations Economic
Commission for Latin America, which has
its headquarters in our capital. These ex-
perts, who belong to the critical school of
the small and medium national bourgeoisie,
have studied such problems as deteriorating
trade, the need for an agrarian reform and
the impossibility of independent industrial
growth unless access is found to new,
broader markets.

But because of their bourgeois outlook
their conclusions are lame. Most of them
favor the common market idea. They dis-
regard economic laws and do not dig down
to the roots of the prevailing processes.
For them the fundamental contradiction
between the social character of production
and the private capitalist form of appro-
priation is a kind of taboo; they shy away
from it and as a rule are reluctant to cri-
ticize U.S. imperialism.

One has to be a Marxist to comprehend
the true state of our economy, and since
Chile is a capitalist country the analysis
should be based mostly on Marx’s Capital.
It is therefore essential to equip the work-
ers with a knowiedge of that model of
scientific thinking, especially in relation to
the new forms of exploitation and super-
exploitation to understand which we have
to proceed from the objective laws dis-
covered by Marx. Failing this, we are




liable to parrot the petty-bourgeois critical
school and the theories of the national
bourgeoisie, to drift into reformist ways
and sink into voluntarist despair, albeit
dissembled by radical verbiage.

At the beginning of the century, when
a working class party was crystallizing in
our country, its founder, Comrade Luis
Emilio Recabarren, made a deep study of
Capital, Volume 1. It was the only volume
in Spanish available in Chile. But it was
not until the October Revolution in Russia,
through Leninism, that the advanced con-
tingent of our workers, who later formed
the Communist Patry, properly adopted
scientific communism, of which only casual
information had reached our country. Yet
now, too, the Communist Manifesto is the
only Marxist work with a mass circulation
and owned by most of our Communist
rank-and-file. Now, on the centenary of
Capital we are founding an Institute of
Marxist Studies, for it is clear that Party
workers must examine all three volumes of
that eminent work in order to understand
the specifics of present-day capitalism.
Also, it is essential to study Lenin’s Im-
perialism, the Highest Stage of Capitalism,
which, in a way, is a new volume of Capital
for our epoch, helping us to grasp the laws
governing the present revolutionary pro-
cess, its special features and its relation to
the common laws governing the passage
from capitalism to socialism and com-
munism. Lenin’s Development of Capitalism
in Russia is for us another work of special
interest.

As we see it, our analysis must on all
accounts conform with what Capital postu-
lates concerning the world market, doubly
important now because of the extensive
growth of production, though processes
have become more complex in our age.

With imperialism dominating the scene,
the development of various Latin American
countries is uneven, and countries like
Chile are at a great disadvantage. The
implications of the Alliance for Progress
and of U.S. monopoly investments are such
that our economic growth and all the head-
way we made do not result in even rela-
tive progress with regard to world stand-
ards. This aggravates social antagonisms,
and by virtue of our growing influence it is
up to us to expose the contradictions of
present-day capitalism and its specifics in
our country, to concern ourselves with all
the urgent problems and vital demands of
the masses, to examine the concrete opera-
tion of the laws of our society, and at the

same time never lose sight of the revolu-
tionary perspective, the international na-
ture of our movement, and its class con-
tent. It would be unforgivable to rest on
our oars; our adversary may catch us un-
awares if we stick blindly to outdated
formulas, if we stop learning and fighting.

THE FAILURE OF PRO-AMERICAN
REFORMISM

It was three years on November 3, 1967,
since the Demochristian government came
to power. Half of President Frei’s term in
office has run out, and a mood of despon-
dency obtains among his followers. In 1967
the pace of our economic growth slowed
down, our economy began to stagnate.

What happened was that the govern-
ment’s reformist plans came into conflict
with its submission to U.S. domination.
Reforms infallibly prejudice imperialist in-
terests. Yet the sphere in which U.S. con-
cerns operate is the main source of accu-
mulation. The vast profits they pocket in,
say, copper mining rob the country of re-
sources essential for growth. On the other
hand, the United States exercises its eco-
nomic diktat through the International
Monetary Fund, which is continuously
pressuring us to devalue the escudo, whose
worth in relation to the dollar has declined
to less than half in the three years since
Frei's government took over. The con-
sequences are disastrous: U.S. investors
are shipping out more profits, for they need
fewer dollars to finance operations. In the
meantime, inflation has reduced the home
market, for the consumer’s purchasing
capacity and the incomes of the middle
strata have shrunk. Renewal of factory
equipment is impeded by rising prices of
imported raw materials and costlier mach-
inery.

In sum, the Demochristian government
has been an economic failure. Trapped in
the vicious circle of its own policy of sub-
mission to U.S. imperialism, it now recom-
mends restriction of the purchasing power
of the masses by banning strikes for one
year and compelling wage-earners to turn
in a percentage of their income as an obli-
gatory saving. The bill to this effect 2voked
angry protests. The trade union center
organized a 24-hour general strike on Nov-
ember 23, one of the biggest in Chile’s his-
tory. The government sent out troops to
break it and six people were killed in the
outskirts of Santiago when soldiers fired
on the strikers. But this did not weaken the
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center; it is stronger than ever and has
the backing of most wage-earners. The
working class is determined to fight until
its demands are honored. The next national
congress of the trade union center, sche-
duled this summer, will elect to its govern-
ing bodies representatives from all the
forces active in our unions.

The struggle is being waged in many
areas. In by-elections for the Senate in the
most politically backward and consequent-
ly most unfavorable region for the Left—
the provinces of Cautin, Bio-Bio and Mal-
leco—on December 17, 1967, the support
of the Communist and Social Democratic
parties assured the election of Alberto Bal-
tra Cortes, a Left member of the Radical
Party. This was evidence, observers held,
that in most regions the Demochristian
Party had a smaller following than the Left.
Campaigning in Alberto Baltra’s support,
the Communist Party pointed out that the
government’s pro-Americanism hindered
the country’s growth and consigned indus-
trially backward areas such as Cautin, Bio-
Bio and Malleco to eternal backwardness.
Considerable segments of the people, pre-
viously ignorant of the Communist plat-
form, accepted this as a convincing enough
reason for joining in the social struggle.

The reactionaries thought they would
cash in on the fact that the Socialist and
People’s Socialist parties were not contest-
ing the election. It is only too true that
many complicated problems are still hamp-
ering the anti-imperialist forces. There have
even been claims that the People’s Action
Front (FRAP) has fallen apart. But that is
so much wishful thinking. FRAP did, in-
deed, declare that it could nominate no
candidate, urging its member-parties to
work out the most acceptable positions
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underscoring their will for unity. The Com-
munist Party is working for mutual under-
standing based on the unity of Communists
and Socialists, of all the Left forces, rally-
ing the working class and promoting the
People’s Action Front.

The present course of events is generat-
ing tension in the Christian Democratic
Party. The Demochristian group advocating
anti-imperialist reformism, which it out-
lined in a platform of non-capitalist deve-
lopment, that is, a platform of anti-imperia-
list and anti-monopoly independence, is
under attack from the President’s conser-
vative wing. Losing the support of his fol-
lowers, Frei is desperately trying to impose
his will and bring them into line again,
which may cause a split.

Economic growth is tied up with the
social scene. It is slower or quicker, de-
pending on the intensity of the class strug-
gle, and is affected directly or indirectly
by the people’s fight for their economic
demands and, equally, by the polarization
of the political forces.

The factors behind this state of affairs
are: the competition between socialism and
capitalism on a world scale; the peoples’
struggle for peace against imperialist war
and fascism; the national-liberation move-
ment, and the growth of international
working-class influence.

The Communist Party is producing ample
evidence for the people to see that in the
present conditions economic growth de-
pends on anti-imperialist and anti-oligarchy
measures, accompanied by an extension of
democracy. The people are conscious now
of the compulsive need for solving our
many economic problems, and it is on this
decisive issue that the class struggle is
centered at the present time,




The Dominican Republic:

fwo years after

JOSE CUELLO, ASDRUBEL DOMINGUEZ

What has happened to the powerful revo-
lutionary movement that in April 1965
destroyed the reactionary structure of the
Dominican state and compelled the U.S.
government to resort to open armed inter-
vention? Considering the profound changes
in the popular movement, changes that can
be interpreted as signs of its ebb, and con-
sidering that the guns have been silent for
two years now, the question is not altoge-
ther unfounded . . .

As was pointed out in the article printed
in the December 1965 issue of this journal,
the initial aim of the 1965 democratic move-
ment was to instal Juan Bosch as President
and restore the Constitution promulgated
during his short tenure in 1963. This char-
acter of the movement predetermined the
scale of the front of struggle, which includ-
ed politically conscious workers, radical
petty bourgeoisie, students and intellectuals
and even some of the national bourgeoisie.

Within a few days the movement spilled
over into a revolutionary struggle which
broke the backbone of the reactionary ma-
chinery of state controlled by the U.S. Em-
bassy. The military were defeated and
police stations in the capital destroyed. The
revolution called into being comandos —
military-political organs which included
constitutionalists from among the military,
as well as workers, students and the urban
poor and which became the base of the
new, revolutionary democratic power.

At that moment 42,000 U.S. Marines were
rushed to the country. The correlation of
forces changed, the revolutionaries were
forced onto the defensive and the struggle
assumed the character of a national resist-
ance.

By the summer negotiations had become
a necessity for both sides: for the imperial-
ists because of the revolutionaries’ deter-
mination to defend the capital to the last
man, because of the moral support extend-
ed to them by the population, and because
of international solidarity with the Domi-
nican revolution; for the revolutionary
movement the negotiations were necessita-
ted by the impossibility of getting mass
action on the scale of the whole country
without which the offensive could not be
resumed.

RETREAT OF THE REVOLUTIONARY
FORCES AND THE 1966 “ELECTIONS”

After the cessation of hostilities the
United States, whose prestige had been
gravely impaired by the intervention, im-
posed ‘“elections” upon a people who had
already demonstrated their will during the
uprising. The aim of this subterfuge was
to cover the blood that had been spilled
with the threadbare cloth of representative
democracy and to ensure counter-revolu-
tionary stability.

Only two candidates contested the pre-
sidency—Bosch, supported by the armed
people, and Balaguer, an agent of imperial-
ism brought in from New York for the ex-
press purpose of contesting the election,
the only man of the Dominican Right who
had not brought upon himself the wrath of
the people, and this solely because he
hadn’t happened to be in the country when
the U.S. Marines landed.

The dilemma that now faced our Party
was either to boycott the election, held
under the pressure and control of the in-
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vader, or to support the candidate who
personified the nationalist and democratic
sentiments of the people, and at the same
time to explain our own program and tac-
tics. We opted for the latter, but not be-
~ cause we believed that the ballot-papers
would help us impose upon imperialism the
democratic and nationalist solution which
a year earlier the invader had opposed with
guns. We were guided by Lenin’s attitude
to elections, which though a weapon of
bourgeois domination, can nevertheless be
used to exert the influence of the democra-
tic and patriotic forces and demonstrate
both the tremendous power latent in the
masses and the uselessness of elections in
a situation when the vital interests of the
bourgeoisie and imperialism are directly
threatened.

However, not all the forces that had
fought against the invaders appreciated
the point of using the electoral process to
strengthen the mass movement; for exam-
ple, the ultra-left Revolutionary Movement
of June 14 declared: “Since Bosch’s victory
is assured, vote for our candidates.” This
call was indicative of not only illusory
hopes for an electoral victory over im-
perialism, but also of utter sectarianism, of
failure to understand the need for the unity
of all patriotic forces in the struggle for a
common objective — withdrawal of the
Marines.

Despite this attitude of the “Left” and
some anti-communist pronouncements by
Bosch, mass action in favor of the candi-
date of the nationalist and democratic
forces did take place. Towards the begin-
ning of June, a few days after the voting.
came the surprising announcement of
Balaguer’s vitcory.

The moment the first proofs of a fraud
became apparent, our Party organized a
powerful protest campaign. But the Social-
Christians and later Bosch himself, having
expressed reservations about the conduct
and official results of the election, gave up
the fight for recognition of the victory of
the democratic candidate.

The electoral farce showed that the striv-
ing of the masses for a particular solution
is not enough; needed are the means with
which to secure it . . .

THE POLICY OF THE BALAGUER
GOVERNMENT

The Balaguer government came to power
with a program for strengthening the re-
actionary state and the classes supporting
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it, making it even more dependent on im-
perialism, a program aimed at disorganiz-
ing and destroying the revolutionary forc-
es. This is reason enough to regard this

government as bourgeois-landlord, pro-
imperialist and counter-revolutionary.

In the economic sphere, its chief aim is
to abolish the public sector, which accounts
for 45 per cent of all invested capital and
which emerged as a result of the confisca-
tion of the Trujillo family’s property.

The April revolution showed that the nu-
merically and economically weak bour-
geoisie (its investments do not exceed
seven per cent of the total) is incapable of
ensuring the stability of the political re-
gime. The considerable weight of the pub-
lic sector makes it easier for our Party and
other progressive organizations to carry
on revolutionary education of the large
numbers of working people employed in
the public sector and whose economic
struggles invariably assume a political
character. Their defense of public property
and their demand for co-management
strengthen the socialist trends in our revo-
lutionary movement.

The government has abolished the Do-
minican Sugar Corporation, which means
that the national sugar refineries are up
for sale, and announced the sale of state
trading establishments. The State Bank is
also likely to go into private hands.

Since the home bourgeoisie lack the
means with which to buy the property com-
ing under the hammer, foreign investments
seem likely to grow to an extent that will
signify a qualitative change in the charac-
ter of our country’s dependence on imper-
ialism. Moreover, the government grants
conditions and guarantees to foreign inves-
tors that are tantamount to betrayal of the
national interest.

In agriculture the government pursues a
policy aimed at strengtheningg some of the
rural strata—not by dividing up the semi-
feudal latifundia, however, but by abolish-
ing the state-owned farms run in a capi-
talist way. The existence of these farms,
well-equipped and efficient, is a pre-condi-
tion for revolutionary economic develop-
ment in our country along socialist lines.
Hence, for Balaguer, abolition of the state
farms is as important as the abolition of
the state sector in industry and trade. At
the same time Balaguer hopes to create a
stratum of well-to-do peasants attached to
their newly-acquired property and thus to
prevent growth of democratic conscious-
ness in the countryside.




Politically the Balaguer government is
directed and controlled by U.S. officials.

U.S, Ambassador Crimmins attends all
meetings of the cabinet. Hundreds of Ame-
rican officers are advisers in the armed
forces. Colonel Van Jeslin, head of the Mili-
tary Assistance Advisory Group, has or-
dered that advisers be attached to Domi-
nican army troops for an instruction pro-
gram identical to that begun in South Viet-
nam in 1960.

Seeking to suppress democratic senti-
ment in the armed forces, the government
is expelling all officers, NCOs and privates
suspected of implication in the April 1965
fight for democracy and national sovereign-
ty. Intensive anti-communist brainwashing
is conducted in the army and the police.
Special shock wunits are being formed
against the guerrillas and the democrats
in the towns.

As a result of systematic searching the
government has found some of the arms
hidden away after the events in 1965. Hun-
dreds of participants in the revolutionary
movement have been murdered or have dis-
appeared without trace in the police sta-
tions and in army barracks.

As far as as foreign policy is concerned,
the government has declared that the ac-
tions of the “inter-American Peace Forces”
in Santo Domingo were correct and that
it is in agreement with converting these
forces into a permanent institution. Like
Brazil, it has refused to sign the Latin
American nuclear non-proliferation treaty.
Public indignation alone prevented it from
shipping cement to Saigon.

DISAGREEMENTS IN THE
REACTIONARY CAMP

Despite all its efforts, the government
has not succeeded in beheading the revolu-
tionary movement. As the U.S. Federal
Bureau of Investigation admitted in June
1967 in a circular letter addressed to its
branches in Latin American countries, the
U.S. intervention in the Dominican Repub-
lic has gravely damaged American prestige
on the continent without, however, elimi-
nating the danger of communism: on the
contrary, the FBI stated, the Communists
are now stronger than they were before
April 1965 . . . It is necessary therefore to
applv the Indonesian method.

Following the publication of this circu-
lar, a coup d’etat atmosphere began to de-
velop. Disagreements around the methods
to be used by the counter-revolution led to

a split in the Balaguer Reformist Party, and
later to intensive ultra-Right conspiratorial
activities. General Wessin, together with a
group of epauletted assassins who made
common cause with the U.S. soldiery, now
heads the wilder anti-communists.

There are two power groups in the gov-
ernment: that of Balaguer and some top
military (Seigas, Alvares, Tejada), and that
of Wessin, with their own party.

To thwart the imperialists’ design to de-
pict Balaguer as a cushion between two
“extremes,” i.e., Wessin and the Commu-
nists, our Party, in addition to denouncing
the Balaguer regime is combating it; it is
alerting the people to the danger of a viol-
ent Indonesian-type coup by Wessin. Call-
ing for the downfall of Balaguer, we tell
the people that the issue is not one of
choosing between Balaguer’s pseudo-
constitutional pose and the “Messiah of
Democracy” as Wessin calls himself—they
are two sides of one and the same medal.
The Party insists on an independent, na-
tional, democratic, revolutionary solution.

IDEOLOGICAL STRUGGLE AND
REGROUPMENT IN THE
REVOLUTIONARY CAMP

Big changes have taken place in the
national-democratic forces. The revolution-
ary convulsion affected not only the bour-
geois institutions, where a crisis set in, but
the revolutionary parties too. Everything
obsolete and acting as an impediment to
the realization of the tasks set by history
had to be discarded.

At the time of the armed struggle it be-
came clear that the correlation of forces
in the revolutionary camp had to be
changed in order to canalize a process
which, if allowed to develop spontaneously,
could have led to a split.

In the organizational sphere, it was ne-
cessary to strengthen unity with the groups
and parties destined by history to accom-
plish the task of national liberation. The
task of our Party, the Party of the class
conscious workers responsible for the con-
sistent development of a united revolution-
ary process with socialist objectives, was
to win as rapidly as possible more people
to its ranks and to extend its influence.

In the ideological sphere, it was neces-
sary to analyze the character of the forces
which in April 1965, motivated by demo-
cratic or nationalist convictions, while they
resisted the American intervention were
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not aware of the need for consistent strug-
gle against imperialism.

To carry out these tasks, to hold out in
conditions of the oncoming ebb, we had
first of all to strengthen our own ranks.

This, in brief, is the situation that had
taken shape by the autumn of 1965: the
Dominican Revolutionary Party founded by
Bosch wielded a definite influence, but its
program did not go beyond the bourgeois
democracy bestowed upon the people from
on high. The Communist Party, organiza-
tionally weak and lacking a nationwide fol-
lowing, launched a self-critical analysis of
basic aspects of its policy—programmatic,
tactical, organizational and international.
(This process culminated in removal from
the leadership of those responsible for the
wrong policies of the past, and in rallying
of the Party on the basis of its new line.)
Between these two parties stood the Revo-
lutionary Movement of June 14 (M-14),
which recruited supporters from among the
petty bourgeoisie and the students and was
influenced somewhat by the Chinese Com-
munist Party, and the Popular Movement,
in which anarchist trends prevailed. Then
there was the Social-Christian Party whose
leadership represented the petty-bourgeois
Right and practised conservative oppor-
tunism.

In September 1965 Juan Bosch returned
to the country. Shortly afterwards the re-
volutionary front which had been set up
during the uprising lost its character of a
consultative organ and became an amor-
phous broad union sympathizing with the
general democratic movement of which
Bosch was the leader. Our Party stood both
for preserving the mechanism of inter-party
consultations and for the creation, every-
where, of an organizational structure for
the Front. But the conservative, anti-
for the split in the Front is shared also by
for the split in Front is shared also by
other forces, above all by the Popular
Movement and that part of the M-14 under
its influence.

Subsequently those political organiza-
tions in which the influence of the petty
bourgeoisie (or lumpen-proletariat) predo-
minated split up into various splinter fac-
tions.

Today only the Revolutionary Movement
of June 14 remains a force to be reckoned
with, and this only on the condition that
it rids itself in good time of its sectar-
ianism.

The disintegration of the sectarian groups
is explained not so much by their political
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impotence and the crisis of Dominican so-
ciety, as by their competing for the right
to represent the interests of what was at
that time the monolithic Communist Party
of China. On the other hand, the decline
in the influence of the ultra-left is due to
the work of our Party, which systematic-
ally exposed their pseudo-revolutionism,
their splittism, and their hostility to the
socialist countries, in the first place the
Soviet Union and Cuba.

This resounding defeat for the petty-
bourgeois sectarian, ultra-left policy does
not at all signify a “break-up of revolu-
tionary ranks” or a ‘“split among Marxists”
as is sometimes claimed.

Thanks to our independent international
policy, we have been able to resist the
anti-unity trends which at one time seemed
on the way to gaining ascendancy in the
entire Dominican revolutionary movement.
This policy has enabled our Party to make
clear the essence of proletarian interna-
tionalism. We maintained that the inde-
pendence of each party furthers the suc-
cess of the international working class to
the extent that it increases the effective-
ness of revolutionary struggle. The duty of
our Party, to accomplish revolution in our
country, obliges us to pursue national tac-
tics not dependent on the foreign or do-
mestic policy of other fraternal parties.
Acting in accordance with these principles,
which reject the tactics of tailing in the
wake of events, we defeated the pro-
Chinese and ‘‘ultra-left” trends.

This policy has revitalized and strength-
ened our Party. Its numerical strength and
its influence have grown considerably.

Our Party, to which armed struggle and
self-criticism imparted pew strength, suc-
cessfully withstood the reprisals and pre-
vented the appearance of cracks in its
ranks which could be exploited by the
enemy.

At the same time changes of potentially
great significance for the future of the Do-
minican revolution have taken place in the
Revolutionary Party, the principal mass
force of the democratic front. On the one
hand, some individuals and groups have
parted ways with it. Some of its leaders
entered Balaguer’s cabinet while others
chose resignation. On the other hand, there
emerged and gained strength in it a revo-
lutionary democratic trend sharply opposed
to the bourgeois nationalists. And if today
the anti-imperialist trend has assumed
leadership in the Revolutionary Party, we
think that this is partly due to the prin-




cipled stand taken by our Party and to its
insistence on unity.

FROM OPPOSITION TO THE
“DICTATORSHIP OF THE PEOPLE”

The tactical problem that caused the
greatest controversy in the revolutionary
camp was this: what kind of opposition
should be counterposed to the counter-
revolutionary regime? We declared that it
should be radical and revolutionary, and
that it should work to overthrow the
regime.

To be sure, merely to proclaim the need
for a “revolutionary opposition” would not
be enough. A political solution acceptable
to the masses had to be found.

At a meeting in October 1966 the Cen-
tral Committee of our Party called for the
overthrow of the Balaguer government and
its replacement by a government based on
the unity of the people, on a program of
democratic and anti-imperialist change.

In March 1967 the Revolutionary Party
issued a call for a broad movement of re-
sistance to the dictatorship. This call was
favorably received by all the forces work-
ing for unity and revolution, but the U.S.
Embassy, acting through its agents in the
RP leadership, prevented any practical
steps in this direction.

Later, the Revolutionary Party took a
step backwards by declaring for a coali-
tion of all anti-Trujillo people. This signi-
fied an invitation also to reactionary pro-
imperialist elements like Antonio Imbert
Barreras who headed the puppet military
junta in 1965. The Right conspirators, act-
ing behind anti-Trujillo slogans, succeeded
in winning over to their side a considerable
part of potentially revolutionary forces,
and the Left in the Revolutionary Party
lost the revolutionary perspective.

On May 21, 1967, in an effort to change
the situation, our Party sent “An Open
Letter to the Revolutionary Party” point-
ing to the need to fight both Balaguer and
imperialism. At the same time we stressed
the historical responsibility and anti-
national character of those bourgeois cir-
cles not represented in the government
who, using anti-Trujillo slogans as a cover,
were preparing a new coup. The way out
of the crisis, we said, should be of a revo-
lutionary character. Our timely exposure
of the Rights’ designs evoked a response in
all political parties and helped foil the
conspiracy.

The experience of the 1965 revolution,

the U.S. intervention and the fight against
it, the collapse of representative democra-
cy, the way in which the Balaguer govern-
ment came to power, and the ideological
struggle in the revolutionary movement re-
sulted in a change in the sentiment of the
masses, a change which became apparent
when the revolutionary-nationalist trend in
the Revolutionary Party, reversing the tra-
ditional slogans of the Party, advanced the
concept of a “dictatorship of the people.”
This slogan, which shows the need of force
in relation to the oligarchic minority, is a
powerful mobilizing factor. Bosch, its
author, maintains that the classical ‘“‘repre-
sentative democracy” is incompatible with
the present socio-economic structure of the
Latin American countries dependent on im-
perialism. On the other hand Bosch points
out, the imperialist forces will almost in-
evitably come to the aid of the old order,
with the result that armed struggle against
the intervention will become a necessity.

“The dictatorship of the people,” Bosch
points out, will affirm itself in spite of the
counter-revolutionary aggressors, assum-
ing an openly anti-imperialist character.

We believe that a revolution thus defined
is, objectively, the ‘“prologue” to, the
threshold of the socialist revolution.

Bosch’s “dictatorship of the people” con-
cept is, we think, an event of continental
significance. It is actually spearheaded
against the positions of the continent-wide
pseudo-democratic and pro-imperialist trend
of which Haya de la Torre, Figueres, Betan-
court, and earlier Bosch himself, were lead-
ers. Its origins should be sought in the
present revolutionary phase epitomized by
the socialist revolution in Cuba. The rise
of socialism is so vigorous and the con-
vulsions of moribund imperialism are so
obviously dangerous to the very existence
of the peoples that those who pride them-
selves on their intellectual integrity, who
stand by their people and who are devoted
to the ideals of democracy, national inde-
pendence and humanism shed their illu-
sions and, in one way or another, side with
the masses fighting for liberation and, ulti-
mately, for socialism. Bosch’s words, “Bet-
ter die a Communist than a pro-American,”
may become the creed of those new politi-
cal forces which are joining the Latin
American revolutionary movement in the
second half of the sixties.

The October Revolution affected prac-
tically all the socio-political processes of
the century. Now all revolutions against
exploitation and oppression contain ele-
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ments determined by the socialist content
of the times, although their immediate as-
pects, the objective and subjective motiva-
tions of the class forces engaged in the
revolution, the program, the stages and the
forms of struggle and of the state struc-
tures born of revolution differ widely and
are not always of a directly socialist char-
acter. The revolutionary ways to social-
ism, as Lenin predicted, are becoming ever
more varied.

One aspect of this process is the grow-
ing participation of non-proletarian strata
and groups in the revolutionary anti-capi-
talist struggle. These highly diverse strata
and groups, at present our allies in the
world proletarian revolution, have already
contributed—and will contribute in still
greater degree—their own features to the
socialist revolution and the building of so-
cialism both in economically undeveloped
regions and developed capitalist countries.
At the same time this process is, at the
moment, generating certain difficulties in
the fight for the unity of the Communist
movement and the revolutionary forces on
a world scale.

Ever since the Cuban revolution the en-
try of new social strata and groups into
the revolutionary movement has assumed
a mass and dynamic character in the Latin
American countries,

The role played by forward-looking in-
tellectuals and students in the revolution-
ary struggles of the past decade is general-
ly known. We think that the features of
the given stage of the struggle in Latin
America demand of us close attention to
the processes now observed among army
officers, the clergy, etc.

The example of the Venezuelan military
men who participated in the Carupano and
Puerto Cabella rebellions; of Turcios Lima,
Yon Sosa and the November 13 Movement
in Guatemala; of Francisco Caamano, Ra-
mon Manuel Montes Arache, Hector La-
chapelle Diaz and hundreds of other par-
ticipants in the April 1965 events in the
Dominican Republic shows that when a
revolutionary crisis breaks out many offic-
ers and men will join in the fight for genu-
ine independence, for national dignity.

We see from the example of Camilo Tor-
res and his followers that among the Latin
American clergy, too, revolutionary, anti-
imperialist sentiment is on the rise. Chris-
tian humanism is its subjective basis and
form.

We think that these processes, eminently
positive, have not always been correctly
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interpreted by Marxists on our continent.
True the radical petty bourgeoisie and in
the first place its intellectual elite tries at
times to play the leading role in the revo-
lutionary process which in the other con-
tinents is played by the working class; at
times, it is true, this bourgeoisie tries to
oust the Marxist parties, and it does so
where the organized working class becomes
captive to erroneous tactics, sectarianism
or dogmatism. But, while combating the
“vanguardism’” of these sections of the
petty bourgeoisie, which can be an objec-
tive danger to the revolution, we always
bear in mind Lenin's words, so topical to-
day for the Communist movement in the
continent: “It is not enough to call our-
selves ‘the vanguard,” the advanced con-
tingent; we must act in such a way that all
the other contingents recognize and are
obliged to admit that we are marching in
the vanguard.”

Differing political and social groups
some of which gravitate towards Marxism,
while others do not, are and will be taking
part in the continental revolutionary pro-
cess. In order really to lead this conglome-
rate of forces, some of which lay claim to
the leading role in the movement, we must
assimilate Marxism creatively, apply flex-
ible and bold tactics, and display capacity
for <truggle and work greater than that
of the other revolutionary contingents.
Only the dialectical combination of revo-
lutionary unity and ideological struggle
within the framework of this unity can
lead to the genuine hegemony of the party
of the working class in the anti-imperialist
front especially at those times when the
growing sharpness and rapidity of the ob-
jective process greatly exceed the level of
the organized consciousness of the work-
ing class.

Where Communists are in the minority
in the united front, ideological struggle
helps ensure a correct orientation of the
movement as a whole, helps to win the
majority; if we are the principal force of
the front, ideological struggle leads to
unity through persuasion and not through
mechanical imposition of our will upon
others.

THERE IS NO ANTAGONISM BETWEEN
DIFFERENT FORMS OF STRUGGLE

The policy of joint action by the different
social and political forces against a com-
mon enemy requires a very serious ap-
proach to, and theoretical clarity in, the




methodology of the struggle. Further proof
of this is the debate on this question now
already under way in the Latin American
revolutionary movement, a debate which
at times assumes sharpness impermissible
from the standpoint of the revolution, pre-
saging a split in the movement.

Our approach to this is based on cate-
gorical rejection of concepts which presup-
pose antagonism between “armed struggle”
and “mass struggle”; we regard this pos-
ing of the issue as senseless, unwarranted
and utterly contrary to the realities of our
country (and, we think, of the entire con-
tinent).

If methods are understood as the totality
of means enabling the working class and
its allies to win power, then the problem
of methods is, as we said, transferred to
the realm of strategy, with the result that
the polemic becomes mixed up with the
debate on the nature of the transition from
capitalism to socialism.

Our Party knows from the bitter exper-
ience of April 1965 that we cannot regard
ourselves as the vanguard if we do not pre-
pare for the eventuality of the revolution
taking the way of armed struggle. If at the
moment the bourgeoisie and imperialism
set in motion the machinery of armed
counter-revolution the Communist Party
fails to adapt its policy to the concrete de-
mands of revolutionary war, the masses
will turn away from it. And leadership of
the movement, by virtue of the very dyna-
mics of the revolutionary process, might
be seized by non-proletarian groups (in this
case the alternative is the immediate de-
feat of the revolution or of the national-
liberation struggle).

In the continental discussion on the meth-
ods, forms and ways of revolutionary strug-
gle few deny the need for propaganda
and agitation, for strikes and peasant ac-
tions, for tireless work to organize the
working class. What in our view is really
debatable, is whether the bourgeoisie will
reconcile itself to expropriation, and im-
perialism, to the loss of a territory it re-
gards as vitally important, or whether in-
ternal and external reaction will at the
decisive moment offer “total” resistance,
utilizing all the possibilities of the machi-
nery of state, all the technical means at its
disposal, including the entire arsenal of
modern weapons.

It is not enough, in our view, to proclaim
“the need to master all methods of strug-
gle,” for this extremely loose formula does
not orient the revolutionaries of the particu-

lar country on a consistent policy aimed at
winning power, and at times prevents them
from concentrating attention and forces on
real mastery of those forms of struggle that
are really necessary, i.e., those in keeping
with the long-term trends of development.

As Engels pointed out, the ruling class-
es, by perfecting their weapons and train-
ing their armies in new methods of warfare,
determine the level of armed violence
which the revolutionary parties must over-
come if they want victory.

In the phase of street demonstrations,
meetings and strikes, the oligarchy, the
bourgeoisie and imperialism can defend the
existing socio-economic system with the
help of police and riot squads, water can-
non and truncheons. But the moment the
revolutionary masses overrun this *“first
trench” of the reactionaries’ defense, they
will be met by the army with its guns and
tanks . . . And when the tanks burst into
flames and the guns captured by the peo-
ple are turned against the last bastions of
reaction, there will appear on the horizon
the warships and troop-carrying planes of
the United States—the last and most
powerful line of defense of the exploiting
classes in any country of the hemisphere.

That, at any rate, is what we experienced
three years ago . . .

And so Dominican Communists, holding
that the revolution remains on the order
of the day, are actively preparing for
armed struggle at all levels. For the same
reason, we consider it important to conduct
systematic preparation of the masses, be-
cause the Party’s readiness for armed strug-
gle does not signify yet that the masses
will go over to it at the decisive moment.
Lenin regarded psychological preparation of
the masses for revolutionary violence as a
duty of the Communist Party. History has
yet to prove him wrong.

We think that the barbaric actions of
counter-revolution in Vietnam, the Middle
East, Africa and Latin America confront us,
the revolutionaries in these regions, with
an alternative; either paralysis from fear
and from realization of one’s own impot-
ence, or a redoubling of the energy of the
revolution, which will win only if the work-
ing class and its party do not allow them-
selves to be caught unawares and study
well the methods of the enemy. It would be
a crime against the working class if its
organized political detachment were para-
lyzed because it was unprepared for armed
struggle and came belatedly and hesitantly
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to the barricades spontaneously erected by
the revolutionary masses.

Should the situation so change that the
working class and its party do not need
to take up arms, so much the better; but
all round preparation for the struggle is
‘never superfluous.

ON GUERRILLA STRUGGLE

Now for another issue in the current de-
bate. In principle, an armed revolutionary
movement can start wherever the class
struggle reaches the level of armed vio-
lence. However, in view of imperialism’s
interference in the internal affairs of our
countries, it becomes necessary for Com-
munists not only to lead the struggle born
of a spontaneous aggravation of the social
and political contradictions, but also to
organize this struggle on their own initia-
tive where, given proper preparation, a
military organization of the masses can be
created. Therefore systematic preparation
for irregular struggle in rural areas is so
important for the Communists of our coun-
try and for the majority of countries on
our continent.

The connection between the threat of in-
tervention and the imperative guerrilla
struggle is, to us, self-evident. More often
than not, irregular wars in rural areas have
been waged by the people against the tech-
nically superior forces of a foreign invader,
against his occupation forces. Such was the
war waged by the North Americans for in-
dependence from Britain; the nations of Eu-
rope fought against fascism; the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union directed the guer-
rilla war in the rear of the Hitler invaders;
a guerrilla war was waged in China against
the Japanese. Its role and effectiveness
have been tested in Vietnam, the Philip-
pines, Algeria and in many other parts of
the world.

The thing is not only that rural terrain
iIs most favorable for irregular war (speci-
fically, against an invader), but also that a
war of this kind makes it possible to draw
into active revolutionary struggle the pea-
sants, rural semi-proletarians and agricul-
tural laborers suffering from inhuman ex-
ploitation and misery,

Those who hope to accomplish the revo-
lution in our countries without the rural
masses will never secure its victory. But
after a large-scale penetration by the
“green berets” into the mountains of Ame-
rica it would be irresponsible, in our view,
to try to win the masses for revolution
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solely through trade union or craft union
methods of organization and education. (The
effectiveness of other methods of revolu-
tionary organization and education of the
peasantry is evident in the experience of
the Colombian Communists). The U.S. mili-
tary presence in our mountains is an ad-
mission of the danger (to the enemy) and
of the possibilities (for the revolution) in-
herent in the revolutionary struggle of the
peasantry. But it also reminds of a serious
weakness of the liberation movement —
slow progress in drawing the exploited rural
masses into the democratic and anti-im-
perialist struggle.

The need to involve the masses in this
protracted action becomes increasingly
clear, the action that can have the character
of resistance to the invader (or putschists)
until conditions are creaited for a military-
political offensive along the entire front of
the revolution.

FOR THE UNITY OF ALL THE
REVOLUTIONARY FORCES
OF THE WORLD

Although we regard the working people
of our country and our Party as the base of
the Dominican revolutionary process, we
realize that it will be difficult to achieve
victory in decisive battles against imperial-
ism without militant international solidar-
ity. The revolutionaries fighting against im-
perialist domination need the aid of the
working class in power in the socialist
countries, of the working-class and demo-
cratic movement in the developed capitalist
countries, and the national-liberation and
revolutionary movement in Africa, Asia and
our Latin America.

Within the context of this general policy
our Party is giving special attention to
building a combat alliance with the Com-
munists and people of Haiti fighting against
the Duvalier dictatorship. This alliance
makes much more feasible the defeat of
the reactionary and imperialist forces in
the two countries. We are united with our
brothers in Haiti not only by the communi-
ty of the territory of our island but also
by the tyranny of the regimes, by the evils
of dependence and backwardness. And our
combat unity with the Haitian revolution-
aries i1s an integral part of the struggle
against common enemies on the continental
scale.

We believe that there is a definite eve-
of-the revolution situation on the whole of




the continent. Its material base is the devel-
opment of a structural crisis of the same
type for almost all Latin American coun-
tries. We agree with Comrade Arismendi
that after the Cuban revolution the ruling
classes and imperialism are no longer able
to rule as before, while the masses refuse
to put up with oppression any longer. From
this, it seems to us, follows the need to
intensify the work of the Party in order to
expedite solution of the tasks which the
development of the revolutionary process
poses now and will pose in the near future.

Our Party lowers its banner in memory
of the tens of thousands of Latin American
revolutionaries who have given their lives
for this goal. Their example and appeal,
incarnated most fully and forcefully, with
the utmost fusion of word, thought and
action, in the heroic life of the great revo-
lutionary Che Guevara, remind Communists
of the measure of their responsibility to

the past, present and future of their peo-
ples, call upon us to fight on until victory.

The Dominican Communists are prepar-
ing for a new upsurge of revolution. They
are elaborating the strategy and tactics of
struggle against imperialism and its local
allies in the new conditions; organizational-
ly and technically preparing for this strug-
gle; strengthening unity by isolating the
professional splitters, and building a solid,
durable alliance with all genuinely revolu-
tionary forces, including the ‘“new” forces;
co-ordinating their actions with the strug-
gles of the Communists and the people of
Haiti and the revolutionaries of the conti-
nent. They are consolidating their party to
play a bigger part in the revolution.

Today, in this hour of decision for our
continent, Marx’s words that we must
change, not merely interpret, the world
have a very special relevance for every
genuine Latin American revolutionary.

Communist Party of Paraguay:
after the national conference

Many important events have taken place
in the country and in the Party since April
1967, when we held our National Confer-
ence in preparation for the Third Party
Congress.

Though the conditions in which the Con-
ference was held were anything but favor-
able, the support of the rank-and-file and
of the Party functionaries enabled us to
cope with the difficulties created by two
anti-Party groups—that of Oscar Creydt
and the so-called Communist Leninist Party
(PCL).

There surfaced liberal and anarchist
trends, assailing the principles of collective
leadership and democratic centralism, and
impairing Party discipline. Some Party
functionaries quit their posts. The conduct
of some leaders who thought they were
indispensable and could put themselves
above the Party, above Party discipline,
smacked distinctly of a personality cult.

A considerable ideological effort was

made to put the Party on a firm Marxist-
Leninist foundation.

We can say now that the Party has made
substantial headway in the organizational
field and in re-enlisting comrades who for
a time were separated from the Party.

We are regaining positions in the labor
movement, where our influence had slump-
ed. The same holds true for the peasants,
students and other groups. The collective
leadership principle has been revived and
inner-Party democracy has been buttressed
to the extent practicable in underground
conditions.

In the time since the Conference large-
scale mass actions have taken place in
the country for economic and democratic
demands. These were highlighted by in-
creasing unity. Another highlight of the
period, alongside the workers’ actions (for
a 25 per cent wage increase at the meat-
packing plants in San Antonio and Liebig
and the railway workshops in Sapucai,
Puerto Pinasco, etc.), was the rebirth of
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the student, peasant and other mass move-
ments and of the campaign for the release
of political prisoners.

The past year witnessed the revival of
many of our organizations, our ranks in-
creasing visibly. The practical task now
is to promote mass actions, to participate
in them heart and soul and make them a
stepping-stone to a broad national anti-
dictatorial front.

The fight is gathering momentum as the
economic crisis becomes more acute. In
the more than twenty years of dictatorial
government in Paraguay no crisis has been
as sharp, and the strident propaganda for
Stroessner’s ‘“second national reconstruc-
tion” program cannot hide this fact.

The situation is best illustrated by the

following main factors:
a) the problem of socio-economic struc-

tures;

b) the consequences of the economic and
financial policy pursued by the anti-nation-
al dictatorial governments for more than
20 years;

c) the total subjugation to imperialist
monopolies, notably the North American,
and surrender to them of our national

wealth.

Space is wanting in this article for a
detailed study of these factors and we
shall concentrate on just the basic points
in order to outline the general situation
and the guidelines of our policy.

The main structural problem is that of
the strong feudal elements in our agricul-
ture. The most negative are the big estates
of a handful of landowners and a few
foreign companies. At the other pole is the
land-hunger of thousands of peasants, large
tracts of idle land, the general backward-
ness of our farming and its low output,
which, moreover, is tending to decrease.
This ho!ds back growth of the home mar-
ket, precluding industrial growth.

The inevitable result is a low national
income—a good excuse for the ruling clas-
ses to condone penetration by imperialist
monopolies, which strip us of our wealth
and expose us to the resulting adversities.

Our economic and political life is shaped
by the alliance of the big importer bour-
geoisie, the estate owners and the cattle
breeders, who comprise the ruling castes.
It is due to their misrule that our society
languishes in abject poverty, that our in-
dustry is stagnant and our farming back-
ward, and that our workers are cruelly
exploited and the people live in want.

Not only do the imperialist monopolies
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and their menials, the local oligarchy,
intensify the exploitation of workers; they
also plunder the peasants and the small
and national bourgeoisie. Acting through
the government, which they hold in the
palm of their hand, they have many meth-
ods for achieving their ends — miserly
wages, monopoly prices, exorbitant inter-
est rates, high taxes, direct economic in-
terference, and so on.

For years our Party was the only one to
expose this policy of plunder and enslave-
ment, showing the damage it did to our
national interests.

Some 2,000 industrial and commercial
enterprises, predominantly small-scale, have
gone out of business in recent times, with
some 25,000 workers losing their jobs. For
a small country like ours that is an ex-
tremely high figure. It is a national calam-
ity, too, that from Paraguay with its two
million population people emigrate en
masse to neighbor countries due to the
shortage of jobs and the absence of civic
guarantees. More than 600.000 of our
compatriots have settled in Argentina,
Brazil, Uruguay and other Latin-American
states.

Stroessner’s dictatorship is eroding. It
seems inconceivable that a regime in so
advanced a stage of decay still survives.
The main reason is traceable to the policy
of the bourgeois-landowner parties, metho-
dically blocking mass struggle, whatever
form it assumes. Their exertions are aimed
at subverting the people’s unity and malign-
ing the Communist Party. This policy of
heading off and splitting the mass move-
ment is, indeed, the succor and support
that maintains the Stroessner clique in
power against the will of .the vast majority
of the nation.

The bourgeois - landowner ‘“‘opposition
bloc” negotiates with Stroessner one day
and with the proponents of a coup d'etat
the next. Evidently, the two poles are not
too far apart, because the coup d’etat party
is also anxious to negotiate with the dic-
tatorial regime, aspiring to a mere change
of cabinets.

It is dread of a people’s revolution rather
than of the power of the dictatorship that
lies behind this “opposition” policy. The
main burden of fighting the dictator falls
on the working class, the peasants and the
petty bourgeoisie, the most active segment
of which is represented by the student
movement.

That, indeed, is the class distribution on
which our Party bases its policv. The draft




of our program, adopted by the National
Conference, defines our revolution at this
stage as a ‘“‘democratic national-liberation
revolution” to be carried out by the demo-
cratic national-liberation front encompas-
sing the nation, from the working class to
various groups of the national bourgeoisie.
This is the strategic line.

Our Program is radically anti-imperialist
and agrarian. However, it contains provi-
sions aimed at neutralizing a section of the
landowners and capitalists. In the present
specific circumstances, our tactical task
is to build a broader alignment, an anti-dic-
tator national front, for to overthrow the
Stroessner dictatorship we need joint ac-
tion by all opposition groups, at least on
concrete issues, after which it will be up
to the working class and the people as a
whole to extend the democratic process
farther than envisaged by the bourgeois-
landowner opposition.

To draw the masses into joint actions,
our Party exposes the defeatist, anti-unity
and anti-communist policy of the latifundia
and bourgeois parties, preparing the people
for all forms of struggle: guerrilla warfare
and legal and semi-legal activities. Those
are the accents we lay in preparing for a
general popular uprising.

The balance of forces has changed visibly
in the past few years. To the extent to
which the crisis of the dictatorship—which
is growing — has affected all our social
institutions, the opposition forces have
pained added strength. This is due not
only to objective causes stemming from
Stroessner’s policy, but also to the fight
waged by the workers, peasants, students
and other strata. The masses, more awake
to the political exigencies, are conscious
of the need to fight imperialism and the
dictatorship. That is the force which is
tilting the balance.

To counter the impatience of some people
at home and abroad, the Conference point-
ed out that it will be mass struggle that
determines the orientation in the country
and that our main task is to promote,
organize and develop this struggle. No
action, the Conference stressed, is too
limited and insignificant to merit our atten-
tion, because, cumulatively, all action paves
the way to the imminent large-scale battle.
It was by this token that the Conference
pointed to the importance of combining
legal possibilities with underground work.

The Communists are, in effect, the only
Party pursuing a clear-cut constructive
policy in contrast to the policy of deals

and dodges pursued by the leaders of the
latifundia and bourgeois parties. We op-
pose the dictatorship not with the com-
munist alternative, but with a national
solution concordant with the prevailing
state of our society. Cooperation of all
opposition groups in massive joint ac-
tions against the dictatorship, a minimum
program acceptable to all, a provisional
democratic government supported by all
with the capability for effecting the mini-
mum program and restoring social free-
doms without discrimination — that, in
brief, is the solution we Communists
recommend, for it is the only one at this
time providing guarantees to all socio-poli-
tical opposition forces.

That united action against the dictator-
ship is an urgent imperative is gradually
sinking in. The masses want unity, they
are aware of its importance and know
that the men impeding unity are delaying
the day of liberation. That is why more
people are turning their backs on the foes
of unity and throwing their support behind
its champions.

Unity is action in which the masses are
cast in the principal role. Therefore, while
working for contacts at top level and striv-
ing for agreement with leaders of the
opposition, we attach special importance
to the struggle waged by the workers and
the people in general, to unity and good
organization below. This was forcefully
emphasized at our Conference.

It would be a good thing if leaders nego-
tiating with the dictatorship and framing
various plans behind the nation’s back,
finally see the gravity of the situation and
recognize that it is high time to join hands,
because all the forces we can muster are
essential to topple the dictatorship and
rehabilitate the economy.

If the people fight in unity, they will be
strong enough to alter the situation and
lead Paraguay to genuine progress.

Unity is also essential in obtaining the
release of all political prisoners and a gen-
uine and sweeping amnesty for our exiles.

Our Party is doing its utmost to promote
these actions and to enlist the other anti-
dictator forces and political parties in this
highly important effort.

The National Conference was the cul-
mination of a difficult chapter in the history
of our Party. It ushered in a new period
of consolidating and normalizing Party
affairs on a sound Marxist-Leninist basis.
The Party is a force to be reckoned with
in the nation’s political life. We Commu-
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nists have our roots in the working class,
in the people. The Party has gone through
the civil war of 1947, it survived the de-
vastating blows struck against it in the
guerrilla war of 1960, it suffered persecu-
tion for over 35 years and could never
emerge from underground. Despite these
trials, the Party prevails. Consequently, it
has every reason to trust its powers.

However, some quarters are disgruntled
by the fact that we are growing and per-
forming our revolutionary mission. This
allusion is not to the Stroessner clique,
which naturally is bitterly hostile, but to
some of the leaders and groups of the
bourgeois-landowner opposition. They want
us to stay underground, and the less reac-
tionary want our strength kept down to
the minimum. They wculd be overjoyed to
see us reduced to a handful of agitators,
for, obviously, they are less concerned
with fighting the dictatorship than with
the future, in which freedom will at last
be gained. They dread the thought that
the workers may have a big Party, strong
enough to safeguard their interests and
secure democratic growth.

We Communists are seeing to it that the
masses, particularly the workers, play the
principal role in all actions not merely as
a striking force but as the vanguard of
the democratic movement, that they should
one day be the dominant power. That is
the concept we Marxist-Leninists follow
in our long-term planning.

The Conference proved that the Party
is viable, that it has retained its vitality,
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that we are taking due account of the
experience of our veterans. Our success
in this short span of time is incontestable.
We mention this to show that we are on
the correct course. But it would be folly
to rest on our oars. We must be realists
and see clearly that much remains to be
done, that much can be done now and,
most important, that much needs to be
done to secure favorable conditions for a
decisive assault against the dictatorship.
There will be time to speak of incontest-
able success when our Party numbers
thousands of members closely linked with
the masses and capable of leading large-
scale manifestations, when we have an
organized anti-dictator front and over-
throw the dictatorship. In the meantime,
the main task we face — of this we are
deeply aware — is to overcome the weak-
ness of our organization and mass move-
ment. That will win us the trust of the
people and greater prestige.

Recapitulating past chapters of our glo-
rious struggle, we are conscious of our
responsibilities as Communists, the suc-
cessors to the Party’s revolutionary tradi-
tion willed by our heroes, Perfecto Ibarra,
Emiliano Paiva Palacios, Wilfredo Alvarez,
Antonio Alonso and hundreds of others.

We celebrated the 40th anniversary of
our Party on February 19, 1968. New mem-
bers and veterans alike are holding aloft
the Party banner and advancing firmly to
democracy and socialism.

Gustavo COLMAN




VIEWPOINTS ON CURRENT PROBLEMS

The Christian-Marxist dialogue

in Britain

JAMES KLUGMANN

It should be said at once that in a sense
“the dialogue” is not new to Britain. Since
Chartist days there has always been in one
form or another an active, if small, Chris-
tian-Socialist movement. In the 1930’s there
was much common discussion and action
not only between Christians and the Labor
movement in general, but specifically be-
tween Christians and Marxists. Christians
of most Protestant denominations (but very
few Catholics) worked together with Marx-
ists in many of the struggles against war
and fascism, including the campaign of
solidarity with republican Spain, and on
many social issues like unemployment.

Over the last half a century, but deepen-
ing profoundly in the last few years, there
has been a growing ferment and discussion
taking place within most protestant sec-
tions of the Church in Britain. This has in-
volved an ever greater turn away from
“other-worldliness,” a growing demand that
man’s duties to man should be accepted in
this world here and now, that man’s faith
should be tested in his actions now, a
spreading doubt in the morality of capitalist
society, a movement of rebellion against
ritualism and often against what could be
called the “religious establishment.”

Moreover, and this is very new, the same
questioning, rebellion against other-worldli-
ness, growing acceptance of social respon-
sibility in this world, along with spreading
doubts of the morality of capitalism, is, in
the last few years, extending amongst Brit-
ish Catholics.

This profound crisis of ideas” within the
Church, rebellion against acceptance of the
Church as part of the political establish-

ment, acceptance too of responsibility to
man in this world, and—amongst many—
an acceptance that involves direct partici-
pation in struggle now for peace, against
poverty, against racialism, and—for some
—struggle against colonialism and against
capitalism, clearly enough provides fertile
ground for a renewed, qualitatively
stronger, much wider and deeper dialogue
between Christianity and Marxism.
Certainly this renewal of dialogue has
been considerably helped and inspired, too,
by the reports and influence of the dialogue
taking place in countries like Italy, France
and Spain, by the reports of various inter-
national confrontations and by the publica-
tions in English of articles on the dialogue
including those in World Marxist Review.,

DISCUSSION IN “MARXISM TODAY”

In March 1966 a discussion article on
“Dialogue between Christianity and Marx-
ism” was published in Marxism Today, the
theoretical and discussion organ of the
Communist Party of Great Britain, by Doc-
tor John Lewis, the Marxist philosopher. It
analyzed new trends in the Church and
called for an extended dialogue.

Doctor Lewis, calling for this extended
dialogue, argued that it could lead to “a
widening of the sphere of common action
and the breakdown of entirely baseless
prejudices and illusions—these being im-
portant immediate objectives.”

More than this, he argued, the discussion
would inevitably involve problems of ethics,
it would come to discuss both Christian
and Marxist views of the individual, the
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state, freedom and materialism, and, in the
course of it, we should be able to show
“that the practice of an accepted moral
code can only lead to hypocrisy or futility
unless a radical reconstruction of the sys-
‘tem of social relations makes it feasible. ..”

On the publication of Doctor Lewis’s ar-
ticle, the Editorial Board of Marxism Today
invited a number of Christians of different
denominations to discuss in its columns
their views of the need and possibility of
a Christian-Marxist dialogue.

The response was immediate and warm,
and rather representative of different Chris-
tian approaches.

Whilst, as would be expected, the Chris-
tian participants in the discussion held a
wide diversity of theological (and probably
political) views, what was most interesting
was that they shared many approaches to
the Christian-Marxist dialogue.

All, without exception, welcomed the dia-
logue.

MAN — THE MAIN SUBJECT
OF DIALOGUE

Nearly all stressed what they considered
to be the deep responsibilities of Christians
to life in this world. We should all, they
felt, be concerned with the improvement
of man’s life in this world. Here they saw
the main basis of dialogue.

“The only proper and possible subject
of the dialogue,” wrote Rev. Paul Oestrei-
cher, Associate Secretary of the Interna-
tional Department of the British Council of
Churches, “is man, the double question:
what do men need and how are they to
get it.” Theologico-ideological discussion
should not be ruled out, but “the necessary
philosophic wrestling must remain rooted
in human reality. And all the while we
need to remember that most people are
neither Christians nor Marxists, they are
hungry.”

Our dialogue should begin with man,
wrote Rev. Alan Ecclestone, Vicar of Dar-
nell, Sheffield, and a member of the Com-
munist Party, — “Man offers possibilities
of common ground, God does not. .. unless
and until we discover such ground, the talk
about changing the world is likely to be
left quite unrelated to political and social
actions and programs and plans . . .”

What common ground can exist, asked
Father Corbishley S.J. between Catholic
and Marxist? And himself replied that the
answer is surely “a common concern for
human well-being.”
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Above all the significance of the dialogue
will be tested by cooperation in the prac-
tical work of solving the urgent problems
—peace, disarmament, and the alleviation
of world hunger.

RESIGNATION OR RESISTANCE?

The revolt against ideas of ‘“‘acceptance,”
“resignation,” “passivity” in this world,
ideas that in one or another form have so
often accompanied the teaching of the
established Christian Church, was well ex-
pressed by Professer D. M. McKinnon, an
eminent Christian lecturer in the philoso-
phy of religion: “I have heard it suggested
by one distinguished contemporary Scot-
tish interpreter of Bultmann’s thoughts
that it is from Christianity that ‘men and
women must learn how to suffer aright’.
Not, you will notice, how to eliminate the
causes of human suffering, how in a mea-
surc to make ourselves masters of our des-
tiny, but simply how to accept what it is
subtly suggested it would be almost
impious to seek to change!”

“In 1961,” he continues, “in a report on
the ethical problems raised by the develop-
ment and use of nuclear weapons, a com-
mittee set up by the British Council of
Churches, urged Christians to ‘learn to live
with the bomb’. Again, what they coun-
selled was not an effort at radical under-
standing, aimed at eliminating the appalling
distortion of human achievement, seeming-
ly built into the fabric of our world, but
an acceptance of what it was alleged could
not be changed. Christians often accuse
Marxists of determinism: but when the
student of the history of our age contrasts
the attitude of mind advocated in this
deplorable document, with the extraordi-
nary resolution displayed by Lenin in his
hour of opportunity in the autumn of 1917,
he must surely begin to wonder whether
the boot should not be on the other foot.”

In the course of the Marxism Today dis-
cussion Marxists and Christians seemed
agreed that the dialogue could not be of
value unless it led to practical cooperation
now on such immediate issues as struggle
against war, against racialism, and against
poverty. But, whilst there were differences
on what could be achieved by more theo-
retical, ideologico - philosophical discussion
and on the most fruitful subjects of such
discussion, there was general agreement
that it must be pursued. In the first place,
clarity on each other’s long term aims and
deeper approaches, even when there was




no agreement, would make immediate co-
operation easier, not more difficult, and in
the second place it was felt, that much
common ground could be found at least
between Marxists and some Christians on
many long term approaches.

William Barton, who participated in the
discussion as a Quaker, and who had tra-
velled considerably in socialist countries,
called particularly for joint discussion on
ethics: “Christians, following the dialogue,
should recall the strong ethical content in
Marx’s attack on capitalism and his vision
of the ideal society.” And they should
study too, he added the moral approaches
of the existing socialist countries noting
their interest in ethics such as exemplified
in the emphasis put by the Soviet Union on
the “New Man” and the “Moral Code of
the Builders of Communism.”

Two other points should perhaps be
drawn from the Marxism Today dialogue.
One is the mutual insistence on the need
for self-criticism on both sides in the
course of discussion. The Rev. Paul Oes-
treicher not only emphasized this, but
proceeded to apply it in his view of the
history of Christian approaches: “The in-
stitutional Church has for centuries man-
aged to deny the essential humanity of its
mission. Where that mission has been
effectively lived, then it has generally been
done in spite of and not because of estab-
lished religion. I speak, in this context,
unhesitatingly of the apostasy of the
Church. ...It is therefore my contention
that the Marxist analysis of religion (main-
ly Christian) based on observed history,
is, broadly speaking, right.”

The other, and this was accepted by both
Marxists and Christians, was that for the
dialocue to succeed and be fruitful there
must be the utmost frankness on both sides.
It was of the greatest importance not to
attempt to conceal differences which would
on some issues be profound. What was
being sought for was not some impossible
“synthesis” of Marxism and religion but
the breaking down of hostility between
Marxists and Christians, the secking for
common ground and commeon action,

THE DISCUSSION SPREADS

The Marxism Today discussion lasted
eighteen months. (The contributions will
be published in book form.) It made a
modest contribution to the development of
the dialogue which during that period has
widened considerably.

In February 1967 the Marx Memorial
Library was filled to the brim with Marx-
ists and Christians for an open discussion
on Marxism and Religion introduced by the
Editor of Marxism Today.

The next month a discussion Conference
on “How to Change the World” was held
at Coventry, jointly organized by the
Young Communist League and the Chris-
tian Group for East-West Contact, and in
May a most successful discussion on
“Marxism and Christianity” was held in
the course of the International Youth Fes-
tival organized at Skegness by the Young
Communist League.

Early in June, under the joint auspices of
Marxism Today and a group of Quaker
Peace and International Relations Commit-
tee, a friendly ten-a-side week-end discus-
sion was held on the subject of “Man,
Society and Moral Responsibility.” In Oc-
tober a follow-up Conference was held on
“Problems of Power, Force and Social
Change.” At both conferences there was
extremely interesting discussion on concep-
tions of revolution and political power.

Locally, in ail sorts of forms—Ilectures,
seminars, debates—the dialogue has devel-
oped in the most diverse places ranging
from Theological Colleges to Communist
Party branches, from University Unions to
Methodist organizations, from school sixth
forms to Roman Catholic Teacher’s Train-
ing Colleges. The dialogue is spreading to
all sorts of areas of Britain—Birmingham
and Coventry, Bristol and Leeds, Plymouth
and Edinburgh. Tn November two Com-
munists were invited to participate along
with other speakers of different outlooks
in an “Encounter Week” at Manchester
University which was concerned with the
problem of different beliefs (including of
course Marxism), the external, internal
factors that govern the development of
man, the nature of commitment and the
future of Britain. And during this week the
two Marxist speakers spoke at a dozen or
so meetings with well over 2,000 attending,
and in all the various discussions Christian-
Marxist dialogue played a central role.

Under the title of “The Sacred and the
Secular” the Provost and Chapter of South-
wark Cathedral in London are presenting,
instead of evening services, a year’'s pro-
gram of Sunday evening discussions, which
opened last October. It is interesting that
the prospectus for these “Sunday Nights
in Southwark” opens with these words:
“A recent Marxist writer has made this
criticism of the churches: ‘All over the
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world the religions are languishing and
seem quite incapable of self renewal . . .
Today all the churches see as their end
their own preservation, in other words,
their end is no longer man but themselves.’
This criticism has much validity, we should
be grateful for it.” To try to remedy this,
subjects of every sort are being introduced
at the evening discussions—from alcohol-
iIsm to immigration, education to art.

It would, of course, be wrong to exagger-
ate or to claim that what is taking place
is more than a beginning, but the extent
of the dialogue and the fact that what is
being discussed is Marxism and not some
vague ‘“socialism,” and that it is taking
place between really representative Chris-
tians and Marxists, indicates that it is
already quantitatively and qualitatively
greater than ever experienced before.

MARXISTS AND CATHOLICS

Certainly what is most new is the extent
of fraternal discussion now developing
between Marxists and Roman Catholics,
something that even two or three years
ago would have seemed unthinkable. It is
not only that the Catholic press was for
long a regular center of anti-Communism
but in the Trade Union movement for ex-
ample, various Catholic organizations
continuously organized against the left and
militant trade unionists and shop stewards,
and in particular against Communist Trade
Unionists. Catholics tended to look upon
Communists as by definition enemies, and
it should be added (though not to the same
extent) this was often reciprocated.

One interesting development that has
helped to foster the dialogue has been the
evolution in the last few years of a left-
Catholic group around the journal Slant,
who draw much of their inspiration from
the writings of Marx.

About three-four years ago, a group of
Cambridge University Catholic students,
with the help of some priests, decided to
launch a journal committed to a radical
examination of the Roman Catholic Church
and its ideas. The group was at first con-
fined to students but later broadened and
developed on a national footing. Then the
publication of Slant was taken over by the
well-known Catholic publishing firm of
Sheed & Ward. Four vears before the emer-
gence of Slant, another group of people,
mainly professional workers, university
teachers and some priests, started an annu-
al Conference with similar social aims.
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Meeting in December they became known
as the December Group, Now the two
groups have merged with a membership
that is mainly but not uniquely Roman
Catholic and unite around the journal
Slant, the aims of which (as summed up
in January 1966) are that, “roughly speak-
ing, the periodical—and the group which
supports it—is engaged in the exploration
of the idea that Christian commitment at
the moment carries with it an obligation
to be Socialist.”

In September 1966 the group published
“The Slant Manifesto: Catholics and the
Left” and since that date have published a
considerable literature.*

They are intensely committed to social
change and their inspiration is in general
terms Marxist. They have come to the
conclusion in the words of two of the
founder members of the group writing in
the Slant Manifesto: “That Christians can
never be conservatives, or liberals or even
right-wing socialist; they must fight capi-
talism as evil; they must align themselves
perhaps with all those traditional enemies
of the Church, left-wing socialists and
atheistic Marxists.”

There have been several informal and
friendly discussions between Marxism To-
day and members of the Slant Group.

But discussions between Marxists and
Catholics have not been restricted to the
Catholic left or to Catholic intellectual cir-
cles. There is the beginning of a discussion
on a far wider basis, and, what is of special
interest, the discussion has begun to de-
velop in working class areas, including
areas where there has been in the past a
deep Catholic opposition to Marxism and
militant trade unionism.

THE MEETING AT LIVERPOOL

Perhaps the most interesting event in
the recent Communist-Catholic discussion
was the public meeting held in the Liver-
pool University chaplaincy in June 1967.
The discussion was jointly organized by
Communists and Catholics in the Liverpool
area. Speakers from the Catholic side in-
cluded Frank Hendry, a teacher and jour-
nalist, John Jenning, director of the Simon
Community (a voluntary organization con-
cerned particularly with problems of the
homeless) and Doctor Markus, a lecturer

*Sece Terence Eagelton ""The New Left Church,” Sheed
& Ward; L. Bright O.P. (Editor) "'Christians and World
Freedom,”” Sheed & Ward; L. Bright & Simon Clements
(editors) ‘'The Committed Church,"” Darton, Longman &
Todd.




in Medieval History at Liverpool Univer-
sity, and from the Communist side Roger
O’Hara, an engineering worker and Com-
munist municipal candidate, Sheila Kay, a
lecturer in Sociology at Liverpool Univer-
sity and Gerry Cohen, Secretary of the
Mersey Area of the Communist Party.

The audience of over 300 was probably
equally divided between Catholics and
Communists. It included priests, nuns,
trade union officials, shop stewards from
factories and building sites, workers
straight from the job, housewives and stu-
dents. The atmosphere was, in the words
of the Communist area organizer, ‘“really
electric and very enthusiastic; what emerg-
ed above all was the tremendous desire
all round to seek common ground.” This
is all the more significant in that in Liver-
pool, not so long ago, Communists were
received by Catholics at best with consid-
erable hostility and sometimes even with
violence.

BRITISH COUNCIL OF CHURCHES

Naturally in Britain, where Roman Ca-
tholics form a relatively small minority of
religious people, the main dialogue has
developed with various Protestant denomi-
nations.

An important step in the dialozue was
the holding in October 1967 of a fifteen-a-
side discussion conference on “What Sort
of Revolution?” jointly organized by Marx-
ism Today and a Committee of the Interna-
tional Department of the British Council
of Churches.

The discussion was held in the apt set-
ting of the Royal Foundation of St. Kather-
ine in the dock area of East London. The
Christian delegation which actually exceed-
ed fifteen contained Protestants and Roman
Catholics. Three sessions discussed “Man
and His Place in Society” followed by a
series of practical discussions on “Change
in British Society,” “Peace,” “Poverty and
Justice” and “The Future of the Dialogue.”
Discussion was intense, polemical, friendly
and constructive ranging over many prob-
lems of philosophy, theology, politics and
practice. It was agreed that a continuation
committee should be formed to carry the
dialogue further. The meeting was widely
reported in the press and gave rise to a
considerable extension of the dialogue
including a series of late night television
discussions between the organizers of the
meeting, the Rev. Paul Oestreicher of the
British Council of Churches and James

Klugmann, Editor of Marxism Today,
which were held on five consecutive nights
under the title of “Communist and Chris-
tianity” and treated such subjects as the
nature of religion, human nature, revolu-
tion, man and society and “Kingdom Come”
or the future of society.

THE ILFORD MEETING

One of the dangers of such dialogue is
that it should be formal, with both sides
making as it were prepared parallel speech-
es but hardly listening or replying to each
other, that it should be confined to “spe-
cialists” who almost know their speeches
by heart (and those of their opposite num-
bers) and that there should arise a new
ritual of professional “dialoguers” in
meeting.

And one of the most important perspec-
tives if the dialogue is to be significant is
that it should become more and more
informal, popular and mass.

Perhaps the most important and certain-
ly the most moving event in the dialogue
to date was the public Christian-Marxist
dialogue held in the Ilford area of Essex
(a County in South-East England) at the
end of May 1967.

The meeting was jointly organized by
the South-Essex Communists and local
Church of England and Catholic priests
following a number of informal encounters
in the area. In the Chair was the (Anglican)
Bishop of Barking, Dr. William Chadwick.
On the platform two Marxists (the South
Essex District Secretary of the Communist
Party and the Editor of Marxism Today),
the Reverend Paul Oestreicher of the Bri-
tish Council of Churches and Father Lowe,
a Roman Catholic parish priest from East
London.

The audience of about 200 included about
80 Marxists and 120 Protestants and Catho-
lics, many from Fords and other local
engincering works. The atmosphere was
excited, expectant, almost intense, many
of the audience finding themselves in the
same meeting in a friendly capacity for the
first time in their lives. More important
than the speeches from the platform (and
I think all the plaiform would agree on
this), was the prolonged discussion from
the floor. This was critical; many hard
questions were asked on both sides; but
throughout it all, throughout all questions
and criticisms, there was an overwhelming
feeling for the need and possibility of com-
mon action against war, against poverty,
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against racialism. The meeting ended with
a considerable collection, not only to cover
expenses but for Medical Aid in Vietnam.

DOUBTS AND PROBLEMS

. The great interest aroused in these early
stages of the dialogue must not lead us to
exaggerate the achievements to date nor
to cover up problems and difficulties, and,
on both sides, doubts.

It is clear that only a beginning has been
made, that those who know of and have
participated in the dialogue are a small
minority. What has happened is, or at
least could be, the prelude to a much wider
and popular dialogue.

Moreover there is a certain resistance
to the dialogue—I would say both amongst
some Marxists and some Christians. In a
discussion on the dialogue that continued
over many weeks in the Morning Star, the
daily paper of the Communist Party, the
Rev. Charles observed that on the Chris-
tian side “Fundamentalist objections to
dialogue recur in the modern Church.” It
is sald “Communists intend to destroy re-
ligion and we should oppose them in every
way. If we sit down and talk with them,
they will use us for their own wicked
purposes.”’

Similar objections were made in the
Morning Star by some who consider that
for real revolutionaries, no dialogue with
Christians is under any circumstances pos-
sible. A correspondent, for instance, wrote:
“It is absolute hypocrisy to attempt any
dialogue whatsoever . . . the real aims of
Communists are known, so also are the
real aims of Christians. The one is the pillar
and bulwark of the proletarian masses, and
the other upholds the absolute rights of
the hierarchy and privileged classes of
bourgeois society.”

DOUBTS ANSWERED

It would seem to me that an important
aspect of the dialogue is that these genuine
doubts in its possibility or justifiability be
answered.

In the first place it is essential that the
dialogue be throughout sincere and open
with no differences, however profound,
concealed. If differences are hidden, dia-
logue becomes something of a trick, or
expedient, subject to abuse. Marxists
should at no stage conceal in any way
their materialist approaches in philosophy
nor their conception of revolutionary
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change in society and the need for socialist
revolution. This is, I am convinced, not
enly what Marxists want, but what Chris-
tians who join in the dialogue want also.
There is no contradiction at all between
explaining differences and, at the same
time, seeking for common ground.

Those who are Marxists, and I would
hope Christians also, need to study what
Marx and Engels wrote on religion — all
of it. There are some 400 pages in the
English edition of “Marx and Engels on
Religion,” not just one short phrase—‘"The
opium of the people.”

Conversely, Marxists, insofar as Chris-
tians put their faith in forces outside man,
in supernatural forces, consider that this
“impoverishes them,” limits to an extent
their capacity as human beings to appreci-
ate and exercise their own capacities to
change the weorld and themselves.

But this does not mean that the whole
phenomenon of religion can be reduced to
opium nor that the task of the revolution-
ary who has a materialist approach to
religion is one of simple “militant atheist”
propaganda. “Religious distress,” writes
Marx, “is at the same time the expression
of real distress and the protest against real
distress., Religion is the sigh of the op-
pressed creature, the heart of a heartless
world . . . it is the op.um of the people,”
and he eontinues: “The abolition of religion
as the illusory happiness of the people is
required for their real happiness. The de-
mand to give up the illusions about its
conditions is the demand to give up a con-
dition which needs illusions.”

In other words, when man is oppressed,
exploited, deprived, and feels powerless to
control his environment and society, he
projects his lost humanity into a world
beyond, into a God or gods, into religion.
And for Marxists, the essential way of
combating religion is helping man by sci-
ence to understand nature and to master
it, and by knowledge of society and social
struggle so to change society that there is
no need for him to escape from it.

Marx and Engels who well understood
how eften established religion had preach-
ed acceptance and resignation and had
indeed become an integral part of cruel
and exploiting ruling classes, equally un-
derstood how often men and women ex-
pressed their progressive and even revolu-
tionary aims in religious terms, how
peasants in the peasants wars, revolution-
aries in the English Revolution in the
1640’s fought out the class war in religious




terms. Nothing could make this more dra-
matically clear than Engels’ essay “On the
History of Early Christianity.”

It would be foolhardy not to understand
today how thousands and thousands of
sincere Christians in their desire to return
to what they see as the human essence of
early Christianity are reflecting a genuine
desire to improve conditions and often,
indeed, radically to change society.

Marxists should not for a moment give
up their materialist outlook including their
materialist understanding of the origin and
nature of religion, but they do need to get
rid of a narrow and non-Marxist dogmatic
view of religion which is very far from
what Marx taught.

Nor does the dialogue with Christians
involve in any way the renunciation of
revolutionary aims, nor the openly express-
ed determination to struggle in whatever
way the situation demands in a particular
country for a revolutionary change in the
cocial order.

Indeed it is the Marxist understanding of
the outdating of capitalism, of its spiritual
as well as economic crisis, of its, if you
like, inbuilt immorality, which might fright-
en off a few Christians and Christian or-
ganizations who have embedded themselves
in the Establishment, but which for so
many Christians constitutes a challenge
and a deep force of attraction. In the course
of the dialogue there will be much discus-
sion on the nature of revolution, the forms
that it must take, questions of violence,
its necessity and its abuse, and this will
help, not hinder, mutual understanding.
It was precisely this for example that un-
derlay many of the discussions that took
place between Marxists and Quakers last
June and which will be continued in more
detail at our next meeting. It is significant
that it was a Quaker proposal that further
discussion should be held on “Power, Force
and Change,” and that by mutual agreement
the nature and need of revolutionary change
will be considered at the coming dialogue
with the British Council. of Churches.

The argument that the dialogue is a
great Jesuit trick is no more worthy than
the contention that it is a crafty Commu-
nist plot. Marxists are not magicians and

should not attempt to be so. They do not
believe in instantaneous conversion. They
know that people in struggle and through
experience as well as through education
and debate come to change their outlook
and change themselves.

Therefore when people begin to change
we should welcome it not fear it. When
people are ready to work with us for
causes we believe progressive we should
welcome it not fear it. When people are
ready sincerely to discuss with us our views
and their views and to look for common
ground, we should welcome it and not fear
it. There are many deep reasons for the
great crisis of faith and outlook within
Christianity today. One is the growth and
spread of science and technique. Another
is the fear that this same technique and
science can be used in the total destruction
of society. Another is the growth and
achievements of the socialist sector of the
world. Another is the example that Com-
munists have given of courage and sacrifice
in struggle against imperialism, oppression
and war, which has made many Christians
ask what is the force that thus impels
them, motivates them, moves them. Yet
another is the achievements of the colonial
peoples in their struggle for liberation.
And another is the challenge, despite many
mistakes and setbacks, of the socialist way
of life to the capitalist way of life, of the
socialist to the capitalist morality.

Why should we be sad when people
find themselves nearer to us and ready to
cooperate with us? Should we not rather,
paraphrasing Togliatti’s words, welcome,
understand and assist it?

It is true that there will always be some
who endeavor to stem progressive develop-
ment by ‘“going along with it,” in order to
stop it or to divert it, but the fact that
they are forced to do so is in itself evidence
of advance.

Above all, the conditions in the world
virtually shout aloud for the closest and
most active cooperation of people of every
outlook, religious and non-religious, Marx-
ists and Christians, to fight now to combat
war, colonialism, militarism, racialism,
poverty and hunger.
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OUR MAILBAG

Political prisoners in Indonesia

The Indonesian press has carried reports of
the brutal treatment of political detainees
in Greece and certain other countries. But
it has little or nothing to say about political
prisoners in Indonesia; on this subject
Indonesians and the world public are kept
in the dark.

And yet thousands of Indonesians are
still behind prison bars or in concentration
camps. They are the survivors of the
wholesale arrests and of the terror that
followed suppression of the September 30
movement. Thousands were arrested and
secretly executed late in 1965 and in the
early months of 1966—Communists, mem-
bers of youth, student, women's, peasant,
workers’, cultural and other organizations
suspected of association with the Commu-
nists. Most of the arrests were in Achin,
Northern Sumatra, Central and East Java,
and the Lesser Sunda Islands (Bali, Flores,
Timor).

There was no trial, no proper investiga-
tion. Various methods were used to “dis-
pose” of the arrested. Some would be
released at night, ostensibly bailed out by
unknown persons. A few days later their
bodies would be found in a river. In Cen-
tral Java the practice was to dump the
bodies of the executed in the Solo River
or in deep pits. In Malang members of the
autonomous Teachers’ Union were releas-
ed “on bail,” then beheaded and their
bodies laid out on the roadside.

The method employed in the southern
coastal districts of East Java was to bring
truckloads of prisoners to a cliff overlook-
ing the Indian Ocean and throw them into
the water. In Solo and south Jogjakarta
prisoners were thrown into “death craters”
whence underground rivers would carry
the bodies to the sea.

Thousands of families in Central and
East Java have no news of their relatives,
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most of whom have been done to death by
one of the methods described above.

Thousands are still held in prisons built
by the Dutch and lacking elementary
amenties, Cells are overcrowded, there is
no lighting, no chairs, tables or beds. Pris-
oners sleep on the floor on mats provided
by relatives.

In Djakarta priconers are allowed 90
grams of rice a day, more often than not
mixed with sand. One can well imagine
what the position is like in the provinces,
which are inaccessible to foreign visitors.
No wonder there is a high mortality rate
among prisoners.

There is practicallv no medical aid. True,
some prisons have doctors, but the medi-
cine has to be bought and is very expensive,
and, what is more, is not always delivered
to the prisoner.

The following is characteristic of what
these men have to go through. When any-
one dies in one of the West Sumatra
camps, fellow prisoners volunteer to bury
him. That is not only an expression of
compassion—it is a rare opportunity to
leave the camp for a few hours to gather
edible herbs and leaves. But getting them
past the guards is another problem.

The prisoners are virtually cut off from
the outside world. Visits by families are
brief and far between and, besides, visitors
are expected to pay the guard an “entrance
fee.”

Conditions are somewhat different in
Central Java. Prisoners are sometimes al-
lowed to leave the camp until evening and
procure whatever food they can. Some are
used for unpaid work.

Torture is the rule everywhere. Besides
psychological coercion—of which intimida-
tion and provocation are the most common
varieties—physical coercion is used during




interrogation, and many of the methods
are borrowed from the Middle Ages. Pris-
oners are kept in cold water, forced to eat
pages of Marxist books. Violation of wom-
en prisoners is common.

Indonesian papers make a point of de-
scribing the *“good” treatment of prisoners.
But that applies only to ex-Ministers and
high-ranking officials of the former gov-

ernment awaiting trial or sentence.

All these facts must be made known to
the world public, along with the facts
about the treatment of prisoners in other
countries. In this respect the position in
Indonesia is a throwback to the Middle

Ages.
SUDONO
Djakarta, January, 1968.

BOOKS AND JOURNALS

The Middle East Crisis

and its solution

Small but weighty, is what can rightfully
be said of this pamphlet* by a leading
member of the British Communist Party.
It is packed with factual and analytical
data on the Palestine problem, discusses
many of its historical and political aspects
and gives a scientific definition of Zionism,
its history and its aims.

British Communists have made a signi-
ficant contribution to a better understand-
ing of this problem, concerning which they
can well be regarded as foremost experts.

This pamphlet is valuable for two reas-
ons. First, it counters the contention of the
Zionist and imperialist propaganda that the
Middle East crisis is entirely the result of
a racial clash between Arab and Jew.
Second, it appears at a time when there is
a clear threat to peace, and not only in the
Middle East but throughout the world, as
a result of Israel’s refusal to comply with
the UN resolution and withdraw its forces
from occupied Arab territory.

Ramelson says in his introduction: “Isra-
el’s continued occupation of Egyptian,
Jordanian and Syrian territories, her an-
nexation of Old Jerusalem in defiance of a
United Nations decision, and refusal to
permit the return of the overwhelming

*Bert Ramelson, The Middle East: Crisis, Causes, Solu-
tion. London, Communist Party, 1967, 42 pp.

majority of refugees who have applied to
do so to their homes on the west bank of
the Jordan, are creating conditions for a
renewal of hostilities with the danger of
triggering off a world war.”

Analyzing the background of the aggres-
sion, the author singles out some of the
Middle East’s key problems. Foremost
among these is the area’s vital strategic
value to the imperialists both as a vantage
ground for domination in Asia and as a
rich source of oil. “The five major U.S. oil
companies,” he writes, “made net profits
in 1966 of over $3,000 million.”

He describes the methods of imperialist
domination and exploitation and the part
played by the Jewish question. Zionism,
he writes, “is essentially a philosophy of
despair . . . it is a philosophy rooted in
mysticism; anti-Semitism is seen as an or-
ganic and therefore incurable characteristic
of Gentiles.”

And Zionism plays a disruptive role in
the labor movement in different countries:
it isolates the Jew from the general stream
of life in his native land, and contributes
to the reactionary belief that he is a for-
eigner with different loyalties.

After a brief analysis of the origins and
nature of the state of Israel, Ramelson
discusses the national-liberation movement
which, he emphasizes, is now not only
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anti-imperialist but also anti-capitalist. For
the Arab national-liberation movement is
oriented on the non-capitalist way of devel-
opment and, on the whole, is progressive.

Comparing the causes of the earlier Suez
war with the recent aggression, the author
finds a large margin of identity. In both
cases the aim was to weaken the Arab
national-liberation movement which had
become a menace to imperialism. And
Ramelson points out that the miscalcula-
tions of 1956 were taken into account by
the aggressor in planning the June 1967
attack: “The strategic objective was the
same, the overthrow of Nasser. But now
the Syrian government, instead of Algeria,
was the other target. . . . The main differ-
ences between 1956 and 1967 were that
imperialist help was hidden instead of
epen.”

And taking a further look at Israel’s

Brief notices

Lenins Ruf: An alle! 50 Jahre Dekret
ueber den Frieden. Berlin, Dietz Verlag,
1967. 298 S.

Lenin’s Appeal: 50 years of the Decree
on Peace, Berlin, Dietz Verlag, 1967. 298 pp.

This collection of articles by prominent
military and political leaders, scientists and
Party functionaries in the German Demo-
cratic Republic and the Soviet Union was
put out on the 50th anniversary of the
Decree on Peace. Drafted by Lenin, this
famous Decree has become a charter docu-
ment of Soviet foreign policy.

The collection opens with Lenin’s speech
on peace. Other articles deal with such
issues as imperialist military policy and
the fight for peace, imperialism and war,
the Great October Socialist Revolution and
the German working-class action for a
democratic peace (October 1917 - March
1918), the German Communist Party’s ef-
forts for peace (1935-39), criticism of im-
perialist and opportunist concepts on war
and peace, the significance of the Soviet
victory in World War II, the role of the
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reckless policy, he remarks that “the road
chosen by Israel is suicidal and contrary
to the basic interests and desires of the
Israeli people, a stable, secure, peaceful
future.”

The alternative suggested by Ramelson
is a break with the expansionist aims of
Zionism, withdrawal from the alliance with
imperialism and rapprochement with the
united anti-imperialist forces. But the first
step, the author emphasizes, towards an
atmosphere congenial to a settlement of
the conflict, which imperialism is exploit-
ing in furtherance of its aims, is withdrawal
of Israeli troops to the positions held prior
to June 5, 1967.

Both the author’s analysis and solutions
—and this has to be emphasized—are
imbued with genuine internationalism.

Ameen SALEM

GDR as a bastion of socialism and peace on
German soil, and the epochal significance

of the Decree on Peace.
R.S.

Deyan Pavlov and Nikcla Trendafilov. The
Bankrupty of Anti-Communism, Sofia, BCP.
1967. 582 pp.

This philosophical and sociological study
by two Bulgarian Marxists should be seen
as a weapon in the struggle against bour-
geois ideology and propaganda.

It ably dissects the basic concepts and
theories of modern anti-Communism and
presents the Marxist-Leninist view and po-
sitive solutions for the problems central
to the struggle, now especially sharp, be-
tween the two mutually-opposed ideologies.

The authors analyze the essence, forms
and evolution of anti-Communism and, in
particular, its new tactics. And their analy-
sis proves that the objective, socio-econ-
omic basis of modern anti-Communism is
state-monopoly capitalism, of which it is
the chief ideological weapon.




Anti-Communism has, of course, gone
through a definite evolution, both in theory
and practice. It always adapts itself to the
concrete conditions and to the alignment
of class and political forces in the particu-
lar country and internationally. But—and
this is conyincingly demonstrated—the old
reactionary theories remain the hard core
of all its modern variations.

The second part of the book, “Dialectical
Materialism and Modern Anti-Commun-
ism,” examines specific manifestations of
anti-Communism in the realm of philoso-
phy. It deals in detail with the problem of
alienation and the place of the individual
in capitalist and socialist society, and
exposes anti-Communist distortion of the
facts relating to these problems., The au-
thors emphasize that only Marxism pro-
vides a scientific approach to this complex
of problems, which have always been a
subject of Marxist research.

Part IIl deals with anti-Communist treat-
ment of social development and politics,
and here, too, there is a critical analysis
of new-fangled anti-Communist theories.

By exposing the reactionary substance
of anti-Communist theories and tactics,
Pavlov and Trendafilov have made a nota-
ble contribution to the fight against anti-

Communism.
Pyotr POPOV, Dr. of Law

Emile Burns. Money and Inflation. Lon-
don, Lawrence and Wishart, 1968. 64 pp.

This latest economic study by an out-
standing British Marxist deals with infla-
tionary processes in the capitalist world
and their impact on living standards.

Burns examines the various facters that
go into price rises. He shows the capitalist
mechanism of continuous price rises—the
steady increase in the circulation of paper
money, the differential betwen domestic
prices fixed in paper pounds and the ex-
change rate of the pound, which is related
to gold, through the dollar.

These are latent factors and they become
operative through policies geared to the
interests of the monopoly bourgeoisie. The
author describes the chief elements of this
policy and concludes that “the origin and
continuation of the price rises have been
due to two principal causes—the influence
of the monopolies striving to increase their
profits, and the actions of governments in
raising the cost of living through increasing
indirect taxation and other measures.”

G.S.

Leif Johansen. U-landsproblemet — kan
det loses? Oslo, Ny dag, 1967. 61 pp.

Leif Johansen. The Problem of Develop-
ing Countries. Can It Be Solved? Oslo, Ny
dag, 1967. G1 pp.

A noted Norwegian economist discusses
the fundamental economic problems of the
Third World. The record shows, he says,
that their per capita growth rate and their
share in world production are declining.
Mobilization of internal resources to over-
come economic backwardness inevitably
leads to sharp social conflicts. Economic
and social development, therefore, requires
a strong state and a comprehensive, social-
ist-type social structure.

Johansen is highly sceptical about the
aid from capitalist countries. For if Norway,
say, is to help these countries, she will
have to modify many aspects of her foreign
policy and use all her influence to induce
other countries to do the same.

L.A.

Ksiega Polakow—uczestnikow Rewolucji
Pazdziernikowej. 1917-1920. Biografie. War-
szawa, Ksiazka i Wiedza. 992 pp.

Poles Who Participated in the October
Revolution, 1917-1920. Warsaw, 1967. 992

pp.

Compiled by a group of researchers of
the Polish United Workers’ Party Institute
of Party History, this volume gives briefly
the biographies of about 7,700 Poles who
took part in the October Revolution and the
Civil War in Russia in 1917-20. It took
three years of painstaking research in
Polish and Soviet archives to collect the
necessary information. It is not always
eomplete — sometimes all that could be
found was mere mention of the fact that
the person had taken part in the revolution,
but there are also full biographies.

Many of the people mentioned in the
book had an active share in combating
counter-revolution in the early years of
Soviet power and in the economic upbuild-
ing and political life of the young republic.
In October 1917, several of them had a
leading role in the uprisings in Petrograd
and Moscow, were delegates to the Second
All-Russia Congress of Soviets at which
Soviet power was proclaimed. Polish inter-
nationalists helped establish and consoli-
date Soviet rule in Central Russia, the
Ukraine, Crimea, Byelorussia, Lithuania,
Siberia, Azerbaijan and Turkestan. Many
won fame as Red Army commanders, held
important posts in the Party and in econ-
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omic organizations and were among the
first Soviet diplomats.

Along with names that have gone down
in history there are thousands that are
little known or forgotten, names of soldiers
of the revolution.

"Some of the biographies contain detailed
background information and trace the
careers of these men before and after the
revolution.

The institute is continuing its research
in this field and has compiled a file of more
than 10,000 Poles who took part in the
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October Revolution. Further research will
doubtlessly reveal more names.

This is the third volume on Polish parti-
cipants in the revolution. The two previous
ones, likewise compiled by the Institute,

are devoted to reminiscences. One, ‘“Be-
tween Two Epochs,” contains contributions
by 103 participants in the October Revolu-
tion, both prominent and rank-and-file, and
the other, “Poles in the 1917 Revolution,”
is a detailed survey by Professor Walentina

Neidus.
A.K.
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Buergerliche Oekonomie im modernen Kapi-
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deutung der Westdeutschen Wirtschafts-
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ner (Bourgeois Economy under Modern Ca-
pitalism. The Ideological and Practical
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torical Significance of the Great October
Socialist Revolution). Materials of the in-
ternational theoretical conference held
under the auspices of World Marxist Re-
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Politizdat, 1967, 535 pp.

Marea Revolutie Socialista din Octombrie
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din Romania. (The Great October Socialist
Revolution and the Revolutionary and De-
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