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THE 50TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL
Materials about the Communist International founded 50
years ago. A decision on the war danger by the Presidium of
the Communist International Executive appears in print for
the first time. So does a series of letters to V. |. Lenin by
Communists of other countries. Recollections by the late J.
Koplenig, prominent figure in the world Communist move-
ment, appear under the same head.

Vasil BILAK, Presidium member, Central Committee secretary,
Communist Party of Czechoslovakia:
A neutral Czechoslovakia is simply inconceivable in the pre-
sent world rent by irreconcilable contradictions. The country
can go on building socialism and achieve success only hand
in hand with all the socialist countries, especially the Soviet

Union.

Istvan SZIRMAI, Political Bureau member, Central Committee
secretary, Hungarian Socialist Workers' Party:
The Hungarian Soviet Republic of 1919 proved not only the
worldwide influence exerted by the October Revolution; it
demonstrated also the universality of the basic concepts of
socialist revolution, of Leninism.

Franz MUHRI, Chairman, Communist Party of Austria:
On the 20th Congress of the Communist Party of Austria.

Heads of the socialist countries’ international bodies
describe the functions of the International Bank of Economic
Cooperation, Intermetal, Organization for Cooperation in the
Bearings Industry and the Joint Nuclear Research Institute.
The second in a series of interviews with Presidents of the
Academies of Science of the socialist countries features
Miron Nicolescu, President of the Academy of Science of

Rumania.

Viewpoints
This section features Academician Inozemtsev, Soviet scholar,
wiiting about the basic features of contemporary imperialist

strategy.

Mario Silva Jonama, Political Commission member, Central Com-

mittee secretary, Guatemalan Party of Labor:
The Party hos its historical mission: to develop and guide
the process of the Guatemalan revolution, the way for which
—a people’s revolutionary war—has already been defined.

Gunnar Asplund, Central Committee member, Communist Party

of Finland:
On Communist participation in the Finnish government and

the concomitant problems of the class struggle.

Communications and Comment
The section contains a survey of the Vietnam negotiations in

Paris and a commentary on the dangerous policies of the
Israeli militarists.

Readers’' Questions:
Background to the events in Northern Ireland.

Against the persecution of democrats
Atrocities committed by reactionary regimes and the mounting

resistance of the people.

Books and Journals
Works of Chilean Marxists and a book by |Ib Norlund reviewed.




Fiftieth anniversary of the

Communist International

Some Previously Unpublished Documents, Letters, Recollections

In March 1919, workers’ representatives from
many countries met in Moscow to found the
Third Communist International. Our mission,
the founders wrote, is to sum up the ex-
perience of the working class, purge the
movement from the corrupting influence of
opportunism, and unite the efforts of all
truly revolutionary parties.

In the subsequent 25 years the Comin-
tern helped to found, consolidate and
unify Communist parties on the basis of
Marxism-Leninism and proletarian interna-
tionalism, and strengthen the unity of the
working class in the fight against imperial-
ism and fascism, for socialism.

An article in our previous issue by Boris
Ponomaryov analyzed the basic trends in
the work of the Communist International,
showing its historical significance.

Below, we print a hitherto unpublished
document relating to the war danger in the
thirties, adopted by the Presidium of the
Comintern's Executive on April 1, 1936.

The decisions of the Comintern's 7th
Congress (July-August, 1935) occupy a pro-
minent place in the history of the Interna-
tional, setting out a clear strategic plan,
defining flexible tactics in combating the
fascist offensive and the danger of another
world war, and pressing for the unity of all
anti-fascist, anti-imperialist forces. Some
months later, in the spring of 1936, a meet-
ing of the Presidium, attended, among
others, by such prominent leaders of the
international Communist movement as Geor-

gi Dimitrov, D. Manuilsky, Maurice Thorez,
Palmiro Togliatti, Klement Gottwald, Wil-
helm Pieck, Harry Pollitt and Bela Kun, re-
turned once more to the subject of the war
danger. The document printed below, the
outcome of the discussion, adds to our ap-
preciation of the Comintern’s efforts to com-
bat fascist aggression and avert the danger
of another world war.

The founding of the Comintern, its entire
history, especially that of its earlier years,
are most closely associated with Lenin
whose revolutionary genius left its imprint
on the work of the international organiza-
tion. Lenin, a real man of the people, was
closely associated with revolutionaries in
many countries. Party leaders and rank-and-
file Communists turned to Lenin for coun-
sel. Letters (printed below) by Clara Zetkin
(Germany), L. J. Stenved (Denmark), Tho-
mas Bell (Great Britain), and a note by
Rosa Luxembourg, a testimonial of sincere
respect and deep trust, sent shortly before
her death, are, therefore, not without in-
terest.

Notes by Johann Koplenig (Austria) on
the history of the Communist International,
written shortly before his death, are printed
for the first time.

Both the Comintern document (1936) and
the letters to Lenin were prepared for pub-
lication by the Institute of Marxism-Lenin-
ism in Moscow. Koplenig's notes appear by
courtesy of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of Austria.
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Decision on the war danger,
Presidium, Executive Committee,

Communist International
(April 1936)

1. Not since 1914 has the danger of war
been as great as now.

Following upon the occupation of Man-
churia by Japan and the attack on Abys-
sinia by the Italian fascists, the German
fascists, the main architects of war on the
continent of Europe, who have moved up
their troops from the Rhine to the French
border,! are creating thereby a direct
threat to France and Belgium, are prepar-
ing to destroy Czechoslovakia as an inde-
pendent state, to annex Austria and to
occupy Memel and Lithuania, are trying
to enmesh Poland in a war on their side,
and to gain a staging area for an assault
on the Soviet Union in the East.

In the Far East, nursing the ambition to
be complete masters of Asia, the Japanese
fascist militarists are seizing area after
area in China, moving towards British
colonial possessions (India), planning to
seize the Philippines and Australia, and
preparing for a decisive clash for suprem-
acy in the Pacific. Working hand in glove
with the German fascists and presenting
an immediate threat to the frontiers of the
Soviet Union, the Japanese militarists are
also preparing for war against the United
States and Great Britain.

There are, then, two seedbeds of the
war danger.

And so we see that the warmongers in
the West and in the East, reinforcing each
other’s aggression in every way, threaten
to embroil the whole world in a ruthless
and destructive war,

Maintained in power by waging an in-
ternal war against its own people, fascism
is now a direct military danger to all coun-
tries. Having enslaved its own people, it
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is carrying the torch of war and taking
the offensive against other peoples. For
this reason, bridling the fascist architects
of war and fighting for peace is now the
main task of the international working
class. Success in combating fascism will
depend on the scale of the popular move-
ment against the fascist aggression. Work-
ing for peace, the working class safeguards
not only the interests of the peoples, of
mankind, it brings nearer the defeat of fas-
cism and ensures its own final victory.

Acting on the decisions of the Seventh
Congress of the Comintern, the Commu-
nist parties must display the maximum
initiative and energy and, taking into con-
sideration the concrete conditions and the
state of the working-class movement in
their countries, find the necessary ways
and the means for successfully fulfilling
this vital task of the international work-
ing class.

2. The danger of war, implicit in the
sharpening of all the contradictions of the
imperialist system, is now so threatening
because no barriers were erected to Ger-
man fascism on its way to power, because
its war preparations (compulsory military
service, air and naval rearming) were con-
doned by the capitalist powers and directly
abetted by the British government, because
the British imperialists give tacit support
to German fascism’s predatory claims,
and because the passivity and dithering of
the League of Nations in relation to the
Japanese drive in China and to Italy’s ag-
gression in Abyssinia signifies encourage-
ment to the aggressors.

But, the growing aggressiveness of Ger-
man fascism and Japanese militarism




stems above all from the fact that the in-
ternational working class has been unable
to overcome the resistance of the reaction-
ary section of the leaders of the Second
International and of the Amsterdam Trade
Union International to a united front
against the warmakers.2

Yet the refusal of these leaders who sup-
port the imperialist policy of their bour-
geoisie to take joint independent anti-war
action, lulling the masses with the illusion
that the League of Nations will do every-
thing needed to safeguard peace, has
weakened the working-class anti-war
movement and its pressure on the capital-
ist governments.

3. The peoples do not want war. The
peoples want peace. A united proletarian
front against the warmakers accords with
the aspirations of the masses. The exper-
ience of the French and Spanish workers
who by uniting their forces won over other
sections of the people for the fight against
fascism, shows that it is possible to bar
the road to fascism, and equally possible
to bar the way to the warmakers, to pre-
serve peace, provided the workers suc-
ceed in building up a powerful united
peace front in every country and on an
international scale.

“Today, the cause of peace is backed
not only by the working class, the peas-
ants and other working people, but also
by the oppressed nations and the small
nations, whose independence is imperilled
by new wars. Even some of the biggest
capitalist states, worried lest they should
lose in any new re-division of the world,
are interested at present in averting a
war . . . Combating the war danger, the
workers of the world have at their dis-
posal not only the weapon of mass action
as in 1914 . . . but also the state influence
of the Soviet Union . . . Hence the possibil-
ity of a broad front, consisting of the
working class, all working people and the
entire nations, against the threat of an
imperialist war . . . It will depend on the
scale of the world-wide front and on its
actions whether the fascists, the imperial-
ist warmakers, succeed in igniting the
flames of another imperialist war in the
foreseeable future or whether their dirty
hand is stayed by a powerful anti-war
front” (Dimitrov at the Seventh Congress
of the Communist International).

Only a united working class can organize
this peace front, be its moving spirit and
intensify the struggle for peace. By join-

ing forces the working class will impart
to the mass actions against the warmong-
ers and their agents and henchmen in the
various countries a strength which will
swamp the fascist aggressor and compel
the capitalist governments to take meas-
ures to safeguard peace.

Today, a decisive step towards united
action by the world proletariat would be
for the Communist party in each country
to promote an active, unremitting, all-
embracing peace campaign in all spheres
of public and political life. The Commu-
nists should not put off this campaign
until joint action pacts are concluded with
the leadership of the Social-Democratic
Party, though they should certainly link it
with efforts to establish united action by
the Communist and Social-Democratic
parties. The Communists are working to
overcome the reactionary Social-Democra-
tic leaders’ resistance to a united front
and to strengthen the bonds of joint action
against the common enemy at local levels
between the Communist and Social-Demo-
cratic masses. Promoting closer relations
between Communist and Social-Democra-
tic workers, drawing the Social-Democra-
tic masses into action for peace, this
campaign will enliven and unite all the
working-class forces not only nationally,
but also on the international scale. This
upsurge of a united working-class move-
ment would help in a tangible way to draw
into the movement other sections in town
and country—the petty bourgeoisie, peas-
ants and intellectuals and all peace sup-
porters; this will accelerate the emergence
of an invincible front of the people against
the incendiaries of war.

4. For joint action for peace by the
workers and the broad masses to be truly
successful, the blows in every country must
be aimed at the direct warmakers on the
international scene and those forces in the
country that aid them directly or indirect-
ly. For this reason, the Communist Party
in each country should have a specifig
tactical line in the action for peace. In
Britain, for example, the Communists
should firmly oppose the Government’s po-
licy of supporting the Hitler regime and
its aggression (loans, the naval agreement
and compromises). In France, fighting
against the threat of a Hitler invasion, the
communists should aim their fire against
Hitler's agents and henchmen in the coun-
try, rally the masses against the govern-
ment which is gravitating towards a deal
with the German aggressor at the price of
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betraying the interests and independence
of the French and other peoples. In the
United States, the Communists should ex-
pose the policy of what is, in effect, sup-
port for the warmakers under the guise of
neutrality. They should demand govern-
ment backing for all measures aimed
against the architects of war in behalf of
peace. In Poland, the Communist endeavor
should be to secure annulment of the Pol-
ish-German military alliance, likely to em-
broil Poland in a war that could result in
her partition and national enslavement;?
they should work for a security pact be-
tween Poland, Czechoslovakia and the
USSR.

Meanwhile, the Communists in the coun-
tries directly threatened by the fascist war
incendiaries should closely associate mat-
ters of national defense with demands for
greater democratic rights for workers and
peasants, working in defense of their vital
interests, because only democratization, de-
mocratization of the army, purging the
army of fascists and other reactionaries and
meeting the vital demands of the workers
and peasants, can reinforce the defense ca-
pacity of the people against fascist attack.
As devoted advocates of defense of the
country and the people against fascist en-
slavement, the Communists cannot be in-
different to matters of national defense
against the aggressor. However, their stand
on this issue should always be based on
the interests of the workers and the inter-
ests of genuine defense. In each concrete
situation the Communists must support
proposals and measures offering the maxi-
mum opportunity for mass pressure on the
foreign policy of the government and as-
suring effective public control over the
government in matters of defense. Further,
the Communists must work for all meas-
ures that hinder surrender to the fascist
aggressor by the bourgeois government and
prevent betrayal of the people’s indepen-
dence and freedom. While stressing con-
stantly that only workers’ rule can ensure
reliable defense of the country and its inde-
pendence, the Communists must, in face of
the direct threat of fascist aggression, work
for a popular front government which would
take firm action against fascism and other
reactionaries at home, against agents and
abettors of the warmongers, secure control
over the country’s defense by the organized
masses and thereby invigorate the people’s
capacity for defense against the fascist ag-
gression. However, since power is held by
bourgeois governments that offer no guar-
antee of any defense and use their armed
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forces against the people, the Communists
cannot undertake any political responsibil-
ity for the defense measures of those gov-
ernments and should, therefore, take a pub-
lic stand against the government’'s war
policy and against the war budget in gen-
eral. To be sure, in particular cases this
does not rule out well-grounded abstention
by Communists in voting on those separate
defensive measures obstructing aggression
(e.g., reinforcing the frontiers) any more
than voting and speaking for measures
designed to protect the people from the
horrors of war (e.g., gas shelters, gas
masks, medical aid, etc.).

In countries with fascist governments,
the war incendiaries, the Communists must
put the accent in the mass struggle against
the fascist dictatorship on exposing chau-
vinist demagogy and ideological prepara-
tions for war, rallying all forces for avert-
ing the military disaster into which fascism
threatens to plunge the people.

It is the sacred duty of the workers of
all countries and of all champions of peace
to support the people in the fascist coun-
tries, especially the German people, in their
fight for deliverance from fascist dictator-
ship, against fascist aggression. In com-
bating fascist rule, fascist aggression, the
workers and the masses in Germany, Italy
and in the other fascist countries are acting
not only for their own deliverance, but also
in the interest of peace, in the interest of
all peoples, all mankind.

5. In view of the military offensive
launched by fascism, which is taking ad-
vantage of the disarray in the parties and
organizations of the working class in some
countries, the support given to the fascists
by the reactionary Social-Democratic lead-
ers on the hypocritical pretext of concern
for “peace,” the division among the work-
ers cultivated by these leaders, sacrificing
worldwide proletarian solidarity to the in-
terests of their national bourgeoisie, the
working-class movement in all countries
must on all accounts carry forward a single
international working-class policy in the
interests of peace.

This single international working-class
policy calls for:

a) restoring and strengthening genuine
international proletarian solidarity on be-
half of the masses; a resolute break by the
Social-Democratic parties with the policy
of supporting the imperialist interests of
their bourgeoisie;

b) full support for the peace policy of
the Soviet Union, the proletarian state
championing international peace; this pre-




supposes above all resolute action by the
working-class parties against counter-revo-
lutionary attempts to identify Soviet for-
eign policy with the policy of the imperial-
ist states, to identify wtih the imperialist
armies the Red Army of the USSR which
is a bulwark of peace—attempts which play
into the hands of the fascist warmakers;

c) purposeful and concentrated blows at
all times against the fascist aggressor,
which presupposes denouncing all attempts
to obscure the difference between fascist
and non-fascist states and a differentiated
approach to the aggressor, on the one hand,
and his victims, on the other;

d) action for peace by the working class
independent of the capitalist governments
and of the League of Nations, ruling out
subordination of the working-class move-
ment to behind-the-scenes machinations of
imperialist governments in the League of
Nations.

6. Concerning the decisions reached by
the London conference of the Second In-
ternational and the Amsterdam Trade Union
International,* the Communists declare their
readiness to work jointly for a universal
mutual aid and security pact that would
include the USSR, for arms reduction, for
effective action against the instigators of
war. However, the Communists cannot
overlook the fact that this conference of
the Second International and the Amster-
dam Trade Union International, torn by
internal contradictions and giving way to
the pressure of the reactionary Right-wing,
evaded the urgent issue of united working-
class action on a national and international
scale; instead of summoning the workers
to act independently under their own slo-
gans, it confined itself to an appeal to
support the League of Nations; it took no
stand in defense of China against the
Japanese attack and did not condemn those
Labor and Social-Demcoratic leaders who
expressed themselves in favor of the ag-
gressive policy of German fascism, camou-
flaging their obsequious stand vis-a-vis
Hitler with talk about “safeguarding
peace.”

7. To succeed in building a united peace
front nationally and internationally, we must
take issue with those British Labor Party
leaders and those Social-Democratic lead-
ers in the Scandinavian and other countries
who favor accepting the quasi-pacifist Hit-
ler proposals for a pact with the Western
countries, thereby vindicating the station-
ing of German troops along the French
frontier and the other aggressive designs
of the German fascists. The Communists

must show the masses that, like the Ger-
man and Austrian Social-Democrats whose
defeatist policy cleared the way for fas-
ism, advocates of a pro-Hitler orientation
are strengthening the hand of the German
fascists on the grounds of a hypocritical
pacifism in foreign policy, helping the Nazis
in their aggressive aims and thus deceiv-
ing the masses, dulling their vigilance
against the war danger.

8. The workers, above all Communist
and Left Socialist workers, should be warn-
ed against possible attempts by the reac-
tionary Social-Democratic leaders to pose
the question of a redistribution of raw
material sources, colonies and mandated
territories in order to divert the attention
of the peoples from the concrete fight
against the instigators of war.

Behind these proposals lies the desire to
allot colonies to the German fascists, there-
by adding to the war-making potential of
the Nazis. It is not for the proletariat to
seek a redivision of colonies and mandates
on behalf of the imperialists; its task is to
support the struggle of the colonial peo-
ples for their interests and rights, for final
deliverance from the imperialist yoke. It is
the task of the workers, of all working-
class parties and first and foremost of the
Communists—and this especially today—
to take a resolute stand on behalf of the
people of China, whose national defense
against the Japanese invasion is not only
a sacred duty in the name of their own
liberation, but also a most important sector
of the united worldwide front of the prole-
tariat and all peoples against the architects
of war, for the preservation of peace.

9. While drawing the broadest possible
sections of the people into the peace move-
ment, the Communists must at the same
time conduct propaganda continuously
among the masses in order to expose the
false pacifism of those Right and “Left”
reformists, etc., who, while generously
bandying declarations about peace, are
trying on various pretexts to impede the
fight against the instigators of another
world war. Every argument advanced by
the quasi-pacifists must be analyzed in de-
tail and defeated by clear and convincing
arguments, patiently elucidating the sub-
stance of the matter to the masses. It is
especially important to expose the follow-
ing quasi-pacifist arguments:

a) Some support the Nazi government,
sayving that “no government wants war”
(Attlee, leader of the Labor Party in Brit-
ain), while others (like the leaders of the
British Independent Labor Party) say that
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all governments are equally guilty of war
preparations. The latter go so far as to
invoke Lenin who, during the 1914-18 im-
perialist war, correctly rejected the argu-
ment of the social chauvinists, ‘“we were
attacked, we are defending ourselves.” At
that time the world was divided into two
imperialist military coalitions, each strain-
ing for world supremacy, each preparing
and provoking an imperialist war. There
were no countries then where the workers
had triumphed, nor were there any fascist
dictatorships. Today, the situation is dif-
ferent. Now there are (1) a proletarian
state, the main bulwark of peace; (2) defi-
nite fascist aggressors (Germany, Italy, Ja-
pan); (3) a number of countries directly
threatened by fascist aggression, loss of
statehood and national independence (Bel-
gium, Czechoslovakia, Austria, etc.); (4)
other capitalist states (France, USA, etc.),
which at present have a definite stake in
preserving peace. It would therefore be
absolutely incorrect at present to consider
all states as aggressors: only people who
want to shield the actual aggressors can
distort the facts to that extent.

(b) Some say: ‘“Being champions of
world peace we must come to terms about
peace with Hitler Germany.” But the Hitler
government does not want peace. It is
preparing frantically for war against some
countries and wants to come to terms about
war, not about peace, with the govern-
ments of other countries. To make peace
secure it is necessary to stay the hand of
the Hitler government, to bridle its aggres-
siveness, rather than enter into a deal with
it, which helps it to become stronger and
gives it a free hand for war.

(c) “We are for a pact with Hitler, we
are against sanctions,” some people say,
“because sanctions add to the war danger
and lead to war.” On the contrary, it is the
impunity for the aggressors that adds to
the danger of war. The more countries,
especially the big countries, join collective
security pacts and the more unanimous and
consistent they are under popular pressure
in working for these measures, the less
the German fascists will want to start a
war, because its risks will be so much
greater.

(d) Last but not least, there is the argu-
ment about “neutrality”: “In any case we
declare that we shall not participate either
in a war or in sanctions, or in any kind
of struggle against Germany’s foreign pol-
icy, and thereby our country will insure
itself against war.” This inference, how-
ever, is incorrect. War threatens every
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country, because due to the present sharp-
ness of the imperialist contradictions, any
war the fascist aggressors may start will
not be a local war, it will escalate into a
worldwide conflagration. Neutrality abets
the aggressor, and any state that assumes
neutrality will not thereby escape the war.
No bowing to the warmongers, but a mili-
tant international front of the peoples
against aggression can save the peace for
every country. The peoples of all countries
must declare firmly: “We shall always be
on the side of the people attacked by fas-
cists.” It must be brought home to the
fascist aggressor that in such an eventual-
ity he will have to reckon with the prole-
tariat and all the peoples of the world.

(10) The Communists are the most con-
sistent champions of peace. As champions
of peace, they support all measures pro-
moting peace and thwarting aggression.
Sanctions are an effective means against
the aggressor, against those who want to
break the peace. For this reason, while ad-
vocating independent action by the work-
ers in the fight for peace, the Communists
always support those measures of the
League of Nations and of individual coun-
tries that are designed to preserve peace
(non-aggression treaties, pacts of mutual
aid against aggression, collective security
pacts, economic and financial sanctions).
But for the same reason the Communists
must mercilessly expose to the people the
vacillation of the League of Nations, aim-
ing their struggle against those imperialist
states which for egoistic reasons help the
aggressor, undermine peace measures and
sacrifice the interests of smaller nations
to the interests of the big:imperialist pow-
ers. In the interest of the people it 1is
necessary to insist that the capitalist gov-
ernments take effective measures for peace
and to come out firmly against those forces
at home that impede these measures.

He who wants peace must combat fas-
cism. Strong economic and financial sanc-
tions (no credits, no trade and no sale of
raw materials) can make things difficult
for the fascist regime and unquestionably
help the German people throw off the yoke.
Peace is fatal to fascism, because it adds
to the difficulties at home and leads ulti-
mately to the overthrow of the fascist
regime; conversely, overthrow of the fas-
cist regime will strengthen peace.

The German fascists are challenging the
peoples of the world. They anticipate im-
punity, because sanctions have not been
applied to Japan, because sanctions against
Italy were disregarded by the -capitalist




states, because when sending troops to the
French and Belgian borders, the Nazis were
convinced that sanctions against them
would be disregarded by the British bour-
geoisie,

11. The earliest establishment of trade
union unity in each country and interna-
tionally would be of immense and decisive
importance for international united work-
ing-class action. The Universal Labor
League of Spain® and especially the French
General Confederation of Labor, could ren-
der the peoples a tremendous service by
taking the initiative and mounting a large-
scale campaign for international trade-union
unity, the initiative of making contacts
with the British trade unions and the unions
in the Scandinavian countries, Belgium and
Czechoslovakia, the initiative of rallyng
the trade unions of the world for joint ac-
tion against the instigators of war.

12. As they mount their campaign against
war, the Communist parties call on the
masses:

—to combat the Hitler government, the
warmakers in Europe, and give all-round
aid to the people of Germany fighting for
liberation;

—to work for the withdrawal of the
Japanese occupation forces from China, for
a democratic Japan;

—to work for the withdrawal of the Ita-
lian invaders from Abyssinia, for the libera-
tion of the people of Italy from the fascist
yoke;

—to work for a worldwide front of work-
ers and peasants and of all champions of
peace against the instigators of war.

b E &

“War can break out unexpectedly. Now-
adavs wars are not declared. They simplv
begin” (Stalin). And what this requires of
Communists is. first and foremost. a clear
appreciation of the dimensions and nature
of the war danger, orientation of all Party
committees on the fight to preserve neace,
elucidation of the basic pronositions of this
decision to the Party membershin, rallying
the Party from ton to bottom for correct
implementation of the instructions and
guidelines contained in this decision; need-
ed is the rallving of the non-Party activists,
the conductors of our influence among the
masses: needed is skilful agitation, leaving
no enemyv argument unanswered: needed,
too, are all-out dailv agitation, daily orga-
nizational work by Communists in the en-
terprises, in the trade unions and in all
mass organizations: needed is daring initia-
tive in the choice of forms of struggle best

suited to the specific conditions of the
working-class movement in each country.
Every step taken by the warmakers and
their agents must be exposed and fought
in the parliaments and municipalities. The
young generation and the women must be
drawn into the movement against war. Each
day, the Communist press must, on the
basis of the facts, sharpen the vigilance of
the masses, direct their indignation against
the war profiteers, the merchants of death
profiting from the military orders of the
aggressors.

The campaign against war conducted by
the Communists must be made as interna-
tional as possible through mutual exchang-
es of workers’ delegations and by sending
speakers to people’s assemblies. What 1is
needed is general action by all international
organizations fighting against fascism and
war, for peace. Workers’ attention should
be focussed on questions of foreign policy,
linking them up with vital issues of life
and the working-class movement at home.
This year, the First of May should be made
a powerful demonstration of the masses for

peace, freedom, bread, socialism.
NOTES

1. The Rhineland demilitarized zone consisted of Ger-
man territory on both banks of the river; Germany was
prohibited by the Versailles Peace from stationing troops
in the area. A violation should have been seen as an
act hostile to the signatories of the Versailles Treaty.
Remilitarization of the Rhineland by the Hitler govern-
ment on March 7, 1936, was part of its preparations for
the Second World War.

2. The leaders of the Socialist International (Second
International) and the Amsterdam Trade Union Inter-
national rejected the idea of a united front against
the imperialist architects of war. On September 25, 1935,
the Executive Committee of the Comintern addressed a
letter to the Secretariot of the Socialist International,
pointing to the danger of another world war and suggest-
ing a joint meeting of the Comintern and Socialist Inter-
national to discuss urgent peace moves.

When fascist Italy attacked Ethiopia, the Comintern
again proposed that negotiations with the Socialist Inter-
national should begin ot once to work out united action
against fascist aggression. The Executive Committee of
the Socialist International, which convened in Brussels
on October 12, 1935, rejected this proposal as well.
Social-Democratic leaders relied totally on the League
of Nations.

3. A ten-year Polish-German ogreement was concluded
in Berlin on Jlanuary 26, 1934, The Soviet Union described
this pact as disastrous for Poland and European peace.
Hitler Germany benefited, shoring wup its positions
abroad and camouflaging preparations for agaqression.
Germany denounced the agreement in April 1939 and
invaded Poland on September 1, 1939,

4. The reference is to a joint session of the Executive
Committees of the Socialist International and the Amster-
dam Trade-Union International, which convened in Lon-
don, March 19-20, 1936, on the initiative of the British
Lebor Party and the British Trades Union Congress to
discuss the implicaotions of fascist troops stationed in
the Rhineland demilitarized zone. A subsequent manifesto
condemnad this move of the Hitler government and indi-
cated that the two international organizations favored the
creation of a system of collective securitv. However, the
manifesto did not define any concrete measures against
fascism and war, placing its main hope in the League
of Nations.

5. Spain's Universal People’'s League (founded in 1838)
was a member of the Popular Front during the national-
revolutionary war.
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Letters to Lenin

Esteemed, dear friend Lenin,

The bearer of this letter to you and
your dear wife, is my son Maxim accom-
panied by his wife. The lad has persuaded
himself that he wants to be a doctor in
Soviet Russia. I am letting him go, but
with a heavy heart of course. And though
I don’t expatiate on my personal feelings,
still I'm a mother, heart and soul, and a
victim of all the feelings a mother exper-
iences and which weigh heavily on her at
such times. And so: work and struggle.
My feelings and desires are embodied in
one wish: I hope that my son will serve
Soviet Russia, the revolution, faithfully.
Besides German, he speaks Russian, has a
good command of English, French and
Italian, and is well grounded in a number
of spheres.

His wife is an excellent typist-stenogra-
pher. She proved her calibre as my secre-
tary at a very difficult time.

At present I have my hands full attend-
ing meetings from morning till night. The
congress of the Party* opens tomorrow,
and nothing is ready yet. Many unneces-
sary, empty speeches are made, but I hope
everything will turn out right in the end.

We are having particular difficulties at
the editorial end of things. The former
leaders of the Independent Social-Demo-
cratic Party consider this a matter of pres-

*Reference is to the Unity Congress of the Communist
Party of Germany and the Left "'Independents,”” held in
Berlin in December 1920, which decided to form the
United Communist Party of Germany.

“From Zetkin”
“For archives. 12X1.1922"1

Esteemed, dear Comrade Lenin,

The fact that I am to speak® on the Rus-
sian revolution after you have, is rather
audacious, if not presumptuous. I would
not have undertaken to do so were it not
a question of submitting to Party disci-
pline, as a good Communist should, and
agreeing with the view that for the West
it is better that somebody from there should
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Berlin, 2. XII 1920

tige, and so does Daeumig, of course. Still,
I hope we'll weather this difficulty as well,
and thus prove that we are not such block-
heads after all as to be obstinate.

The general situation has not changed;
if anything it has become more acute.

The bankruptcy of democracy, of the
state, is becoming increasingly evident not
only in the financial, but also in the poli-
tical and social spheres. Helplessness is
the characteristic feature of the present
situation. There is an ever stronger ten-
dency among the capitalists towards a “re-
formed capitalism” through *“socializa-
tion,” which as a ‘“highly developed form
of economic organization,” will adopt the
outward appearance and forms of a socialist
economy, but will retain private property
and capitalist profit.

The power of the capitalist class state is
growing monstrously and can lead to un-
precedented exploitation and enslavement
of the proletariat. Hilferding’s and Scheide-
mann’s juggling with “socialization” is the
way to this. Our task with regard to all
this is clear.

I shall write to you soon in greater de-
tail. :
Please convey my warmest greetings to
your wife and your sisters. I shake your
hand with profound respect and militant
solidarity.

Yours,
Clara Zetkin
Written in German
Not previously published

Moscow (1922, November 12 the latest)

speak. Radek told me that he gave you the
printed text of my “Anti-Levi”?® to show
you my attitude to the Russian revolution
and its basic problems. I would like to tell
you about another concept of mine which
I upheld during the discussion on the revi-
sionism of Bernstein and David.

These gentlemen maintained that the pro-
letariat can “undermine” capitalism with




the help of labor protection and similar
measures, before the conquest of political
power. In my opinion, however, everything
understood as ‘“social reforms” cannot do
the job. As long as the bourgeoisie is in
power, it needs social reforms as a means
of ensuring its profits and class rule. With
the conquest of political power, however,
social reform acquires a different meaning
in the powerful hands of the proletariat. It
becomes a means of transforming the eco-
nomy and society in the direction of Com-
munism. And in this case the trade unions,
cooperatives and other proletarian organi-
zations play a big role with the backing of
state power in the shape of the Soviet sys-
tem.

A comparison of the state of affairs in
Germany and Soviet Russia confirms this:
in Soviet Russia you have socialization of
large-scale industry, in Germany—‘Stin-
nesation”; in Soviet Russia you have strict
implementation of labor legislation, in Ger-
many—curtailment and abolition of such
legislation, and so on.

I should also like to amplify why prole-
tarian dictatorship is necessary for carrying
out the “new policy,”’* for consolidating
Soviet power as the precondition of this
policy. The “new policy” is inevitable not
only in Russian conditions; it is essential
for making the turn to communism. After
the conquest of political power also in other
countries, the proletariat will be compelled,
mutatis mutandis, to take the difficult path
of the “new policy,” in a more favorable
situation, naturally, than your country.

A most important precondition for the
dictatorship of the proletariat and stead-
fastly implementing the ‘“new policy” is
the relationship between the Party and the
proletariat. The Party must remain the ex-
pression of the historical process of self-
consciousness in its highest degree, the
expression of the self-development and in-
dependent activity of the proletariat.

This is possible only given integrity of

Comrade Lenin, I am a convinced Com-
munist, which the Left Socialist (Commu-
nist) Party could confirm. I ask your help
to be allowed a free trip—there and back
—to Moscow so as to see your great work.

I was among those who a few years ago
replied to the series of questions you ad-
dressed to revolutionary minded people
throughout the world (I do not know
whether you received it—I sent it to the

ideology and organization, and strict disci-
pline. Of particular importance in this re-
spect is the elaboration of a clear, profound
communist ideology and its diffusion among
the broad masses, promoting and develop-
ing public education as an additional and
guiding element of the “new policy,” es-
sential for the economic and technical
training of the masses and also for their
communist education. To sum up. The Rus-
sian revolution, in my opinion, is the first
worldwide historic attempt to turn Marx-
ism from theory into practice, and, accord-
ingly, “to make history.”

Despite the “mistakes and stupidities”—
which you have castigated repeatedly—I do
not see in its line any accidental zigzags,
but a consistently straight and firm line
(take your Program of April 17, 1917).
You have had to go further than the initial
aim in order to prevent the Russian revo-
lution being thrown back to the starting
point.

In my view, there has been no revolution
that has, like yours, advanced from the
very first assault so far beyond the initial
stage of realization.

My dear friend Lenin, I should be most
grateful to you if you would let me know,
even if briefly, what aspects and problems
you would like me to pay particular atten-
tion to. I should not like to repeat what
you have already said better than I ever
could.

Warmest greetings to you, to Comrade
Krupskaya and to your sisters.

Yours,
Clara Zetkin

Written in German.
Not previously published.

1. Lenin's remarks.

2. Clara Zetkin addressed the Fourth Congress of the
Comintern on November 13, 1922, after Lenin's report:
“Five Years of the Russian Revolution and the Prospects
of the World Revolution."

3. Reference is to Clara Zetkin's pamphlet Rosa Luxem-
burg ond the Russion Revolution, in which she takes
issue with Levi's aottitude.

4. Reference is to the New Economic Policy.

(1921)

ROSTA representative when he was here).
I should like to get in touch with your
engineers to discuss several inventions,
particularly those concerning agricultural
implements (for example, a milker patent-
ed here in Denmark). They are important
in modern big farms to fully revolutionize
work, and it is a matter of honor precisely
for the Workers’ Republic of Russia to do
so. In our capitalist country this can only
be done if you are a capitalist. . . .
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I would be obliged to you if you would
be good enough to let me know—in English

Not previously published

“From Bell”!
“For archives”!

Dear Comrade Lenin,

In a conversation which I had today
with two of our comrades who are dele-
gates from the Fife Miners Association of
Scotland to the Red Trade Union Congress,
I gathered a few notes which are very inter-
esting and I am sure will be instructive to
you as to the progress of our movement in
Great Britain.

You have probably noticed that the South
Wales Miners Federation at its Annual
Conference at Cardiff on July 24th, by a
majority of 120 to 63 has decided to affili-
ate to the Third International. The follow-
ing notes which I have gathered go far to
supplement that decision and to indicate
a very healthy movement in England.

1) The comrades were very enthusiastic
on the work done in what they describe as
Communal Kitchens. To begin with, the
Funds of the Association were very low.
There was only £6000 for 25000 members.
This fund was divided among the local
associations on the basis of 1/ per member
per week. The following illustration is tak-
en from the district of Methil and Buck-
haven. Having discovered that under the
Board of Health Act, there were certain
powers given to local bodies they used
these powers to the fullest. After registra-
tion:

(a) Two and a half pints of milk were
secured for infants up to two years of age.
From two years to five years sixpence a
day was granted in foodstuffs. From five to
fourteen years children could be fed at
school.

(b) All sick and pregnant women could
obtain beef and special wine.

(c) Women who were sick and unmar-
ried were secured similar rations.

(d) In addition to soup which contained
4 1b. of beef to 25 gallons of soup, dry
rations were served out to all workers who
were registered as follows: half pound of
bread, two ounce of tea, one pound of
sugar, half pound of margarine and some
syrup.

The funds for this latter work were rais-
ed by the efforts of the Sports Entertain-
ments and Lectures Committee. An inter-
esting sidelight was thrown on the attitude
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or in German—whether you accept my pro-
posal.

Yours,
with revolutionary salute,
L. Stenved

7/8/21

of the chief labour fakir William Adamson,
who was leader of the Labour Party group
in the House of Commons last year. After
the liquid resources of the Union were fin-
ished, the question of pawning the Union
property was raised. Adamson lives in a
house that belongs to the Union, and when
it was proposed to mortgage it, he tried
to get a number of individuals to sign the
deed. (Keir Hardie it appears had an ex-
perience like that, and got his bed and
chattels taken by the Bailiff) . The rationing
scheme was applied to all workers whether
miners or not. To this Adamson objected
and wanted to confine relief to the Miners.
But he was defeated.

The effect of the demand for loans was
to cause the petty bourgeois elements to
withdraw their money from the local Co-
operative stores.

Another interesting side to the strike
was the attitude of the Defence Force. At
first the Marines were drafted into the
District. It became so common for the
women to walk past the pickets and to
carry away coal that it became a scandal
and the Marines had to be removed. The
policemen also were sympathetic, and, in-
deed, in many cases helped the women to
fill their buckets, fraternized with the men,
and wished them luck.

When the Marines were replaced by the
soldiers things were no better for the
bosses. Demonstrations were held as near
the mines as possible and within the hear-
ing of the soldiers. By means of gummed
labels with “Dont shoot” appeals stuck all
over the place; cartoons taken from the
Communist pasted on the walls, and a free
distribution of leaflets among the soldiers,
good work was done to undermine the
morale of men who were not too keen on
their job. The soldiers were dissatisfied
with being confined to their posts and de-
manded relief. When they were off duty the
miners fraternised with them; arranged box-
ing competitions; entertainments and all
kinds of sports and created an esprit de
corps which so alarmed the officers that
they took away vital parts of the rifles from
some of the soldiers and kept others with-
out ammunition.




One particular case of direct insubordi-
nation occurred at a place called Fallin in
Stirlingshire. A number of scabs were work-
ing here and a mass demonstration was
held to clear them out. When the strikers
moved forward to shift the blacklegs the
officer gave the command to fire. A soldier
shouted to the crowd that they had no
ammunition. Another held up a white flag.
The officer’'s command was obviously a
bluff, and the crowd broke through to the
scabs.

The soldiers were singing and whistling
the RED FLAG in the streets, and allow-
ing the strikers all kinds of licence. Many
of the militant miners had managed to join
up in the Defence Corps and in conjunction

Dear Vladimir,

Am availing myself of my uncle’s! trip
to send you warm greetings from our fami-
ly2, Karl®, Franz* and others. Please God
that our wishes come true in the coming
year. Wishing you all the best. Uncle will

with the Sinn Fein elements played a good
part in this demoralisation.

I pass these remarks on to you as given
to me by two comrades who occupied offi-
cial positions and were actively engaged in
the strike throughout its duration. I hope
you will find them of some interest to you
in your estimation of the British movement.

With Communist Greetings
Thomas Bell

“Reply sent August 13”%
Written in English
Not previously pubilshed

1. Lenin’s remarks. See Lenin’s reply in Collected Works,
Vol. 32, pp. 510-11.

Note from Rosa Luxemburg
December 20, 1918

tell you all about us. In the meantime,
handshakes and greetings.
Pravda, January 15, 1925

1. Eduard Fuchs—member of the Spartacus League's
Central Council. Was sent to Moscow to inform Lenin of
the situation in Germany.

2. Spartacists

3. Karl Liebknecht.

4. Franz Mehring.

Rosa

The Communist International—

some reflections

JOHANN KOPLENIG

Anti-Communists, both bourgeois and So-
cial-Democrat, who saw in the Communist
International a “secret weapon” of Soviet
diplomacy engaged in subversive activity
on a global scale, could never comprehend

that it was the biggest and most represen-
tative workers’ organization in history.
And today these same people assume in
their short-sightedness that any coopera-

tion between Communist parties can but
signify the establishment of another in-
ternational.

They could not be more wrong. For in
the 25 years since the dissolution of the
Comintern the Communist movement has
continued its growth, gaining ground in
the new and different conditions.

It goes without saying that besides their
own specific, national tasks, the parties
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are faced, as before, with important com-
mon tasks.

The first of these, as I see it, is the fight
for peace which has found concrete ex-
pression in the movement to halt the im-
perialist aggression against the people of
Vietnam.

Closely linked with this is the fight
against the world’s most powerful imperial-
ism, U.S. imperialism, against its crusade
against the peoples of Latin America, its
constant threats to socialist Cuba.

In this fight, the Communist parties of
the respective countries pursue a common
aim, guided by the immutable law of in-
ternational solidarity.

The second, no less important task fac-
ing the parties is to carry forward Marx-
ism-Leninism, critically to examine our
theoretical weapons and how to make the
best use of them in the present-day condi-
tions of struggle. It would be incorrect to
assume that this is the task of only the
parties in power.

To assess the history of our Interna-
tional properly it is not enough to look
back on its various decisions. These should
be examined in the context of the actions
waged by the Comintern at the time toge-
ther with other organizations, among them
the Profintern (Red International of Labor
Unions which united numerous trade
unions in different parts of the world and
the revolutionary opposition in the reform-
ist unions), and the three mass organiza-
tions that launched worldwide solidarity
movements. These included:

International Workers’ Relief, founded
in 1921, to organize international aid to
the population of the famine-stricken
Volga area. This was a very difficult task,
for the countries of Europe had not yet
recovered from the ravages of the war.
But it was successfully carried out, as
Lenin noted. Later, IWR organized relief
for strikers’ families and produced the first
revolutionary films abroad. Its publication
Arbeiterillustrierte, designed by the Ger-
man artist John Heartfield, was a powerful
weapon in the anti-fascist struggle;

International Labor Defense, established
a few vears later on the initiative of Helen
Stasova. a leading personality in the Bol-
shevik Party, rendered aid to political pri-
soners and persons persecuted for their
political beliefs. It headed the worldwide
solidarity actions, lasting six years, to save
the lives of Sacco and Vanzetti sent to
the electric chair by U.S. class justice.
After the July 1927 battles in Vienna, Wil-
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helm Pieck arrived in the city, to see what
could be done for the victims.

The ILD also had a branch in Austria
headed by Malke Schor. Its eminent lawyer
Dr. Egon Schoenhof, defended Communists
in many trials in Hungary, Bulgaria, Yugo-
slavia and Rumania;

The third mass organization of a special
type was the Anti-Imperialist League,
which served as a kind of bridge between
the working-class movement of the capi-
talist countries and the liberation move-
ment in the colonies. Its president was
Henri Barbusse. It later joined with the
Peace Movement, inaugurated in Amster-
dam. This movement held congresses in
Republican Madrid and in Paris.

I have drawn attention to these mass
organizations without which any account
of the Communist struggle would be in-
complete.

We have often heard it said that Dimit-
rov’s report to the Seventh Congress and
its resolutions came as a surprise to the
Communist parties. That is not so. Dimit-
rov brilliantly analyzed the experience of
each party, extracting and synthesizing
what was of general significance.

In the fight against fascism and the
danger of war it became clear that this
struggle called for joint actions not only
by the working class, but that broad demo-
cratic forces could become the allies of
the working class.

Thus, it was essential to explain that
the alternative to fascist dictatorship was
the establishment of a broad anti-fascist
front in defense of bourgeois democracy.

In Germany and other European coun-
tries this sienified returning to the par-
tially forgotten principles of the Commu-
nist International outlined in its united
front theses of 1922. In the case of the
Communist parties of the colonial and de-
pendent countries it signified a differen-
tiated approach to the national bourgeoisie
a large part of which could become the
allies of the working class in the fight
against colonial rule.

I should like in this connection to quote
from Lenin’s “Left-Wing” Communism —
an Infantile Disorder which he wrote in
1920 as a text-book, to some extent, for
the young Communist parties in the capi-
talist countries. In the chapter “No Com-
promises?” we read: “To carry on a war
for the overthrow of the international
bourgeoisie, a war which is a hundred
times more difficult, protracted and com-
plex than the most stubborn of ordinary




wars between states, and to renounce in
advance any change of tack, or any utiliza-
tion of a conflict of interests (even if tem-
porary) among one’s enemies, or any con-
ciliation or compromise with possible
allies (even if they are temporary, unstable,
vacillating or conditional allies)—is that
not ridiculous in the extreme? Is it not
like making a difficult ascent of an unex-
plored and hitherto inaccessible mountain
and refusing in advance to move in zig-
zags, ever to retrace one’s steps, or ever
to abandon a course once selected, and to
try others” (Collected Works, Vol. 31,
p. 72).

Here Lenin, the brilliant tactician, clear-
ly says that each Communist Party should
be flexible in its tactics, shaping them ac-
cording to the conditions at the given
moment and should seek allies prepared to
go with the Communists at least part of
the way.

This fundamental principle of Commu-
nist tactics was, regrettably, repeatedly
ignored during the rise of fascism.

The rise of Hitler and the danger of a
new war resulted in developments in Ger-
many getting priority during discussion of
international issues. This was, of course,
correct and necessary as far as Europe was
concerned. It should be added, however,
that the Communist Party of Germany, in
whose leadership Left sectarian elements
had considerable influence at the time, did
not always observe the above-mentioned
Leninist principle, and did not do enough
to win at least temporary allies in the
fight against fascism.

Needless to say, these factors influ-
enced the International’s approach to Aus-
trian problems, Thus, exceptionally great
importance was attached to events in Aus-
tria in the belief that they were the fore-
runners of a revolutionary situation. Hence

the Comintern’s criticism of the Party’s
failure in July 1927 to call for the estab-
lishment of workers’ councils as revolu-
tionary organs of power. Time was to show
this was incorrect, since the conditions
for taking power did not exist in the coun-
try at the time.

However, the fact that our Party jointly
with the Communist Party of Germany
stepped up the fight against fascism and
reaction was historically imperative. It is
true that the factional struggle started by
the Left sectarians in the Communist Party
of Germany had its repercussions also in
our Party.

I would particularly like to warn against
the following: dissociation from the Soviet
Union as suggested by some of our com-
rades. Every Communist knows that in its
advance towards communism the Soviet
Union still has to grapple with many prob-
lems. This is not surprising. After all, it is
moving along a road unexplored by any
other country, and the difficulties are mani-
fold, especially in the age of the rapid
development of science and technology.

At present not only economic problems
have to be tackled, but also the complex
problem of human relationships. It is not
only a question of overcoming survivals
of capitalism in the economy, but also in
the thinking of people. And this is some-
thing that cannot be solved on paper.

As Communists we must learn to under-
stand the difficulties facing the fraternal
parties in the socialist countries. We must
learn to understand that the parties in
power also have their problems,

Once we understand this, it will be
easier to polemicize with the opponents of
socialism. And knowledge of the history
of the international communist movement
can but benefit us.
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Socialist internationalism — the
guideline in the activity of the
Communist Party of
Czechoslovakia on the
international scene

VASIL BILAK

Czechoslovakia’s foreign policy has always
been an active one by reason of her loca-
tion in the heart of Europe and the threat
of aggression constantly emanating from
German imperialism. Economically, the
country ranks among the more highly de-
veloped countries in Europe, notwithstand-
ing her meagre raw materials resources.
This circumstance necessitated fairly
large-scale relations with the outside world
and especially with her European neigh-
bors.

After the defeat of Hitler and the ex-
pulsion of the nazi invaders, Czechoslo-
vakia turned to socialism. In this new
phase her international position acquired
a much greater importance. To begin with,
being the westernmost of the socialist
countries she faces the armies of the ag-
gressive Nato bloc as the socialist com-
munity’s first line of defense and thus a
key sector of its security system in Eu-
rope. Then there is the positive effect of
Czchoslovakia’s economic relations with
the other socialist states.

Our country is one of those European
states (the majority, in fact) that maintain
their independence and capacity for de-
fense, as well as their economic status and
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the welfare of their people, through co-
operation with other countries. The only
variable factor is that of orientation. And
that is where the experience of our pre-
Munich bourgeois republic showed our
peoples that reliance on the big capitalist
powers is ineffective and undependable.

Drawing the practical conclusion from
this sad experience, from this precarious
prewar alignment with the West, we con-
cluded a series of friendship and alliance
agreements with the Soviet Union and
other countries, chiefly the European so-
cialist states, and this while the war was
still on or shortly after it ended. What
needs stressing is that this new orienta-
tion, consistent with the historical exper-
ience of both Czechs and Slovaks, based on
the real situation of the country, was
adopted and carried out in Czechoslovak
foreign policy by, among others, no less a
statesman of experience than Eduard Benes
in 1943, that is, a few years before we fin-
ally opted for socialism.

Czechoslovakia’s liberation from the
Hitler occupation, for which mostly Soviet
soldiers paid with their lives (Soviet dead
in our territory alone exceeded 140,000),
bore out and justified this new orientation
on the Soviet Union, the first socialist
power whose military strength, coupled




with the heroism and sacrifice of its peo-
ple, contributed decisively to the world’s
deliverance from the fascist nightmare.

In the postwar we lived in a world filled
with irreconcilable class contradictions and
conflicts battling which our new socialist
society emerged. Today, too, the all too
real dangers implicit in the policy of the
aggressive forces, the increasing tensions
in different parts of the world, obtrude
themselves on our political thinking. World
imperialism works indefatigably in various
ways, violent and “peaceful,” to halt the
forces of progress, democracy, peace and
socialism. Proof of this is the increasing
number of putsches and coups against pro-
gressive regimes, the interminable succes-
sion of imperialist aggressions in different
parts of the world, and not least of all the
far-flung ideological offensive aimed at
evoking internal ideological erosion in the
socialist countries. What these facts re-
veal is that the “neutrality”’ slogan ban-
died by the Rightist anti-socialist forces in
our country in the summer months of 1968
was thoroughly false and anti-national. A
neutral Czechoslovakia is simply incon-
ceivable in the present world rent by
irreconcilable contradictions. The country
can go on building socialism and achieve
success only hand in hand with all the
socialist countries, especially the Soviet
Union. It is self-evident, therefore, that
being the country’s guiding force and wish-
ing to exercise the decisive influence on
her orientation and foreign policy, the
Communist Party must work for sincere
friendship and alliance with the Soviet
Union and the other socialist states in line
with the principles of socialist interna-
tionalism. What we mean by this is ideo-
logical unity, unity of action and compre-
hensive cooperation by the socialist coun-
tries and their Communist and Workers’
parties in the pursuit of common aims, co-
operation based on the fullest respect for
each other’s independence.

In the specific historical conditions of
the various countries and parties, socialist
internationalism based on mutual respect,
sovereignty, equality, international solid-
arity and mutual aid, is fusing of the na-
tional and international, the general and
the specific in their foreign policy. This
accords with the demands of the joint
struggle against the common enemy and
with the specific national interest of each
nation. To divorce the one from the other
is to depart from Marxism-Leninism, from
proletarian internationalism.

n"

European postwar growth was marked
by a sharpening of contradictions between
the capitalist and socialist countries, many
of which had been wartime allies. The
formation of Nato, the cold war, the “po-
sitions of strength” policy and the re-
emergence of militarist and revenge-seek-
ing forces in the German Federal Republic
showed that a political, economic and mili-
tary communty of most of the European
socialist countries was urgently needed to
safeguard the socialist system and Eu-
ropean peace and security. The Warsaw
Treaty Organization came into being as
just this kind of defensive alignment of
eight European socialist countries, able to
cope with any aggressive attack of world
imperialism and secure the essential peace-
ful environment for building socialism in
its member-countries.

The Czechoslovak Socialist Republic was
a charter member of the Warsaw Treaty
Organization, and apart from our sense of
international class solidarity with the
other socialist countries, we were deeply
convinced that in the existing situation
nothing but mutual cooperation as defined
in the Treaty could guarantee our secur-
ity. Czechoslovakia became a member of
the coalition for joint defense of the vital
interests of our people, who had decided
once and for all to follow the socialist way
in alliance with the USSR and the other
socialist countries. Motivated by their de-
sire for peace in Europe, the signatories of
the Warsaw Treaty indicated that once a
collective security system had been
achieved for all Europe, Nato and the War-
saw Treaty would become redundant and
should be dissolved. That is one of the es-
sential differences between the Warsaw
Treaty and the Atlantic Pact.

For Czechoslovakia and the other social-
ist countries, the Warsaw Treaty crowns
their system of mutual defense and friend-
ship treaties concluded bilaterally between
1943 and 1950. The friendship, cooperation
and mutual aid agreements we concluded
with our socialist friends define our inter-
national commitments and, naturally, all
the prerogatives in settling the practical
issues of our relationships. At the same
time, the agreements afford considerable
scope for further activity not only in the
framework of our relationship with our
allies, but also as regards our part in world
affairs. In the context of the Warsaw
Treaty we can pursue our specific national
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aims and interests consistent with our spe-
cial international, economic, political and
strategic position in Europe and concomi-
tant with the further growth of our relations
with the capitalist countries on the basis
of active peaceful coexistence and mutually
advantageous cooperation. Yet, certainly,
coordinating joint action and the efforts of
all the socialist countries in extending mu-
tual cooperation in line with the principles
of equality, sovereignty and national inde-
pendence, territorial integrity, fraternal co-
operation and solidarity, is one of the main
factors.

Close economic relations with the social-
ist countries, which account for nearly two-
thirds of Czechoslovakia’s foreign trade, are
essential for our socialist growth, and nat-
urally, the biggest share of our trade with
the socialist countries (approximately 35
per cent) is with the Soviet Union.

For Czechoslovakia, an industrially devel-
oped country with inadequate raw materials
resources, the Soviet market offers splendid
opportunities for an effective division of
labor, and this is not only today but in the
future. To be sure, the importance of the
vast Soviet market is also appreciated by
the big capitalist firms, competing furiously
for Soviet trade. The following figures for
1956-68 are indicative of the scale of
Czechoslovak-Soviet economic cooperation:
besides other goods, the USSR provided
Czechoslovakia with 17 million tons of
grain, nearly 700,000 tons of cotton, about
70,000 tons of wool, 51 million tons of oil,
80 million tons of iron ore, 2 million tons of
ferrous metal, 2.5 million tons of rolled
stock, 285,000 tons of copper, over 200,000
tons of aluminum, over 200,000 tons of lead,
nearly 3.5 million tons of dressed apatite,
170,000 tons of zinc, over 200,000 tons of
asbestos, nearly 5 million cu. m. of timber,
and machine tools and other equipment
worth about 1,200 million convertible
rubles.

All these imports are paid for chiefly with
commodities produced by our engineering,
textile, shoe, clothing, haberdashery and
other industries. Needless to say, sales of
many of these products in Western markets
are lower than they could be, because of
discrimination and competition. To sum up,
our economic relations with the Soviet Un-
ion and the other socialist countries enable
us to cope with many vital problems of
economic growth, especially the problem of
extensive exchange of our manufactured
commodities for raw materials and food
products, the problem of structural change
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in our fuel and power balance, and the
grain problem.

Obviously, in view of keen competition in
world markets, cooperation with the social-
ist countries accords with the basic inter-
ests of our country. That is why Czecho-
slovakia has a stake in the Council for

Mutual Economic Aid. Our economic
orientation mainly on the socialist countries
must prevail also in the interest of the eco-
nomic reform, which poses many difficult
problems. The other CMEA countries are
also in the midst of reform, generating
many valuable impulses and posing de-
mands for deeper international economic
cooperation in the CMEA framework.

Effective dynamic economic growth is
absolutely inconceivable without interna-
tional bonds in science and technology, par-
ticularly participation at a qualitatively
higher level in CMEA’s scientifico-techno-
logical cooperation scheme. And that calls
for a considerably improved organization
and for more effective use of the advantages
offered by the socialist international divi-
sion of labor. All progress in the area is
unquestionably consistent with the require-
ments of building socialism in our republic.
That is the reason why Czechoslovakia sup-
ports all measures designed to deepen the
division of labor among the socialist coun-
tries and submits for discussion its own
conceptions and proposals aimed at en-
livening the CMEA.

It could not be more obvious that the
politico-ideological differences due to which
some socialist countries onted out of col-
lective cooperation and withdrew from the
Warsaw Treaty Organization or CMEA or
both, are anything but beneficial. As we
see it, the different views held by socialist
countries on different issues are not reason
enough for dramatic conflicts and certainly
not reason enough for refusing to search
for ways of restoring or improving mutual
relations. On the contrary, our Party holds
that the views of others should be respect-
ed and understood, and that joint efforts
should be made to secure favorable and
acceptable solutions. That is whyv, in con-
formity with socialist internationalism,
the Party makes the most of all onnortun-
ities of consultation on urgent problems of
common interest and pursues effective bi-
lateral cooperation in every sphere.

As our Party sees it, expansion of mutual
economic and other relations, coupled with
joint action with the other European social-
ist countries accords with the common in-
terests of socialism, the interests of all the




democratic and progressive forces on the
European continent. The imperialist acts
of aggression and persistent attempts to re-
pattern post-war Europe in keeping with
the concepts of West German revenge-
seeking and militarist groups supported by
the United States, require joint counter-
action by the peaceful and democratic
forces. This applies doubly to the Com-
munist and Workers’ parties of those so-
cialist and capitalist countries which suf-
fered nazi occupation during the Second
World War and have to face up to the neo-
nazi provocations in the FRG.

ml

Czechoslovak Communists associate the
German question and recognition of the
postwar situation in Europe with the gen-
eral issues of European security. Our Party
is aware that as long as the commanding
heights in the FRG are held by the mono-
polies, a basis remains for continuous re-
production of the traditional interests and
aims of aggressive German imperialism,
imperilling the peaceful growth and secur-
ity of the European countries. The discon-
tent and disagreement over the status quo
in Europe, the craving for change publicly
avowed by official West German spokes-
men, are a constant, unmistakable threat,
a threat redoubled by Bonn's ambitious
foreign policy, its growing military
strength and the continued support of re-
venge-seeking and neo-nazi organizations.
To cope with this danger, the various West
German democratic organizations opposed
to the official aggressive line whose true
aims are camouflaged by the so-called new
eastern policy, must act in common and
coordinate their efforts.

Every step towards eliminating the reck-
lessness in the political strategy of former
West German governments and the present
“srand coalition” deserves our fullest sup-
port and solidarity. We are convinced that
this accords with the vital interests of our
country and of the other European states,
helps the efforts of the peaceful democra-
tic forces in the FRG and the unity of all
anti-fascist forces. A steady improvement
of our relations with the FRG could be an
important element in normalizing mutual
relations, provided Bonn draws the right
conclusions from the existing European
situation, abandons its claim to be sole
representative of Germany and recognizes
that Munich was unlawful from the very
outset. No one need doubt that we shall
render every possible support in our for-

eign policy to the German Democratic
Republic, and work on for its recognition
internationally.

As we see it, recognition of the two Ger-
man states and mutual relations between
them is the only way the German question
can be solved. We hold that a realistic
premise appeared in the GDR for the first
time in Europe’s history for making future
Germany a democratic, peaceful socialist
state and a dependable partner of all the
other European nations in their striving to
assure security and expand peaceful co-
operation irrespective of differences in the
social system.

Iv.

As before, our Party sees the problem
of European security and cooperation be-
tween countries with different social sys-
tems as a key factor of world, as well as
European, politics. We hold that the vital
interests of all European nations are cen-
tered in this issue and, hence, by reason of
their economic and political relations with
the rest of the world, also the interests of
mankind. Progressives will recall that in
the past the European policies of the im-
perialist powers created a breeding ground
for conflicts leading ultimately to the two
world wars.

The Communist Party and the Czecho-
slovak Government are convinced that our
country must play an active part in im-
proving the atmosphere for resolving the
main European problems, promoting con-
ditions necessary for a dependable Euro-
pean security system and all-European
economic, scientific and technological co-
operation. And in our foreign policy we
have always acted on this belief. Our ef-
forts on that score concentrate first and
foremost on normalizing conditions in Cen-
tral Europe. We are trying to make the
most of all the positive factors—historical,
cultural and geographical—linking the Cen-
tral European countries, promoting greater
mutual understanding and cooperation
among the European nations in accordance
with the aims expressed at the Karlovy
Vary Conference of European Communist
and Workers’ parties.

Czechoslovakia’s foreign policy in Eur-
ope, we hold, benefits the growth of social-
ism in our country and the world over,
especially since we associate peaceful co-
operation in Europe with the progressive
political movement of the anti-monopoly
and democratic forces that aspire to change
the political and social structure, to the
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democratic and socialist perspective in the
European capitalist countries. The policy of
active peaceful coexistence proclaimed at
the Conference of European Communist and
Workers’ parties on European security and
the decisions of the conference of six Com-
munist and Workers’ parties in Bratislava,
will always be the guideline for Czecho-
slovak foreign policy. And these efforts are
part of our general line, aimed at assisting
to the greatest possible extent the forma-
tion of a broad anti-imperialist front of all
progressive, democratic and socialist forces
in the world.

Our Party has stressed time and again
that the accent in our foreign policy, our
orientation in Europe, is on our relations
with the socialist countries. However,
Czechoslovakia is also initiating steps to
extend active contacts with countries on
other continents. We show a special inter-
est in the developing countries which by
their emergence on the international scene
exert an extraordinary influence on the mo-
dern world. Yet we must try not to over-
step our possibilities in global problems
related to the Middle East, Southeast Asia,
Africa, Latin America, etc. On the other
hand, we must do everything we can in
line with international efforts to remove
the unfair economic, political and social
disparities in countries of other continents.
Our Party and Government have pointed
out repeatedly that in our relations with
countries delivered from colonial rule we
should adhere more consistently to a realis-
tic assessment of their social growth and
aggregate role. As we see it, despite various
specific difficulties and temporary setbacks,
these countries are in the midst of an his-
torical turn the consequences of which will
inevitably affect the entire course of world
development.

We act on this, too, in our foreign pol-
icy, striving to extend international soli-
darity with the national liberation move-
ment in the common struggle against im-
perialism, colonialism and neo-colonialism,
to strengthen the sovereignty and national
independence of the newly-free countries,
to back up their independent economic
growth. We will continue to render political
and material aid to the heroic Vietnamese
people until final victory, and will work
for a political solution to the dangerous
crisis in the Middle East.

In all countries and regions of the Third
World, Czechoslovakia’s foreign policy is
designed to support the progressive forces,
to cooperate with them in resolving various
rroblems of growth and broader problems
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of international relations. In line with our
efforts to integrate our economy in a broad-
er international division of labor, we shall
promote to the extent of our ability and
need, equal, mutually advantageous trade
and economic cooperation with the Third
World countries, and in doing so are eager
to find non-traditional ways, new forms of
cooperation with the other socialist and
the non-socialist countries that could help
resolve the complicated problems of the
underdeveloped economies in the shortest
possible time and with the desired effect.
In brief, it is our wish to help with our
experience and resources to develop the
domestic productive forces there as the
main factor of equalization in rights with
the peoples of the developed capitalist and
socialist countries. That, to our mind, is the
main content of our international solidarity,
coupled with active support for their direct
confrontation with imperialism.

V.

Striving to apply Marxist-Leninist theory
creatively to Czechoslovak conditions, we
also consider it necessary to avail our-
selves of the experience and views of other
Communist and Workers’ parties, of the
world Communist movement in our hand-
ling of the complicated new problems of
socialist growth. As we see it, the strength
of socialism lies primarily in bringing out
the intrinsic possibilities of each socialist
state, its ties with the people, and the
greater international prestige and influence
of the socialist world community. Harmon-
ious politico-economic growth in the so-
cialist countries and cenditions for the
development of Marxist-Leninist theory
and socialist practice are decisive for the
spread of socialist and communist ideas.
We therefore consider the further growth
of socialism in Czechoslovakia, the mater-
ialization of the general regularities in
building socialist society and consideration
for the historical, social, economic, political
and cultural specifics of our country, as our
basic international responsibility, our con-
tribution to world socialism, to the unity
of the world Communist movement.

Convinced of this, we aim at finding
more effective ways for advancing our so-
ciety and rectifying past mistakes and de-
fects. Most important, we hold, is to carry
forward all the positive results achieved in
the years of building socialism, secure ef-
fective growth of the economy, carry
through the economic reform, develop ef-
fective forms of socialist democracy, in-




vigorate the democratic features of our
political system on the basis of the Nation-
al Front, enhance by democratic means the
leading role of the Party, and strengthen
the bonds between the Party and people in
working out and implementing policy. The
radical changes introduced by the January
1968 meeting of our Central Committee, ex-
pressed in the general political concept set
out in our Action Program, expressed in
everything we call the positive values of
post-January policy, helped restore these
principles and consolidate them by demo-
cratic means. That is the basis on which
we continue to pursue our foreign policy,
conscientiously meet our commitments to
the socialist community, uphold the prin-
ciples of proletarian internationalism and
strengthen our relations with the Com-
munist and Workers’ parties. At our Nov-
ember and December meetings and the
January 1969 meeting, the Central Com-
mittee stressed that we would not allow
forces seeking to distract the country from
building socialism to take ascendancy, that
we would combat Right-opportunist, anti-
socialist and anti-Soviet forces that try to
create anarchy and unrest by demagogic
slogans. Nor shall we overlook sectarianism
and dogmatism.

The Resolution of the November (1968)
Central Committee meeting says: “For us
there never has been any alternative to
allegiance to the socialist system, the
Warsaw Treaty and active participation in
the Council for Mutual Economic Aid . . .
All attempts to undermine our cooperation
with the socialist countries, like the irres-
ponsible attempts of some individuals to
proclaim the slogan of neutrality, will today
and in the future encounter determined
resistance by the Party.”

Our Party faces difficult problems, their
solution undoubtedly entailing considerable
strain, much statesmanship and Commun-
ist firmness. We know, too, that we shall
not solve our domestic problems unless we
draw on the experience and international
solidarity of the CPSU and all the other
Communist and Workers’ parties. To apply
Marxist-Leninist theory correctly, we must
study and analyze the experience of other
parties; that, in all circumstances, is a pre-
condition for drawing the right conclusions
concerning the growth of society and the
most effective solutions to the current
problems.

VL

We are convinced that fraternal cooper-
ation and mutual aid are in the national as

well as the international interests of the
socialist countries and fraternal parties.
Further growth of the socialist system and
the international working-class movement
depends on the degree to which the com-
mon principles of proletarian internation-
alism are observed in relations between
the parties. None of us are deluded into
thinking these are easy things to achieve.
The difficult problems facing the Commun-
ist and Workers’ parties and the disparities
in objective conditions provide soil for dif-
ferences of opinion as to their solution.
Yet we hold that given Communist mutual
understanding, differences over specific
issues should not lead to any lasting dis-
ruptions and that comradely exchanges and
an essential measure of tolerance offer a
good basis for gradually defining the dif-
ferences and putting them out of the way.

For this reason (and our Party has em-
phasized this more than once) we shall
continue to extend our contacts with all
fraternal parties in the socialist and capital-
ist worlds. We want to continue comparing
notes and experiences in bilateral contacts,
especially on concrete matters concerning
the principles and methods of Party guid-
ance in the economic, political and cultural
spheres of life in the socialist countries.

We shall continue to work for closer
relations not only at Central Committee
level, that is, through mutual visits by Par-
ty delegations, but also through closer con-
tacts between Party institutions and bodies
that had cooperated fruitfully in the past.

We must look to relationships that ac-
cord more harmoniously with the present
needs and enable us to verify our views and
attitudes to the maximum degree, agreeing
on ways of solving problems and coordin-
ating action.

Just as we consider it a permanent prin-
ciple for our country to orientate on the
USSR and on the other socialist states, a
principle on which our foreign policy will
doubtless continue to rest, we proceed
from working class and international posi-
tions in our relations with the other Com-
munist and Workers’ parties.

Apart from bilateral relationships, our
Party favors multilateral ties between
Marxist-Leninist parties. Accordingly, it
has taken part in all important conferences
of Communist and Workers’ parties. As we
see it, international consultations are ex-
tremely important in face of the continuing
imperialist provocations that imperil peace
and the security of the peoples.

To counter the imperialists, the Com-
munist and Workers’ Parties are taking
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joint action for jeace, national indepen-
dence, democracy #nd socialism, supporting
the fight of the peoples against imperialist
abuse and paving the way to anti-imperial-
ist unity.

At these meetings, the Marxist-Leninist
parties make joint studies of the current
problems, exchange experience and views
on specific problems, coordinating their ac-
tions and working out a common strategic
and tactical conception. That is why our
Party welcomes joint forms of internatio=al
contacts, for they cast light on the objec-
tive social process=s in the world of today
and contribute to the solutions.

Active participation in the fight for
greater unity with all progressive, demo-
cratic and peace-loving forces, a purpose-
ful, thoroughly weighed policy of spread-
ing and improving different forms of co-
operation and coordination, is the corner-
stone of our internationalist policy. For this
reason, the Communist Party of Czechoslo-
vakia acclaims every action designed to
invigorate the Communist movement and
the progressive lorces.

Our Party encourages the work of mass
organizations on the international scene,
so long as these organizations follow con-
crete anti-imperialist concepts. A big role
in this is played by the Czechoslovak trade
unions, which are charter members of the
Anti-Monopoly Committee of the World
Federation of Trade Unions and therefore
cooperate with the trade unions in other
socialist countries, in the developed capita-
list countries and in the developing coun-
tries in tre fight against imperialism, colo-
nialism and neo-colonialsm.

We atiach special importance to unity of
the world Communist movement. We know
that common views and actions consistent
with the general tendency are hammered
out in continuous confrontations of ideas,
often in sharp clashes of the old with the
new. However, we are deeply disturbed by
some aspects in the relations between Com-
munist and Workers’ parties, particularly
as regards coordinating action against im-
perialism. As we see it, it is the duty of
all our parties to do their utmost in over-
coming the differences, especially in areas
related to the main interests of the revolu-
tionary working class and the progressive
movement.

We firmly believe that the comradely
atmosphere, the mutual understanding and
the tolerance which prevail at our inter-
national conferences and gatherings pro-
vide ample opportunity for a free exchange
of views and for achieving unity in resolv-
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ing concrete urgent matters. As we see it,
this spirit of comradeship enables the par-
ties to find a common approach and reach

effective agreement, helping to resolve

these issues.

Our Party made a positive contribution
to the international meetings of Commu-
nist and Workers’ parties in 1957 and 1960.
Fraternal parties in Europe entrusted us
with organizing the Karlovy Vary Confer-
ence in 1967. We have taken part in all
the consultative and preparatory meetings
devoted to the forthcoming world Commu-
nist conference. Our views, opinions and
experience were invariably well received.
Our delegation met half-way all construc-
tive proposals aimed at achieving common
attitudes and promoting joint action.

Our internationalist traditions and sense
of responsibility are a constant reminder
that we must do our utmost to help resolve
the current problems of the Communist
movement.

As we see it, this should be our main
positive contribution to the preparations
for the forthcoming world conference in
Moscow. Together with the other parties,
we shall apply our experience and assist
in working out the new tasks of our inter-
national movement.

On the other hand, in view of the current
situation in our country and the problems
encountered in developing our socialist so-
ciety, our Party needs the support of the
other contingents of the revolutionary
movement. This applies particularly to our
implementing the decisions of our latest
Central Committee meetings. We need com-
radely support for all our measures aimed
at stabilizing on socialist lines the political
situation in our country.

We want firmer relations with the other
Communist and Workers’ parties. We are
grateful to them for their understanding.
And we shall continue to supply them with
objective information relating to the con-
crete issues of our home and foreign policy,
and the key aspects of the situation in
our country.

Since August 1968 imperialist propagan-
da has redoubled its attacks on the socialist
system in our country. We shall therefore
be grateful to the fraternal parties in the
capitalist countries for intensifying their
fight against this propaganda, exposing the
imperialist attempts to slow down the con-
solidation in the CSSR and carrying on
the fight against distortions of particular
aspects in our internal political develop-
ment. That would make our work easier,




it would help us normalize the situation
more quickly, and reinforce socialist rela-
tions in Czechoslovakia.

The main object of our present efforts
on the international scene is to achieve
unity of action by the fraternal socialist
countries and the entire world Communist
movement, a unity necessary for going on

the offensive against all the reactionary
forces, a policy fusing the broad movement
of all revolutionary, progressive and demo-
cratic forces of the world. As before, the
Communist Party of Czechoslovakia will
apply every effort in behalf of unity and
will work actively for it at the forthcoming
conference of the fraternal parties.

Some lessons of the
Hungarian Sovielt Republic

ISTVAN SZIRMAI

THE HUNGARIAN Communist movement,
proud of its revolutionary traditions, con-
stantly turns to the lessons of its past,
applying the experience in the new con-
ditions.

In the half-century since the proclama-
tion of the Hungarian Soviet Republic the
balance of forces in the world has changed
in favor of socialism, peace and social pro-
gress, but imperialism is still a powerful
aggressive force, and there are still divi-
sions in the international labor movement.
The class betrayal by Right-wing Social
Democracy and the absence of revolution-
ary working-class unity greatly facilitated
the rise of fascism and the unleashing of
the Second World War. And now once
again, we witness dangerous manifesta-
tions of both reformism, conciliation with
the bourgeoisie, disregard of the class
struggle, and petty-bourgeois anarchistic
pseudo-radicalism gnawing away at unity
—the decisive condition for the victory of
the working class.

The conditions in the world today are
not what they were half a century ago,
but the fight for the new world of com-
munism remains on the order of the day.
It will not be out of place, therefore, to
recall some of the universally significant
lessons of the Hungarian Soviet Republic,

the more so as the passage of five decades
provides a vantage point from which to
appraise its objective importance.

Ten years after the first proletarian dic-
tatorship in Hungary the memory of it sig-
nified only a hope, the possibility of a fu-
ture victory. Study of the causes and cir-
cumstances of the defeat stimulated a
search for new methods of struggle. Cher-
ishing this hope in the conditions of en-
forced isolation, the Hungarian Commus-
nists sometimes tended to see the road to
victory as being too short and easy.

Twenty years later, when our Party, in-
spired by the ideas of the Seventh Con-
gress of the Comintern, set about organiz-
ing the anti-fascist struggle, the democra-
tic and emancipatory traditions of our
people were advanced to the foreground.
The traditions of the 1919 Soviet Republic
naturally retained their honored place, but,
with the Horthy terror rampant and Hitler
aggression underway, a popular-democra-
tic unity presented itself as the sole way
out of the sectarian isolation to the Lenin-
ist policy of broad alliance.

Thirty years later we recalled 1919
when power was in the hands of the work-
ing class. And although the Party did much
at the time to cleanse the memory of the
Soviet Republic from the filth and slander
which the fascist counter-revolution had
poured on it for twenty-five years, we, due
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to mistakes of the then leadership of the
Party, remained very much in debt to this
memory; we failed to resurrect it and to
use it in the way revolutionary duty com-
manded. Largely responsible for this were
violation of law, which included among its
victims many leading figures and fighters
of the 1919 days, the Rakosi cult with its
distortion of historical truth, and the op-
portunist pragmatism of the Party leader-
ship, which neglected ideological struggle,
inevitable if the traditions of 1919 were to
be maintained and, acting on a one-sided
understanding of the democratic fight for
independence, ignored the socialist nation-
al traditions, above all the major impor-
tance of 1919, and the Marxist view of the
interrelationships of the socialist and de-
mocratic traditions.

By 1959, on the occasion of the fortieth
anniversary of the first Hungarian Soviet
Republic, wise with the experience of the
fights against the counter-revolution and
for socialist consolidation, we had made
good the wasted time and had restored the
truth about 1919; we did this in the fight
against Right revisionism and “Left” sec-
tarianism. This experience made it clear
to us that even the eminently progressive
democratic and national-liberation tradi-
tions can be turned against socialism when
a class approach and an historically-critical
objectivity are overlooked. We realized too
the price to be paid for a voluntarism
which injects the venom of nationalism
into the portrayal of the past of our nation
and of our movement.

He who invokes real, or imaginary, tran-
sient tactical interests, to engage in a
selective refashioning of the past, is guilty
of a non-Marxist subjectivism. True to the
Party spirit and objectivity of historical
materialism, we see the Hungarian Soviet
Republic as a stage in a revolutionary pro-
cess, a process which reaches down to our
times. The vantage point of fifty years
later enables us to appreciate in all its
fullness the significance of 1919: the se-
cond — irrevocably victorious — socialist
revolution in Hungary shows that its pre-
decessor, which suffered a temporary de-
feat, was not a brief interlude in Hungar-
ian history, not something accidental, and
not an alien body in the organism of our
nation, but an immanent necessity of in-
ternational class struggle and of the class
struggle in Hungary itself. The 1919 Soviet
Republic was truly a radically new pheno-
menon in the life of Hungarian society,
one which heralded the dawn of the new
history of the country, of its socialist re-
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naissance. Though drowned in blood, the
proletarian revolution proved stronger and
more viable than the victory-intoxicated
counter-revolution.

IL

The revolutionary events of 1918-19 in
Hungary bore the direct imprint of the
October Revolution in Russia. Even the
Russian revolution of 1905 had its rever-
berations in Hungary; but at that time the
class struggle in our country, in many
respects similar to the class struggle in
Russia, reached only the level of a revolu-
tionary possibility. In December 1905
Endre Ady, Hungarian revolutionary de-
mocrat, thinker and poet, discerned the
class essence of the revolutionary move-
ment in Russia and its prospects, whereas
the pundits of Social-Democratic reform-
ism, clinging to their non-Marxist dogmas,
held that the working class can play only
the subordinate role of ally and assistant
of the bourgeoisie in the bourgeois-demo-
cratic revolution. ‘“This awesome upheaval
will be the pride of history,” Ady wrote.
“The pride, a lesson and a justification.
Hitherto the people were spoken of only
in empty, obscure phraseology. Even the
most inspired apostles never expected con-
scious action from them. But now the pro-
letariat has returned the people to the
people. The people have risen to their feet
and are remaking the world.” The Russian
revolution of 1905 suffered defeat, but
after October 1917 the conviction that the
proletariat can return the people to the
people began to take root in Hungary.

The bourgeois-demoocratic revolution of
1918, of which the working class was the
principal motive force, was one of the tidal
waves set in motion by the October Revo-
lution. The Hungarian Soviet Republic of
1919 demonstrated not only the interna-
tional impact of October but also the uni-
versal validity of the truths of the socialist
revolution, of Leninism. Both the positive
and the negative experience of our 1919
testify to the international character of
Leninism: the gains of the Hungarian pro-
letarian revolution accrued from the assi-
milation and application of Leninism, while
its mistakes and its weaknesses resulted
from departure from the Leninist teaching.

In the course of a few months, from its
founding in November 1918 up to the pro-
clamation of the Soviet Republic on March
21, 1919, the Communist Party won the
political support of the working class and
the confidence of the other strata of the




working people. What explains this rapid
spread of Leninism? Why did the war-
weary, poverty-stricken masses opt for the
road of the October Revolution? Why did
the example of Soviet Russia, bleeding as
it was from the thousand wounds inflicted
by the foreign intervention and civil war,
signify the only possible way out for the
Hungarian working people? The similarity
of social structures in pre-revolutionary
Russia and Hungary, while it facilitated
the spread of Leninism, does not explain
it. The Hungarian workers, peasants and
intellectuals who followed the Communist
Party aligned themselves with the ideas
and practice of October. And not only be-
cause they had had enough of the capi-
talist-landlord system of the Austro-
Hungarian monarchy, but also because
they had become disillusioned with the
bourgeois “freedom” which left exploita-
tion intact and upheld it, could not cure
the ills that were plaguing the country and
did not measure up even to the classical
demands of bourgeois-democratic revolu-
tion. Leninism found fertile soil in Hun-
gary because the Hungarian workers and
peasants saw that it offered solutions to
their own problems. For them Leninism
was not an article of ideological import
but a theory and strategy making possible
a solution of the country’s social contra-
dictions in a revolutionary way. Affirma-
tion of the international character of
Leninism is one of the most important les-
sons of the Hungarian Soviet Republic.
Leninism owed its influence in Hungary
to the universality of its ideas. Tactical
details pertaining to conditions specifically
Russian had a lesser impact; the Hungar-
ian Communists did not know much about
them. What attracted and inspired them
was an experience which demonstrated the
possibility and the necessity of revolution-
ary action. They were attracted and in-
spired by the rebirth and further develop-
ment of the revolutionary spirit of Marx-
ism, by the idea of proletarian dictator-
ship, by the break with reformism, by
the program of a united revolutionary
workers’ party with its call to action.

In the later history of Hungarian refor-
mism its struggle against Leninism merged
with vilification of the Hungarian Soviet
Republic and of the Soviet Union. Anti-
Sovietism dates from the birth of the So-
viet state; in a thousand ways it suits the
book of capitalism. The hoary reformist
dogma that at the time of the 1914-18
World War feudalism prevailed in both
Russia and Hungary and that therefore

oniy a bourgeois revolution under the
leadership of the bourgeoisie was possible
there, while a socialist revolution was
ruled out—this dogma was directed at
once against the memory of the Hungarian
Soviet Republic and against the Soviet
Union. “Russia signifies revolution — the
Great French Revolution. But Russia does
not signify socialism, and there is no task
more important for us than to separate the
cause of socialism from Russia, to prevent
the two from ever being associated with
each other,” so declared a leading ideo-
logue of Right-wing Social Democracy in
Hungary in 1937. The same striving 1s evi-
dent today, fifty years after the Hungarian
Soviet Republic, in the imperialist tactic
of “softening up,” in the revisionist denial
of the historical truths of the past half-
century, in the petty-bourgeois and nation-
alistic magnification of national features.
Hungarian Communists have always asso-
ciated socialism with the Soviet Union;
this stems from our communist awareness,
our Leninist convictions, our traditions
and the past fifty years experience of our
people. And whatever some may say to the
contrary, we hold that this experience has
not only Hungarian but also international
significance.

Leninism provided the basis on which
the Hungarian Communist and Social-De-
mocratic parties fused in 1919. The Left
Social-Democrats accepted the proletarian
dictatorship in good faith and consistently
upheld the cause of revolutionary social-
ism. But recognition of communism by the
out and out Right and Center Social-Demo-
crats proved, in most cases, to be formal,
being a reluctant admission rather than
acceptance of the socialist revolution. The
Communist leaders, and in the first place
Bela Kun, realized that any dissolution of
the Communist organizations in the Social-
Democratic Party and in the trade unions
would be contrary to the interest of the
proletarian dictatorship, of the working
class. Some weeks after the proclamation
of the Soviet Republic Bela Kun said: “It
is necessary to purge the Party, to make
it solid, united and disciplined . . . The
Party organizations should be active in
the working-class movement as principled
and theoretically mature leaders; they
should be principled and theoretically ma-
ture leaders of the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat, which is the crowning point of
the entire workers’ movement.” The im-
perialist intervention prevented the Com-
munists from carrying out this task, but
what Bela Kun said about the unity and
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the leading role of the Party remains a
topical lesson of the Hungarian Soviet
Republic.

At the moment of taking power in 1919
the two parties merged; in 1948, in the pro-
cess of establishing the dictatorship of the
proletariat, a united revolutionary party of
the working class was formed, becoming
the foundation of working-class rule. The
union was prepared by the struggle against
Right Social Democracy, by discussions in
which the working people actively partici-
pated. Unfortunately, the political rallying
of the Communists and former Social-
Democrats was complicated by the mis-
takes made after 1949, by the distortions,
such as mistrust of former Social-Demo-
crats and disregard of the need to wage
a principled struggle against reformism.
In 1956 the Rights who had been expelled
from the SDP at the time of the merger
reconstituted the party as a counter-revo-
lutionary force and tried to destroy the
unity of the working class. But working-
class unity stood the test and gained
strength in the fight against the counter-
revolution and reformism disguised as
“national communism.” In 1956, for the
first time since 1945, international reaction
attempted, by rallying the forces of the
Right, including a revived Social-Demo-
cratic Party, to pave the way to capitalist
restoration. It wanted the Social-Democra-
tic Party only for its name, using it to
unite the anti-Communist, anti-Soviet re-
actionaries thirsting for revenge. This ex-
perience brought home to our Party the
importance of the behest of 1919: to safe-
guard and strengthen the revolutionary
unity of the working class.

IIL

The 1919 proletarian revolution and the
dictatorship of the proletariat were not re-
plicas of their Russian counterparts. Lenin
pointed out on many occasions that the
revolution in Hungary had confirmed the
universal character of the aims of the Octo-
ber Revolution precisely because condi-
tions in Hungary differed in many respects
from those in Russia and the Hungarian
revolution differed in form from the Octo-
ber Revolution. In Hungary the working
class accounted for a greater share of the
population; the Social-Democratic Party
and the trade unions were legal, though
under close political control; there were
differences in the character of the nation-
al contradictions. More important, the

Hungarian proletarian revolution, although
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in essence akin to the October Revolution,
was carried out in a different way. “The
form of transition to the dictatorship of
the proletariat in Hungary,” wrote Lenin,
“is altogether different from that in Rus-
sia—voluntary resignation of the bourgeois

government, instantaneous restoration of
working-class unity, socialist unity on a
communist program. The nature of Soviet
power is now all the clearer . . .—the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat” (Collected
Works, Vol. 29, pp. 388).

The 1919 revolution triumphed in a
peaceful way, without an armed uprising.
The revolutionary masses compelled the
bourgeois government to cede power to
the working class. Our experience proved
the possibility of the proletarian revolu-
tion winning without armed violence. The
roads to victory are many, but social con-
flict is unavoidable no matter which road
is taken. Any form of proletarian dictator-
ship necessitates prompt consolidation of
power and the use of means of power
against the class enemy. Firm power must
be established and used by the working
class in keeping with the concrete condi-
tions. Ultimately our working class won
power in bitter class struggle. It could not
choose the parliamentary way, for the par-
liament, in which not even the Social
Democrats were represented due to dis-
criminatory restrictions, had lost the con-
fidence of the masses.

The birth of our Soviet Republic was not
attended by violence, but international im-
perialism, acting hand in hand with the
home reactionaries, embarked on war
against the Republic and overthrew Hun-
gary’s first workers’' government. This ex-
perience cannot be disregarded.

The lessons of our Soviet Republic,
while demonstrating the possibility of non-
violent revolution, at the same time warn
against reformist and pacifist illusions. In
March 1919, our working class performed
a revolution—it took over power peace-
fully. But counter-revolution, relying on
the forces of international reaction, unhesi-
tatingly unleashed armed violence and
terror. Then came defeat and the Trianon
diktat of the imperialists.

The people’'s democratic revolution car-
ried out following the liberation differed
from the 1919 revolution. But from the
vantage point of present-day development,
we can see the essential similarities: what
triumphed in the peoples democratic form
was the same socialist revolution for which
our working class had fought in 1919; both
in 1919 and 1947-48, the dictatorship of




the proletariat was established and it
turned the factories and banks into public
property, organized the economy and de-
fense of the country, crushed the resis-
tance of the exploiting classes and effect-
ed a cultural revolution. In both cases, i.e.,
in 1919 and after 1945, the socialist revolu-
tion triumphed peacefully.

Regrettably, after 1948-49 the Party
leadership failed to use the advantages and
to avert the dangers inherent in the peace-
ful form of revolution. International and
home reaction, aided by Right revisionism,
turned the criticism of the mistakes of the
leadership, the disillusionment and dissa-
tisfaction of the masses, against the prole-
tarian dictatorship, against the socialist
system. The 1956 counter-revolution was
made easier by the fact that the bour-
geoisie had preserved much of its political
strength, whereas resistance to its dema-
gogy was weakened by the failure of part
of the Party membership to see the funda-
mental difference between communism and
bourgeois democracy. The 1956 armed
struggle against the international and Hun-
garian bourgeoisie was provoked by the
counter-revolution. The Hungarian Com-
munists, the Revolutionary Workers’ and
Peasants’ Government turned for military
help to the Soviet Union. In the new situa-
tion arising as a result of Soviet assistance
the superior forces of the socialist revolu-
tion, which had been forced to retreat
under the pressure of reaction and betray-
al, reformed and struck back. The military
and political victory over the counter-
revolutionaries made possible the further
peaceful development of the socialist re-
volution.

V.

From the distance of half a century the
Hungarian Soviet Republic appears before
us in all its historical grandeur: our first
workers’ government was an organic com-
ponent of the international proletarian re-
volution and national history, a continua-
tion of the class and national-liberation
struggles in Hungary. By means of the
Entente’s armed intervention the landlords
and capitalists crushed the proletarian dic-
tatorship, which, in defending the revolu-
tion, also defended national independence.
The policy of the first workers’ govern-
ment was internationalist as well as na-
tional because it accorded with the inter-
ests of the overwhelming majority of the
nation and first and foremost of the work-
ing class, because it applied the interna-
tional theory of Leninism in Hungarian

conditions, and because it associated the
cause of national independence with that
of social emancipation.

The leaders of the Hungarian Soviet Re-
public committed no few mistakes, but of
these mistakes they themselves were the
severest critics. But the Republic did not
perish because of its mistakes, it was
crushed by the superior military power of
imperialism. Home and foreign reaction
which attacked the Republic openly called
itself counter-revolution and flaunted its
white banner. It combined ruthless terror
with social and nationalistic demagogy,
declaring that the Communists were trai-
tors to the country, that the dictatorship
of the proletariat was a crime and friend-
ship with the Soviet Union a national
catastrophe.

The Republic was subverted also from
within, by the Right and Centrist Social-
Democratic leaders who held top posts in
the government. Assessing the role of the
Right Social-Democrats and Centrists in
1919, Lenin wrote: ‘“As far as the indivi-
dual is concerned, there is a very great
difference between a man whose weakness
of character makes him a traitor and one
who is a deliberate, calculating traitor;
but in politics there is no such difference,
because politics involves the actual fate
of millions of people, and it makes no dif-
ference whether the millions of workers
and poor peasants are betrayed by those
who are traitors from weakness of char-
acter or by those whose treachery pursues
selfish aims.” (Collected Works, Vol. 30,
pp. 354-55.)

The counter-revolutionary terror that
followed August 1919 inaugurated the right
of freedom to kill. Wholesale executions
took place—with and without trial—and
not only of Communists, but also of sym-
pathizers and even non-sympathizers who
happened to stand in the way of one of
the counter-revolutionary gangs. The anti-
Communist witch-hunt was accompanied
by anti-Semitic campaigns and pogroms.

The transition to this counter-revolution-
ary terror, the abolition of the gains of the
proletarian dictatorship were the work of
the so-called trade union government of
Right-wing Social-Democrats which lasted
in office six days. Their belief that after
the dictatorship of the proletariat and in
its stead they were installing ‘“democracy”
and that by abolishing workers’ rule they
would forestall extreme reaction, was an
opportunistic illusion as common and na-
tural as was the collapse of all such illu-
sions.
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After the Hungarian Soviet Republic had
been drowned in blood, even those who
had anticipated progress and rejected the
counter-revolutionary regime, wrongly be-
lieved that the defeat of the proletarian
dictatorship signified the end of the his-
torical mission of the Hungarian working
class, that henceforth leadership would be-
long to the peasantry or the intelligentsia,
that the problems of national life demand-
ed now an ethnic, “racial”’, and not a class
approach. The Communists adhered, as
before, to class principles. They pinned
their hopes first and foremost on the work-
ing class, and ultimately were proved cor-
rect.

We know now the worth of all the ab-
stract declarations concerning the leading
role of the working class and the Com-
munist Party. This role must be won, and
winning it calls for studying, from the
standpoint of the working class,, from the
standpoint of its scientific ideology, not
only the class enemy, but also the condi-
tions, specific problems, potential and
psychology of the other classes and other
strata of the working people. Only in this
way can the Communist Party build the
basis for its policy of alliances, which is
indispensable for gaining and retaining vic-
tory. At the time of our Soviet Republic
Lenin wrote in a letter to the Hungarian
workers: “Classes can be abolished only
by the dictatorship of that oppressed class
which has been schooled, united, trained

and steeled by decades of the strike and
political struggle against capital—of that
class alone which has assimilated all the
urban, industrial, big-capitalist culture...
of that class alone which will be able to
bear all the hardships, trials, privations
and great sacrifices which history inevi-
tably imposes upon those who break with
the past and boldly hew a road for them-
selves to a new future . . .” (Collected
Works, Vol. 29, p. 390.) The practice of
the international and Hungarian working-
class movement has borne out Lenin’s
words.

Today, too, our movement has its prob-
lems; but difficulties, temporary setbacks
and vacillations cannot obscure the his-
torical trend of the advance of the socialist
revolution. The Twentieth Congress of the
CPSU, the 1957 and 1960 world Commu-
nist forums, basing themselves on the rich
experience of the world movement, refor-
mulated, in the Leninist spirit, the princi-
ples of this advance, which will be the
faster the more correctly we interpret and
apply these principles. Viewed in perspec-
tive, the temporary setbacks and retreats
are of a transient character, whereas the
consolidation and advance of socialism are
permanent factors. Our revolutionary op-

timism, which springs from the experience
of success and trial, of advance and set-

back, is one of the cardinal lessons of the
Hungarian Soviet Republic and of all the
battles of the past fifty years.

The Austrian Party Congress

FRANZ MUHRI

The importance of the Austrian Communist
Party’'s 20th Congress (Vienna, January
3-6) can be summed up as follows:

1. In the complex inner-Party situation
following months of discussion, which
continued at the congress and revealed
fundamental differences on vital political
and ideological issues, the congress was
able to formulate and adopt a clear politi-

28 World Marxist Review

cal program. There was near unanimity on
the main resolution and unanimous ap-
proval of the Central Committee’s politi-
cal report. The two documents furnished
answers to the numerous questions posed
in the discussion and charted the Party’s
future course. We reaffirmed, developed
and concretized the decisions of the pre-
vious (19th) congress held in 1965.




2. The Congress adopted new Party
Rules amplifying the principles of inner-
party democracy and stressing the need
for discipline and joint fulfilment of party
decisions.

3. It elected a new Central Committee
which includes many younger men from
industry, trade union and youth organiza-
tions.

INTERNATIONAL SITUATION

The Central Committee report and the
congress resolution highlight the funda-
mental difference between the world role
of imperialism, notably U.S. imperialism,
and that of the socialist countries, particu-
larly the Soviet Union.

U.S. imperialism has throughout the past
years been escalating its war of aggression
in Vietnam, supporting the venal dictator-
ial regime in Saigon and many similar
regimes in different parts of the world and
has had a hand in the Middle East crisis.
West German imperialism, persisting in its
claim to speak for all Germany, is the
chief menace to European péace and secur-
ity. Colonialism and neo-colonialism dis-
close the reactionary and inhuman nature
of imperialism.

In contrast, the Soviet Union and the
socialist countries have—and this is em-
phasized in the congress resolution —
worked towards democratic and human-
istic aims; they are, in fact, the bulwark
of Vietnam’s liberation struggle and of all
peoples striving for freedom and inde-
pendence; they are the chief international
force working for peace, democracy and
socialism.

The roots of this fundamental difference
in the role played by the imperialist and
the socialist states should be sought in
their internal social structures. The dis-
tineuishing feature of the imperialist coun-
tries is an unparalleled concentration of
economic and political power. Monopoly
capital, waxing rich on war and arma-
ments, has a vital stake in exploiting its
own and other peoples, exerts a dominant
influence. Growing economic and political
instability, sharper contradictions and
greater insecurity coupled with a tenden-
cy to resort to authoritarian rule—these
are the hallmarks of capitalism.

In contrast to this is the socialist struc-
ture and basic development trend in the
Soviet Union and in the other socialist
countries, where the means of production
are owned by society and exploitation has

been abolished. There are no classes or
social groups that profit from war and its
preparation or from the exploitation of
other nations. On the contrary, military
expenditure necessitated by the existence
of aggressive imperialism is a heavy burden
on the USSR and the other socialist coun-
tries.

We affirmed anew the proposition enun-
ciated by the 19th congress that the social-
ist revolution is inevitably associated with
far-reaching democratic changes. It inau-
gurates a cultural revolution, which, for
the first time, guarantees genuine develop-
ment of the personality, and it enables
the workers to take over the management
of industry.

The attitude to the Soviet Union and the
socialist countries generally was a main
topic of discussion both before and during
the congress. And the congress gave a clear-
cut answer, declaring that the principles of
autonomy and solidarity must be correctly
combined.

The building of socialism in the Soviet
Union and in the other socialist countries
has not always been a straight and smooth
road. There is no automatic guarantee
against mistakes, nor of unhampered suc-
cess in building up the economy or in
establishing socialist democracy. Every-
thing depends on the constructive activity
of the working class and the people, on a
correct policy by the Communist Party.

Austria borders on the socialist world
and, as in no other West European country,
every development in the socialist lands
immediately becomes a factor of internal
policy in Austria. Hence every economic
advance and every new development in so-
cialist democracy help the Austrian Com-
munists. Conversely, every difficulty en-
countered and every mistake made in build-
ing socialist society complicates matters.

The Congress decisions clearly and em-
phatically state that solidarity with the
Soviet Union and the socialist countries is
an inviolable principle for our party. While
discussing our differences in a businesslike
and comradely manner, we are anxious to
pursue our joint fight against imperialism.
He who forsakes solidarity with the Soviet
Union, the Central Committee report says,
cannot be considered a Communist.

In reviewing the international situation,
the congress resolution noted that imperial-
ism has not relinquished its designs against
the socialist states and in some areas has
actually launched successful attacks. The
resolution also noted the continuation of
the arms drive, the increased economic
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and military capability of West German
imperialism and the heightened menace of
local wars and of a third world war. How-
ever, the congress was able to record that
in recent years imperialism had failed to
achieve its aim in any crucial area (Viet-
nam, the Middle East, Europe). The forces
of socialism, democracy and peace have
grown and are playing an active role. This
is especially noticeable in the steadfast
solidarity movement with Vietnam. Indeed,
international solidarity helped in getting
the bombing of North Vietnam stopped and
in starting the Paris negotiations.

In Western Europe, and not least in West
Germany, there is a rising movement for
European security. Powerful mass move-
ments in France and Italy have an impor-
tant relevance to the socialist perspective
in Europe.

In short, the congress reaffirmed the pos-
sibility of averting both local conflict and
a world nuclear war and rejecteu the er-
roneous views on peaceful coexistence ex-
pressed by some people in the party. Over-
coming these views is a necessary prelude
to intensifying the fight for peace. We re-
jected any underestimation of the conse-
quences of a nuclear war and the view
that a third world war would be the prelude
to world revolution. Nor can we accept the
tendency to underestimate the aggressive
character of imperialism and the sharp
struggle taking place between the forces
of socialism and capitalism. Peaceful co-
existence rests on the principle that all
issues can be resolved without resort to
war. All nations long for peace, and for
them peaceful coexistence of countries
with differing social systems is a matter of
life and death. Nor should peaceful co-
existence be seen as a matter purely for
diplomacy, concerning the relations be-
tween the great powers. Above all peaceful
coexistence calls for resolute mass action
against aggressive imperialism; it rules out
any retention of colonial and neo-colonial
positions and compromise with capitalism.
It implies the right to national liberation
and sovereignty, and also the right to opt
for socialism without any outside interfer-
ence. Without eliminating colonialism and
neo-colonialism, without forcing imperial-
ism to yield its positions of power, there
can be no enduring peace on earth.

Taking these principles as its starting
point, the Congress declared in its resolu-
tion: “The Communist Party of Austria
considers the fight for peace, disarmament,
detente, solidarity with heroic Vietnam
and all national liberation movements, with
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the Communists and democrats of Greece,
Spain, Portugal, Indonesia and other coun-
tries locked in battle against tyrannical dic-
tatorships, to be one of its chief tasks.
Preservation of Austrian neutrality is a
decisive contribution to peace and inter-
national detente. We call upon the Aus-
trian Government, parliament, the political
parties and the trade unions to support, in
the spirit of genuine neutrality, and to
work by means of various initiatives to-
wards the following goals:

Peace in Vietnam on the basis of its
peoples’ freedom and right to self-determi-
nation in keeping wtih the proposals of the
Democratic Republic of Vietnam and the
National Liberation Front of South Viet-
nam; recognition of the latter as the legiti-
mate spokesman of South Vietnam; com-
plete withdrawal of U.S. forces;

Support of all initiatives towards dis-
armament, a nuclear weapons ban, reduc-
tion in miiltary expenditure and use of
the money thus released for economic,
scientific and cultural development and aid
to third-world nations;

A political settlement in the Middle East
by Israeli withdrawal from occupied terri-
tories and Arab recognition of Israel’s right
to existence;

Recognition of the right of all nations to
self-determination, abolition of all forms
of colonialism and neo-colonialism;

Simultaneous dissolution of European
military alliances and withdrawal of all
troops from foreign territories; acceptance
of the 1945 European boundaries and of
the existence of the two German states, i.e.,
recognition of the GDR; economic, cultural
and political cooperation between the
countries of Europe and especially the Da-
nube countries; establishment of a Euro-
pean security system.”

WORLD COMMUNIST MOVEMENT

Questions of the world Communist move-
ment had a prominent place in the pre-
congress and congress discussions. The con-
gress favored closer contacts between the
parties, bilateral, multilateral and regional
meetings and also the preparation and
holding of an international conference. If
this conference of the parties is to contrib-
ute to the unity of the world movement, it
must ensure free and comradely discussion
of political and ideological issues. The Con-
gress unanimously declared for preserva-
tion, creative development and consistent
implementation of the principles worked
out since the 20th Congress of the Soviet
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Communist Party and embodied in the nu-
merous documents and decisions of the in-
ternational Communist movement and of
our own party.

In our judgment, working-class power
and socialist democracy represent an in-
tegral whole, and the same goes for prole-
tarian internationalism, sovereignty and
non-interference. Any one-sided emphasis
—Jlet alone counterposing—of these prin-
ciples would be wrong and harmful. Ac-
cordingly, we hold that there are not only
common basic laws of socialism, but also
national features and traditions that must
be carefully observed, together with Aus-
tria’s new opportunities for transition to
socialism created by the existence of the
Soviet Union and the socialist countries.

In our view, there can be no socialist
revolution and no building of socialism
without revolutionary leadership by the
working class and without a strong Com-
munist Party. However, the methods of
applying this principle of the party’s lead-
ing role are determined by national condi-
tions, by the existence of a one-party or
multi-party system.

On Czechoslovakia, the congress reaffirm-
ed the stand taken by the Party’s Central
Committee at its plenary sessions in August
and September last year.

THE HOME FRONT

Austria’s internal problems and the par-
ty’s tasks, the congress declared, should
be in the center of all our work.

After 20 years of coalition with the So-
cialists, the general election of March 1966
returned the People’s Party to power. The
picture is one of sharpening economic and
political contradictions, rising prices, high-
er rents and taxes for the working popula-
tion and tax privileges for the capitalists.
Nor have things been made any better by
the country’s obsolescent industrial struc-
ture, growing economic insecurity, the
crisis in education, especially in the univer-
sities and research centers (Austria allo-
cates a mere 0.35 per cent of its national
income for research). Government policy
has been oriented on contraction of the
nationalized sector and more scope for
Austrian and foreign, notably West German,
capital, and numerous privileges for the pro-
pertied minority. This is coupled with a
monopoly in conditioning public opinion
through the mass media which, incidentally,
are subject to increasing West German in-
fluence. Such is a brief list of recent devel-
ments on the home front. The Federation of

Industry, which speaks for the country’s two
thousand big capitalists, dominates econo-
mic and political life. There are growing
symptoms that economic and political reac-
ticn is steadily gaining ground in our profit-
stimulated capitalist society.

This has been made possible because the
Socialist Party, which has much influence in
the working class and in the trade unions,
has been hard at work to prevent workers
from entering the fight against Big Busi-
ness and reaction. Though in opposition, the
Socialists have veered sharply to the right.
Their leaders are dead set against extra-
parliamentary struggle in any shape or
form, and are doing everything to obstruct
militant action. This policy is laced with
anti-communism and lavish praise of West
German and U.S. imperialism. Unlike other
West European Social-Democratic parties,
the leaders of the Austrian Socialists are
against solidarity with Vietnam. Their eco-
nomic program frankly advocates more
power to Austrian and foreign capital and
shuns anything resembling an anti-capital-
ist policy. It would be true to say that the
Socialist Party has been the basic factor
in shoring up Austrian capitalism. That is
why our Congress declared that without
a change in policy a Socialist victory in
the next general election would not be a
step forward. It could but lead to another
coalition government similar to that in
West Germany or patterned on the Wilson
Government in Britain.

In the past few years the Communist
attitude to the Socialist Party has been the
subject of much discussion and controversy
among party members. And at times our
19th Congress decisions on this issue were
given a one-sided or patently wrong inter-
pretation. We have had to contend both
with sectarian and Right-opportunist ten-
dencies. That is why this congress reaffirm-
ed the Party’s position vis-a-vis the Social-
ists but backed it with more effective and
concrete arguments. Our view is that there
can be no democratic renewal and no ad-
vance to socialism without the support of
the Socialist rank and file, that is why con-
tacts and discussions with Socialist Party
members remain a major task. In recent
years criticism of Socialist Party policy
has at times been manifestly inadequate,
Congress declared. The conclusion that the
People’s Party and the Freedom Party, the
political arm of Big Business, are the main
enemy of the working class is, of course,
fully justified. That, however, should not
induce us to relax our struggle against
the incorrect policies of the Socialist lead-
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ership, as has too often been the case.

The 19th Congress conclusion that united
working-class action and unity of all demo-
cratic forces are decisive for democratic
renewal and the advance to socialism re-
tains its validity. However, there is no im-
mediate prospect of sustained and firm
united action, but there is room for tem-
porary joint initiatives and joint action in
support of concrete economic and political
demands at factory, trade union and com-
munity levels. That correct policy, however,
has tended to weaken our criticism of the
Socialist Party line. Yet principled and con-
sistent ideological struggle against that op-
portunist line in no way conflicts with
united action. On the contrary: by raising
the level of class consciousness it helps
promote united action.

Our 19th Congress declared that Aus-
tria’s transition to socialism would proceed
within the framework of a multi-party sys-
tem. But this presupposes a differentiation
process and internal change in the existing
parties. That view, fully justified, has in
practice led to a tendency to tone down
the need for a Communist Party and its
role. Yet principled ideological work in
this direction, though difficult, is especially
important for a small Party like ours. Ac-
cordingly, the 20th Congress keenly dis-
cussed the role of the Party, emphasizing
that it should not confine its work to secur-
ing a change in the Socialist Party, and
that the strengthening of the Communist
Party is decisive for Austria’s democratic
and socialist development.

The Congress also advanced a demo-
cratic and socialist alternative to the pres-
ent economic and political system and de-
fined our central tasks and aims in this
context:

1. An active industrial policy to re-invig-
orate the nationalized industry and con-
siderably extend the finished-product in-
dustries.

2. Higher living standards through an ac-
tive social policy, particularly in regard
to wages, and effective measures to halt
price rises.

3. Radical reform of the education sys-
tem, repeal of all privileges, democratiza-
tion of higher education and more generous
appropriations for science and research.

4, More low-rent housing.

5. Democratization of the federal army to
prevent it becoming an instrument of reac-
tion; democratization of the entire machin-

ery of state.
6. Democratization and control of the
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mass media. Electoral reform to guarantee
every vote equal weight, and repeal of all
privileges.

7. Restriction of Big Business and big
landownership, worker control and partici-
pation in management, politics and educa-
tion.

8. Austria needs a government of demo-
cratic renewal backed by all the democratic
and patriotic forces.

THE PARTY

The Party’s new Rules approved by the
congress set forth our tasks and aims and
examine in detail the norms of Party life.
They define the Party’s organizational prin-
ciples as democratic centralism, collective
work and personal responsibility. All deci-
sions must be preceded by a democratic
discussion and a democratic exchange of
views. Full-time officials are accountable to
the elected bodies and in no circumstances
can they supersede them. Each member has
the right to criticize all leading committees
and individual leaders irrespective of their
position. Comprehensive information from
the Party center is a necessary condition
for active rank-and-file participation in
framing and implementing policy. The Par-
ty Rules also oblige each member to uphold
the Party Program and Party policy in all
his work. Majority decisions are binding
on all. Democratic discussion and discipline
in carrying out decisions are an integral
whole.

The Congress stressed the need for great-
er ideological work initiated by the leader-
ship. The members now have more oppor-
tunities for appearing on public platforms,
taking part in debates, forums and dia-
logues.

Austria has a rising student Left, though
on a lesser scale than in other countries
of Western Europe. Both in terms of mem-
bership and quality of activity our Party
is lagging behind the opportunities and de-
mands. Hence, more and better ideological
work, specifically in Marxist education, is
a major task. We are concentrating on
work among young people in industry.

Ideological, political and organizational
unity of the Party is a precondition for at-
taining our goals.

Before the Congress some of the Party
organizations had degenerated into discus-
sion clubs. Congress found that the fight
against sectarian and revisionist trends has
been inadequate. Nor is it merely a matter
of securing unity at any cost, but rather of




forging political, ideological and organiza-
tional unity on the basis of the Congress
decisions.

Congress had to hold a second election
to the Central Committee. This was an ex-
treme measure in an exceptionally danger-
ous situation. It averted a split, but did not

remove the difficulties confronting the Par-
ty. But the way has been cleared for con-
structive activity, for political and ideologi-
cal Party unity. Congress decisions, oblig-
ing us to exert every effort to achieve our
goals, are supported by a large majority of
the Party.
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THEORY AND PRACTICE OF BUILDING SOCIALISM

Through cooperation to progress

Interview with Representatives of International Organizations of

Socialist Countries

The trend towards internationalization of the
productive forces, indicated long ago by
Marx, has become much more pronounced
with the onset of the scientific and tech-
nological revolution. Nowadays no country,
no matter how big, can effectively develop
its industry and achieve a high technologi-
cal level by relying solely on its own re-
sources and requirements. The international
division of labor has become a demand
of the times.

Capitalism created the world market,
uniting producers in the different countries
and continents in a system of international
division of labor. But capitalist economic
integration takes place in conditions of
acute class contradictions, fierce competi-
tion and economic and political inequality
of states, thus imparting a deformed char-
acter to it and hindering maximum utiliza-
tion of the advantages of the international
division of labor. Socialism alone provides
full scope for a rational organization of the
economy on a world scale, making possible
harmonious development of each sovereign
state and fruitful international specializa-
tion and cooperation.

The international socialist division of la-
bor is realized on a qualitatively new basis
which is the exact antithesis of that of
capitalism: socialist ownership of the means
of production by sovereign socialist states
of the working people. Accordingly, econo-
mic cooperation between the socialist coun-
tries is characterized by voluntary participa-
tion; equality of all countries, regardless of
size or level of economic development; har-
mony of national and international interests;
mutual benefit; mutual aid; the granting of
privileges and aid to the less developed
countries.
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The rapid development of this new type
of international division of labor requires,
naturally, corresponding organizational
forms. Hence the ever-increasing number
of bilateral and multilateral organizations
uniting the efforts of the countries concern-
ed.

In the 20 years since the establishment
of the Council for Mutual Economic Aid, the
first multilateral economic organization of
the socialist countries, there have appeared
dozens of others, many set up on the ini-
tiative of the CMEA and working in close
contact with it.

These organizations have accumulated
ample experience of cooperation in all
spheres of the international socialist divi-
sion of labor and have created prerequisites
for the further development of integration
processes in the socialist world.

To be sure, by far not all the possibilities
have been utilized in promoting the social-
ist division of labor. There are still great
reserves for deepening specialization and
cooperation in industry, in science and
technology, in the financial and monetary
spheres and in foreign trade. Recognizing
this, the 22nd Session of the CMEA Council,
held last January, instructed its agencies to
accelerate the drafting of recommendations
for specialization and cooperation in the
manufacture of important types of machines,
equipment and instruments and the solu-
tion of the relevant general economic as
well as monetary, financial and commercial
problems. Without doubt, the experience
accumulated by the international economic
organizations of the socialist countries will
facilitate realization of these tasks.

Believing that acquaintance with their
work might help the reader better to under-




stand the problems and prospects of the
international socialist division of labor, the
editorial board of our journal instructed its
correspondents to interview representatives
of four of them—the International Bank of

Economic Cooperation, Intermetal, the Or-
ganization for Cooperation in the Bearings
Industry, and the Joint Nuclear Research
Institute. Below we print summaries of the
interviews.

THE INTERNATIONAL BANK OF

ECONOMIC COOPERATION

Konstantin Nazarkin (USSR), President
of the Bank, pointed to the direct connec-
tion between the growth of the internation-
al socialist division of labor and the emer-
gence of an international payments sys-
tem. The economic cooperation of the
CMEA countries has passed through a
series of stages. In the fifties, when the Eu-
ropean People’s Democracies were laying
the foundations of a socialist economy and
the international socialist division of labor
was taking its first steps, bilateral clearing
between national banks was the most ex-
pedient and acceptable form of international
payments. It ensured a balanced two-way
trade and simplified accounting, made for
more efficient planning of foreign trade and
helped consolidate economic cooperation.

In the sixties the economic development
of the socialist countries and the division
of labor between them reached a level at
which the bilateral clearing system had
outlived itself. It had become a hindrance
to extending economic relations, especially
in the matter of foreign trade. Growth of
bilateral trade began to depend on the
country with the least export possibilities.
It became necessary to devise a system
corresponding to the new level of develop-
ment of the CMEA countries and to help
deepen the division of labor among them.

In 1963, the CMEA countries agreed on
a system of multilateral clearances in trans-
ferable roubles and established the Inter-
national Bank of Economic Cooperation.

Guidelines for the Bank, which commenc-
ed operations on January 1, 1964 were:

—to further the international socialist
division of labor, inter-country trade and
other forms of economic cooperation;

—to help ensure, by monetary-financial
means, the carrying out of mutual commit-
ments;

—to improve the system of clearances
between CMEA countries.

These functions, based on socialist inter-
nationalism, are carried out with strict re-
spect for the equality of the partners and
the principle of unanimity in adopting de-
cisions. Regardless of the scale of the con-

tributions to the authorized capital,* mem-
bers of the Council of the Bank were ac-
corded equal rights—a fact not to be ob-
served in the capitalist world.

Thus there appeared an international
financial center which constitutes part of
the socialist monetary system and opens
up good prospects for the cooperation of
the CMEA countries in the financial sphere.

The founders of the Bank intended it to
serve the economic interests of the mem-
ber countries. This requirement is strictly
adhered to. The clearance system practised
by the Bank is based on mutual trust and
is not influenced by the stronger members
as is the case in the capitalist world.

It is stable and free from the defects of
capitalist monetary relations characterized
by periodic crises and upheavals. Among
other things, this facilitates the Bank’s re-
lations with the banks of non-member coun-
tries.

Our Bank is not a closed organization.
Subject to the approval of all its members,
it can be joined by other countries which
share its aims and principles and assume
the respective obligations. Moreover, the
Bank can conduct operations for non-mem-
ber countries.

Another feature of the multilateral clear-
ance system is that the Bank carries out
CMEA recommendations pertaining to fin-
ancial cooperation, thereby contributing to
the consolidation of the international so-
cialist monetary and financial system.

In a nutshell, the main functions of the
Bank are as follows:

—multilateral settling of accounts in
transferable roubles in commercial and
other operations;

—credits for foreign trade and other
operations by the member-countries;

—deposits in transferable roubles;

—financing and crediting, on instructions
from the countries concerned and with the
means provided by them, of joint construc-
tion projects and the reconstruction and

*The authorized capital of the Bank was fixed at 300
million transferable roubles (the gold content of the
transferable rouble is 0.987 grams of fine gold) with the
Soviet Union contributing the biggest share—116 million
roubles.
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operation of industrial enterprises and oth-
er installations;

—other banking operations,
those in convertible currency.

Since the Bank caters to planned econo-
mies, credit, whether to finance foreign
trade or special projects, is based on plans
worked out jointly with the banks of the
countries concerned. The Bank’s credit pol-
icy is not geared to obtaining a high rate
of profit. Interest rates are much lower
than in the capitalist market, and further-
more are stable, assuring a high degree of
stability in foreign-trade planning.

However, some aspects of the function-
ing of the Bank call for improvement. For
instance, the issue of special-purpose credit
and fixing the terms of payment is not al-
ways economically grounded. Interest pol-
icy should be defined more precisely. The
sphere of application of the transferable
rouble is still limited to member-countries,
whereas the Charter of the Bank authorizes
its use in settling accounts with non-mem-

including

bers. There is room for improvement also
in clearance arrangements.

We are also studying possibilities for
promoting international specialization and
cooperation in industry based on medium-
and long-term credit.

Part of the authorized capital of the
bank consists of gold and convertible cur-
rency, which enables us to carry out cur-
rency operations on international monetary
markets. Owing to the success of these
operations the international prestige of the
Bank is rising.

We intend to continue our cooperation
with all financial organizations interested
in doing business with us. This applies also
to non-CMEA countries and international
and national financial institutions. The pri-
mary purpose of the Bank is to contribute
to the development and deepening of the
international socialist division of labor and
the expansion of trade both in the CMEA
system and with other countries.

INTERMETAL — ORGANIZATION FOR
COOPERATION IN THE IRON AND STEEL INDUSTRY

The idea of setting up an international
center to organize cooperation in this vital
branch of modern industry was suggested
by the CMEA, said Mihaly Osztatni (Hun-
gary), Director of Intermetal. Not that the
CMEA could not have coped with this
work itself. But its functions are broader,
more general. In addition, it was becoming
increasingly obvious that without an effi-
cient, flexibly operating international orga-
nization the solving of the constantly aris-
ing problems would be very difficult.

In July 1964 Hungary, Poland and
Czechoslovakia reached agreement on
founding Intermetal. The same year it was
joined by the Soviet Union, the GDR and
Bulgaria. Its office is located in Budapest.

The Intermetal agreement provides for
coordination and cooperation in the manu-
facture of rolled metal, steel pipe and other
items according to agreed nomenclatures.
As the agreement got under way, experi-
ence prompted new forms, methods and
directions of work, and new tasks emerged.
The range of these has broadened out,
having finally evolved into a concrete pro-
gram of action.

Now, what does Intermetal actually do?
What benefits accrue to its partners?

Our chief concern today is to organize,
on short notice, deliveries of rolled metal.
Trade between CMEA countries is based
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on bilateral inter-government agreements
concerning mutual deliveries. These agree-
ments are taken into account in the na-
tional-economic plans and are of a long-
term nature.

But what if the situation in, say, the
national iron and steel industries changes,
leading to the emergence of new, non-plan-
ned import needs and export possibilities?
That is when Intermetal comes to the aid
of foreign trade agencies, acting as broker
on what might be described as a socialist
steel exchange.

Once in every three months foreign trade
representatives, production and marketing
organizaitons get together to exchange in-
formation on surpluses and shortages of
rolled metal and to agree on deliveries. Not
infrequently one country happens to have
a surplus of a particular item and a short-
age of others, while the situation in another
country may be the reverse. The countries
agree on an exchange of the items needed.
Very often this exchange is multilateral.
Thus, Intermetal, firstly, helps to balance
possibilities and requirements as far as
rolled metal is concerned and, secondly,
promotes exchanges in various assortments,
doing all this promptly and flexibly. The
quantities of rolled metal exchanged
through our agency keep growing. Deliver-
ies within the Intermetal framework in-




creased from 0.8 million tons in 1964 to
double that figure in 1968: 1.6 million tons,
which equals the annual output in Hungary
and is approximaely 2.5 times more than
is produced in Bulgaria.

In 1967 trade began in bolts, nuts, wire
netting and similar items, and next on the
list are pig-iron, ferro-alloys and scrap
metal. Intermetal also acts as a go-between
in utilizing rolling capacities. Kept inform-
ed about existing capacities and the degree
of their utilization, Intermetal enables its
members promptly to agree on their most
rational utilization. For instance, in 1967
Intermetal secured orders for 355,000-ton
blooming mill capacities and 395,000-ton
cogging capacities, which had been tem-
porarily idle.

Another function, and one which in the
future may be even more important than
the exchange of rolled metal, is that of
drafting proposals for joint investments.
Given the present level of technological
development it is sometimes not worth
while for a couniry to launch production
of a particular item of rolled metal calcu-
lated only for its own requirements. For
example, consumption of transformer steel
in any of the European socialist countries
varies between 10,000 and 20,000 tons a
year, while the minimum profitable volume
of transformer steel production with utili-
zation of modern technology is 60,000 tons.
Understandably, the way out for the CMEA
countries is to build a joint enterprise turn-
ing out low-priced and high-quality trans-
former steel. That is where Intermetal
comes in, placing orders with the biggest
design organizations in the socialist coun-
tries. Currently we are also drafting propo-
sals on joint investment in zinc-coated
sheet production.

Another area in which Intermetal is busy
is specialization in the manufacture of roll-
ed stock. Last year specialization was ex-
tended to 53 rare sertions and sizes. That
is not much, of course, but proposals have
now been prepared and electronically com-
puted on specialization in the production
of 2,000,000 tons of rolled stock. Speciali-
zation involves many problems — prices,
currency convertibility, versatility in spe-
cialization, to mention but a few. No new
undertaking is easy. This year we shall
examine these problems and outline ways
of specialization in the iron and steel in-
dustry.

Intermetal also engages in coordinating
joint actions on capitalist markets. As a
rule, socialist countres purchase limited
amounts of rolled stock there, for rolled

stock production in the CMEA community
is making good progress. These purchases
concern only rare items, and for these high
prices are usually charged. By coordinating
their purchases the Intermetal countries
obtain considerable price reductions.

Another important aspect of Intermetal’s
work is the publishing of technical refer-
ence books. Not long ago, for instance, it
issued a unique catalogue of more than
3,000 rolled items with the computered
technical characteristics of each. This cata-
logue is invaluable to the engineer and de-
signer.

Just as the Council for Mutual Economic
Aid, Intermetal operates on a strictly volun-
tary basis. Each partner has one vote on
its Council, and chairmen alternate. The
Council holds sessions twice a year, ap-
proving annual and long-term plans and
checking on fulfilment. It discusses both
matters of general concern and those in
which only two countries are interested.

Intermetal has a permanent Executive
Bureau the director of which is appointed
by the Council for a term of three years.
Member countries are represented on the
Bureau by vice-directors and experts.

Intermetal is open for membership or
cooperation to other countries. For in-
stance, this vear cooneration contacts have
been established with the association of
Yugosiav iron and steel mills.

The Intermetal agreement stipulates that
the Council “reaches decisions or recom-
mendations only with the consent of the
heads of the delegations of all the Con-
tracting Parties.” The principle of unanimi-
ty, while not new, is characteristic of all
the international organizations of the so-
cialist countries. But there are definite dif-
ferences between some of these organiza-
tions and the CMEA.

CMEA and its organs adopt only recom-
mendations, whereas Intermetal also makes
decisions. In other words, its functions are,
to a certain degree, of a directive nature.
Its decisions need not be approved by the
member-countries. This, however, does not
involve any violation of sovereignty or
imposition of decisions, for Intermetal is
guided by the principles of the interna-
tional socialist division of labor and orga-
nizes cooperation on a basis of equality,
mutual benefit and mutual aid. Its decisions
are not binding on those countries which
are not interested in them. For instance,
the proposal on joint investments for the
production of transformer steel does not
apply to the Soviet Union, which, however,
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is contributing in every way to its realiza-
tion. The binding nature of decisions stems,
not from a desire to impose a decision on
~ any one, but from the fact that the organs
represented in Intermetal are competent
enough for its decisions to be final, needing
no subsequent approval in the countries
concerned. Finally, Comrade Osztatni point-
ed out, the current worldwide scientific
and technological revolution calls for bold
and resolute measures to intensify integra-
tion processes in the socialist community.

This does not mean, of course, that these
processes should cut across national inter-
ests and sovereignty. Our aim is to adapt
ourselves more flexibly to the demands of
scientific and technological progress, to
find new, more effective forms of coopera-
tion conforming to the interests of both
individual countries and the community as
a whole.

Intermetal, having passed a test of life,
has grown, has proved its worth and is ex-
panding its activities.

ORGANIZATION FOR COOPERATION

IN THE BEARINGS INDUSTRY

The journal’s questions were answered
by Henryk Pochrzest (Poland), head of the
OCBI Secretariat.

Rolling friction bearings, without which
the existence of a modern economy is un-
thinkable, belong to the most universal
types of engineering output. Their produc-
tion in the world is counted in thousands
of millions. CMEA countries manufacture
annually upwards of 1,000 million friction
bearings of about 3,000 types and sizes,
with the series ranging from several dozen
to several millions.

Understandably, no country, especially a
small one, can profitably produce the entire
nomenclature of top-quality bearings. Du-
plication here would be an unpardonable
waste of social labor. In addition, bearings
production is new for most CMEA coun-
tries, having been developed there practical-
ly from scratch. In the recent past they
experienced a shortage of bearings and
had to make up for it with costly imports
from capitalist states. Moreover, the short-
age tended to grow, for the engineering in-
dustry in the CMEA countries is develop-
ing at the fastest rate in the world* and its
demand for bearings is constantly growing.
Therefore, back in the fifties, the Council
for Mutual Economic Aid adopted recom-
mendations on expanding and specializing
the manufacture of bearings. These recom-
mendations helped to develop bearings pro-
duction and more rationally to utilize the
existing and newly-built capacities. Output
grew rapidly, and imports were cut.

This confirmed the effectiveness of inter-
national cooperation in this area and creat-
ed conditions for going over to forms of
cooperation that would ensure a fuller and
speedier utilization of the advantages of the

*Between 1960 and 1967 engineering output in the
CMEA countries increased by 120 per cent, os against 35
per cent in the Common Market countries.
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international socialist division of labor and
thus fully satisfy the current and long-range
requirements.

In April 1964 six CMEA countries—Bul-
garia, Hungary, the GDR, Poland, the So-
viet Union and Czechoslovakia—agreed on
establishing what is now known as the Or-
ganization for Cooperation in the Bearings
Industry, with its head office in Warsaw.
The OCBI is an open organization. It can
be joined by other countries.

The functions of OCBI are to further
specialization in the manufacture of rolling
friction bearings, to coordinate annual and
long-term production and delivery plans,
and harmonize research and development.

The OCBI Board, composed of permanent
representatives of the member-countries,
meets at least twice a year. Decisions are
adopted with the consent of all the coun-
tries concerned, which guarantees volun-
tary participation, rules out violations of
sovereignty, and ensures mutual benefit.
All exnenditure is shared equally.

The Secretariat of the Board, its perma-
nent working committee, consists of spe-
cialists from all member countries and
functions on a day-to-day basis.

The four years of OCBI have shown that
on the whole the organization has coped
with its tasks. This year’s output of rolling
friction bearings in the member countries
will be 50 per cent above 1965—the first
year of OCBI. In 1964 domestic production
and mutual deliveries covered 80 per cent
of the demand. Last year the figure rose to
97.5 per cent. Importing from the capitalist
countries is minimal, and is resorted to
only when the small amount of the type
of bearings needed makes organization of
home production unprofitable.

The biggest increase in bearings produc-
tion is observed in Bulgaria, whose econo-
mic level is being brought up, with the




help of her friends, to that of the industrial-
ly developed states. This year Bulgaria will
manufacture approximately 75 per cent
more bearings than in 1965. Production
specialization is growing, as is the volume
of reciprocal deliveries. Since the establish-
ment of the OCBI it has increased by more
than 150 per cent. The higher rate of de-
liveries growth, compared to growth of
production, testifies to a considerable deep-
ening of the international socialist division
of labor in this area.

Specialization and a more rational distri-
bution of production programs have brought
about an improvement in the utilization of
production capacities, a 30 per cent In-
crease in average serialization and a reduc-
tion in production costs.

Of great economic effect has been the
establishment of centralized emergency
stocks. The point is that in conditions of
a single country it is not possible to pro-
vide for such emergency demand and, be-
sides, duplication of stocks in individual
countries involves large expenditures.
Formerly the usual way out was to resort
to emergency purchases on the capitalist
market, which involved large expenditures
of hard currency and slowed down repairs
and resumption of operation. Now this
problem has been eliminated. Beginning
with 1968, emergency demand for bearings
of all types and sizes is met from the
centralized OCBI stock.

OCBI has helped, its members agree, to
improve the quality of bearings. The range
of production has likewise been broadened.
Bearings of complex design account today
for about half the total nomenclature.

However, we have problems too. Not
everything is going as well as the partners
expected. The level of specialization and
cooperation is, in the opinion of experts,
not high enough. The quality of some types
of bearings does not measure up to world
standards. Considerable improvements are
needed in the mechanism of incentives to
specialization, especially where prices are
concerned. Direct contacts between the
producers still have to be properly organiz-
ed. Cooperation in research is not effective
enough. There is also the problem of co-
operation on the markets of third countries.
In short, a great deal of work still remains
to be done.

The stress now is on higher quality,

profitability, effectiveness of capital invest-
ments, and foreign trade.

Coordination of long-term production and
specialization plans is also being raised to
a higher stage. The OCBI is planning pro-
duction and consumption for 1971-80 and
the capital investments this will require.
Forecasting of this kind will make it pos-
sible to coordinate plans at a much higher
level, outline and agree on the most effec-
tive trends in specialization, and obtain
maximum returns on investments. The part-
ners will have a better basis for long-term
bilateral and multilateral specialization
agreements.

Agreements of this kind are a novel fea-
ture in CMEA practice. The necessary ex-
perience is still lacking. Therefore OCBI
has prepared and despatched to the mem-
ber-countries, by way of recommendation,
model long-term agreements determining
volume of deliveries, quality standards,
pricing and payments, guarantees and sanc-
tions, also research and development ar-
rangements.

Special attention is paid to scientific and
technological cooperation. At present pro-
posals are being drafted designed to make
the cooperation more effective. The idea is
to concentrate research and development
on pivotal problems, especially those con-
nected with accelerating the rise of labor
productivity in the national industries. We
also want to ensure clear-cut specializa-
tion of research organizations and a system
of economic stimulation of research.

Quality is constantly in the center of our
attention. In October 1967 the OCBI held
an international technico-economic confer-
ence devoted to this matter. The partici-
pants included representatives of our client
industries. Consumers’ demands became the
basis for determining tasks in the matter
of improving the quality of bearings.

The OCBI also arranges exchange of
views in improving the technology, eco-
nomics and organization of production. Pro-
posals are being prepared on coordinating
the purchase of licences, and steps are be-
ing taken to pool efforts on the world
market.

Thanks to concerted work, the bearings
industry of the six CMEA countries is
becoming one of the most integrated
branches in the socialist world economy.

THE JOINT NUCLEAR RESEARCH INSTITUE

The work of the Institute was described
by its director, Academician N. Bogolyubov
(USSR), and vice-directors Prof. N. Sod-

nom (Mongolia) and Prof. K. Khristov
(Bulgaria) .
In March 1956 representatives of the
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governments of socialist countries* signed
an agreement on establishing the Joint Nuc-
lear Research Institute. The same year
- physicists from the member-countries ar-
rived in Dubna, a town on the Volga, which
houses two large institutes of the USSR
Academy of Science and which the Soviet
Government turned over to the new inter-
national organization.

The Institute pursues, as its charter stipu-
lates, strictly peaceful purposes. Its tasks
include joint theoretical and experimental
research, promoting the development of
nuclear physics and training specialists for
the member-countries.

Each country contributes to financing
the Institute and its construction projects.
The scale of the contributions varies from
0.05 to 47 per cent of total expenditure,
depending on the economic possibilities of
the countries. Irrespective of this, however,
all have equal rights as regards participa-
tion in research and management.

The scientists working in the Institute
have not a few achievements to their credit.
They were first, for example, to explore
some of the vital areas of nuclear research,
experimentally to verify fundamental prin-
ciples of physical theories, discover new
physical phenomena, synthesize the ele-
ments 102, 104 and 105, obtain new iso-
topes of the element 103 and elucidate the
properties of many isotopes of transuranic
elements. A new type of nuclear fission
has been found. Problems of neutron spec-
troscopy are being solved. Work is con-
ducted on fundamental problems of the
theory of the field, the structure of “ele-
mentary”’ particles, the theory of their inter-
action, the theory of the nucleus, and oth-
ers.

Participation in joint research has bene-
fited the professional growth of many spe-
cialists now working successfully in na-
tional scientific establishments, and often
heading them.

Among the brilliant theoreticians who
have matured and who continue to work in
Dubna, mention can be made of Ivan To-
dorov, Bulgarian, and the Vietnamese phy-
sicist Nguen Van Hieu. Both were young
beginners when they came to the Institute.
Here they prepared and submitted their
Master’'s and Doctor’s theses. Now their

*Founding members of the Institute, which was set up
on the proposal of the Soviet Union, were Albania, Bul-
garia, Hungary, the German Democratic Republic, the
Korean People's Democratic Republic, the People's Re-
public of China, Mongolia, Polond, Rumania, the Soviet
Union and Czechoslovakia. In the outumn of 1956 they
were joined by the Democrotic Republic of Vietnam.
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works are widely known among physicists
throughout the world.

This international cooperation of scien-
tists working for peace and socialism is
producing remarkable results. Exceptional
possibilities have presented themselves, in
particular, with the starting of the world’s
biggest accelerator at Serpukhov, on which
members of the Institute have been invited
to work with scientists of the Soviet Insti-
tute of High-Energy Physics. Under an
agreement between the two institutes, sci-
entists from the socialist countries are tak-
ing part in a broad program of highly inter-
esting research projects made possible by
this unique accelerator.

The Institute’s new Laboratory of Com-
puter Technology and Automation, equip-
ped with the highest-class computers, is
the biggest computer center serving physi-
cists in the socialist countries.

The staff of the Institute stands out for
its spirit of teamwork, broad range of in-
terests and knowledge of the achievements
of colleagues all over the world. Several
times a year Dubna becomes the venue of
conferences of scientists from socialist and
capitalist countries. Physicists in many
countries follow the work of the Institute.
Dubna scientists fruitfully participate in
international conferences devoted to nuc-
lear research.

Each year the Institute organizes more
than 200 research projects with the par-
ticipation of the national institutes of so-
cialist countries.

Scientists are exchanged both with so-
cialist countries and with a number of
research centers in the capitalist world.
Contacts have been established, in parti-
cular, with the European Nuclear Research
Center in Geneva, the Niels Bohr Institute
in Copenhagen and scientific establish-
ments in France, Sweden and other coun-
tries.

An active exchange of scientific material
is maintained. Our publications are sent to
more than a thousand addresses in 36
countries.

We also supply our colleagues abroad
with radioactive isotopes, produced by the
most advanced methods developed in Dub-
na.

Speaking of prospects, mention can be
made of the plans to build a new impulse
reactor. Programs of work for this reactor
have been suggested by scientists from
Hungary, the GDR, Poland, Rumania and
the Soviet Union. This year a special inter-




national commission of experts will meet
to discuss these proposals.

Life in the Dubna Institute is character-
ized by the constantly growing activity of
its personnel. Plans, proposals and projects
often overshoot the possibilities, which is
testimony to the creative initiative and ac-
tive concern for the progress of a common
cause,

Fundamental problems of physics are
studied in Dubna with the participation of
small countries for whom it would be
difficult or impossible to build their own
nuclear research complexes. For small

countries Dubna has become a university
where nuclear physicists are trained. For
instance, almost all Bulgarian scientists
now engaged in nuclear research have
worked in Dubna. The Institute also grants
15 scholarships annually to representatives
of developing and other non-member coun-
tries.

Physicists from the countries represent-
ed in the Institute feel at home in Dubna
where the strictly impartial scientific at-
mosphere is complemented by the warmth
of internationalist mutual aid and friend-

ship.

Science serves the people

This is the second in our series of interviews with presidents
of the Academies of Science of the socialist countries

MIRON NICOLESCU, President of the Academy of Science

of the Socialist Republic of Rumania

1. Question: What are the achievements
with which scientists in your country
ushered in the new year?

Answer: To begin with, I should like to
define the limits of my answer, which I
shall confine to the work of the various
institutions of our Academy. I make this
reservation because, on the one hand, the
Academy’s work epitomizes the entire
scientific movement in our country and, on
the other, because I prefer to deal with a
familiar round of problems, problems I am
directly concerned with by virtue of my
office.

What highlighted 1968 was that it was
the 20th anniversary of the reorganization
of the country’s academic life along new,
socialist lines. This reorganization, made
under the auspices of the Communist Party
and carried forward through improvements
in research, especially after the 9th Con-
gress of the RCP and, generally speaking,
through the strict enforcement of the

Party’s guiding role in science as else-
where, provided the basis for the positive
results.

The 9th Congress adopted a series of im-
portant decisions to advance science. Since
then the improvement of research in the
framework of the Academy, in the higher
educational establishments and in the vari-
ous specialized research institutes has
been closely followed by the Party leader-
ship. Scientific progress and better work-
ing conditions in research institutes was
discussed at many Central Committee
meetings and in talks between Party lead-
ers and our scientists.

The Party holds that the growth of so-
cialist society hinges on scientific growth,
on an expansion of fundamental and ap-
plied research in all areas. Research, it
holds, must meet the requirements of the
productive forces, the need for expanded
production, finding the most desirable mo-
dels and utilizing the available natural
resources.
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That is why the Party intervened with
concrete measures to improve the organi-
zation of scientific work, concentrating
personnel and funds on problems securing
the greatest effect through a harmonious
combination of fundamental and applied
research. A National Council for Scientific
Research was formed under the Council
of Ministers with the specific assignment
of drafting a centralized program coordin-
ating the work of various research institu-
tions in order to avoid duplication.

It may be interesting to note that 1968
saw many scientific functions organized
by the Academy and attended by promin-
ent scientists from other countries. For ex-
ample, we held 25 conferences on various
aspects of mathematics, natural and social
science. Let me name just a few: the col-
loquium on algebraic geometry and alge-
braic topology; the international confer-
ence on magnetic oxides; the republican
conferences on macro-molecular chemistry
and on general and applied physical chem-
istry; the international colloquium on spe-
leology marking the centenary of Emil
Rocovita, the founder of biospeleology; the
symposium on enzymes and isoenzymes in
pathology; the 11th National Phychology
Conference, and the colloquium on the mo-
dality of cognition,

We attach special importance to our
“Marxism and Modernity” symposium,
held under the joint auspices of the Aca-
demy and other ideological institutions on
the 150th anniversary of the birth of Karl
Marx, which was attended by many scient-
ists from abroad. Its papers were recently
published in book form. A favorable re-
sponse was evoked by our international
colloquium on the archaeological sources of
European culture, highlighted by a lively
exchange of opinion in a field where the
abundance of accumulated data and the
variety of interpretations sparked a fruit-
ful debate. We are also happy to note that
Bucharest was the venue last year of the
12th International Congress of Romance
Linguistics and Philology attended by more
than GO0 foreign scholars.

Our international prestige rose visibly
in 19G8, as attested by the election of a
number of our Academy members and
other Rumanian scientists to various for-
eign academies and scientific societies, and
to the governing bodies of international
science forums.

It is difficult to pick out the most signi-
ficant achievements in the highly ramified
activity of our Academy. I shall therefore
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endeavor to point to just those achieve-
ments of the past year that seemed to be
the most fruitful.

Good results were registered in mathe-
matics, specifically differential geometry,
abstract and applied algebra, the mechan-
ics of deformed solids and the mechanics
of liquids. These were recorded in a large
number of papers and articles in home and
foreign journals.

In natural science, that is, physics, chem-
istry and biology, imposing results were re-
corded in the physics of plasma, research
of new or insufficiently studied semi-con-
ductors, the study of “elementary” parti-
cles, the earth’s magnetism, the structure
of smelted salts, some specific reactions
in organic chemistry, in obtaining polymers
with specific properties by polymerizing
plasma, in the study of plant diseases
caused not as was heretofore thought by
viruses but by mycoplasma, in vegetative
citophysiology, the study of the effects of
the magnetic field on animal organisms,
etc.

In technical science I might single out
research in energetics aimed at optimizing
the future plan for fuel supply and energy
and investigations introducing original
figurative concepts directly used in elec-
tronic computers and, among other things,
in solving certain problems of research
and design in the power industry. Research
in the mechanics of solids resulted in an
original contribution to the theory of
mechanisms, thin shells, the mechanics of
structural media and in stochastic vibra-
tions. The results of this research are be-
ing applied in various jndustries. A theore-
tical and experimental investigation was
made of the effects of compression on the
lubrication of special air bearings in the
mechanics of liquids, producing a method
also applicable in manufacturing bearings.

Medical investigations were conducted
very extensively in keeping with the
country’s long-standing tradition, yielding
a considerable contribution to public
health and international medicine.

The Central Committee meeting last
October made a special study of health
problems and of how to improve medical
research, resulting in a decision establish-
ing an Academy of Medical Science.

Social science, philosophy, sociology,
economics, history and philology made con-
siderable progress. Researchers followed
Party guidelines in applying and elaborat-
ing on Marxism-Leninism in keeping with
the realities in our country, spreading the




ideas of scientific socialism among all the
social groups, and in carrying forward
scientific cognition. Problems related to the
modern man and the development of so-
cialist ethics were a particular topic of
research in philosophy.

Economic research was highlighted by
an investigation defining the economic ef-
fectiveness of capital investments, a study
of the modelling of economic processes,
of the system of information in the eco-
nomy, and of how to improve the organi-
zation of work in factories.

Sociologists concentrated on studying
the influence of socialist industrialization
on social stratification and mobility, the
sociology of mass culture and on the
mathematical modelling of social processes.

In history, researchers studied social de-
velopment in the territory of our country
since antiquity, the history of the medieval
Rumanian states and the emergence of the
Rumanian national state, as well as our
modern history. The 50th anniversary of
the unification of Transylvania with old
Rumania was marked by a number of valu-

able papers.

In this brief survey, I repeat, it is quite
impossible even to enumerate the many
useful investigations made by the various
institutes of our Academy.

In conclusion, I should like to add that
we held two general meetings of the Aca-
demy last year, both devoted to modern
methods of research.

2. Question: How do you envisage the
growth of science into an immediate pro-
ductive force and how would you describe
its specific features under socialism?

Answer: In our time, highlighted by the
technico-scientific revolution, science has
become a powerful stimulant of economic
and social progress; more precisely, it has
become a productive force in its own
right. Since this process stems from the
objective tendency of modern social growth,
a tendency that is indisputable, I think
scientists, especially those standing at the
helm of research, those responsible for
scientific policy, cannot afford to be in-
different to this objective development. The
organic bond between science and industry,
between theory and practice, requires an
active approach. We have to determine
the priorities in research and secure the
advance of specific branches of science ac-
cording to plan. Muddling through, that is,
spontaneous growth depending on the pref-

erence of individual scientists or of the
public, and this especially in socialist so-
ciety, will not secure the best of condi-
tions for scientific development and for
its effects to benefit the economy and pub-
lic life.

In our country, the Party and the Gov-
ernment have taken steps to ensure com-
prehensive integration of research in the
context of national economic and cultural
growth., Naturally, this integration is not
confined to a mechanical study of the rela-
tionship between science and production,
envisaging a dialectical investigation of
the various connections in science between
fundamental research as a continuous
source of self-development for scientific
thought, on the one hand, and applied in-
vestigation and investigation aimed at se-
curing further growth, on the other, this
being a necessary element to make research
as a whole fully effective. As I see it,
effective organization of scientific research
depends on the necessary balance between
different types of research and on all the
factors involved in solving this task: plan-
ning of research institutions, allocation of
personnel and financing.

The 9th Party Congress, as I have said,
laid down the guidelines: harmonious com-
bination of fundamental and applied re-
search and expansion of research. Acting
on this principle, the 1967 National Con-
ference of the Party framed a program car-
rying forward the directives and securing
a further improvement in the organization,
planning and financing of scientific work.

Speaking at a recent Party conference
in Bucharest, Comrade Nicolae Ceausescu
called for closer bonds between science
and industry. “It is indeed essential,” he
said, “that a qualitative leap take place
in research, securing its greater involve-
ment in the material growth of our society,
our production. We must make the most
of our scientific potential in working the
available material resources, creating new
types of materials useful in production and
developing productive strains of plants and
animals. That is the only way science can
perform its role as a material productive
force in our society.”

3. Question: Do international contacts be-
tween scientists of the fraternal socialist
countries benefit scientific growth?

Answer: We attach great importance to
cooperation with the research institutions
of the fraternal socialist countries.

Through its various branches and insti-
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tutes, the Academy cooperates science-wise
with the other socialist countries and the
Council for Mutual Economic Aid. Most of
the subjects of joint research are of top
~ priority for scientific progress, such as
earth satellites, study of semi-conductors,
investigation of computer problems, chem-
istry and biochemistry of nucleic acids, bio-
logy of viruses, cells and cell systems,
structural composition of plastics, cold-
pressure welding, corrosion and protection
of metals, and the physics of low tempera-
tures. Joint research has yielded valuable
theoretical and practical results, enabling
us to obtain economically and socially be-
neficial solutions.

Along with the Academies of the other
socialist countries, we are taking part in
elaborating on the history of the Great Oc-
tober Socialist Revolution.

At the same time, our Academy is ex-
panding its contacts and cooperation with
academies and research institutes in all
countries.

We are convinced that the success achiev-
ed so far, which we note with satisfaction,
has not exhausted the possibilities of ad-
vancing science by joint efforts. Our ex-
perience shows that there are different
ways and means of stimulating coopera-
tion among scientists of the fraternal coun-
tries. Beyond question these potential pos-
sibilities will ultimately serve to increase
the contribution science can make to the
building of socialism and communism, the
harmonious progress of our respective
countries brought together by their com-
mon system, their common Marxist-Lenin-
ist ideology and the lofty principles of
socialist internationalism.

VIEWPOINTS

Imperialist strategy today

NIKOLAI INOZEMTSEY

Among the phenomena generated and nur-
tured by present-day imperialism are the
U.S. intervention in Vietnam and the Israeli
aggression in the Middle East; we see, too,
a reinvigoration of imperialism’s military
blocs and intensified ideological diversions,
economic integration of some of the capi-
talist countries and their combined designs
against the unity of the anti-imperialist
forces; also observed are state monopoly
measures to accelerate production and a
much greater expenditure on research; in
some capitalist countries we see variations
of the stick-and-carrot policy; and in coun-
tries of Asia, Africa and Latin America
we observe a combination of counter-revo-
lutionary coups and the modern “peaceful”
methods of neo-colonialism.
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In these seemingly unrelated facts we
can see the depth, complexity and diversity
of the social processes now taking place
throughout the capitalist world; they are
the logical manifestations of the current
imperialist strategy, a strategy which calls
for close study by the anti-imperialist
forces.

Marx, Engels and Lenin always concern-
ed themselves with the strategy of the
working class and its adversary, the bour-
geosie. Now that progressive mankind is
preparing to commemorate the Lenin cen-
tenary, Marxists turn to Lenin’s ideas
again and again as they examine imperialist
policy, strategy and tactics.

Lenin’s analysis of imperialism, his as-
sessment of its motive forces and contra-



dictions, and above all his method of in-
vestigating the phenomena of life are pow-
erful weapons of social theory and prac-
tice. And a vital requirement of creative
Marxism-Leninism is the application of ma-
terialist dialectics in analyzing specific re-
alities.

In investigating political concepts and
categories reflecting social processes, and
especially such a complex concept as stra-
tegy, very great importance attaches to
the profoundly dialectical universal inter-
connection of phenomena and inter-relation
of the components of the particular con-
cepts and categories.

There is military strategy and political
strategy. And with full justification we
can speak also of the strategy of economic
growth and of the strategy of the ideo-
logical struggle. Political strategy, based on
objective class interests, is a broad concept.
With due regard to the main objectives of
the particular class, the internal situation
and the situation abroad and the forces
involved, this strategy plans and determines
the more general lines, the decisive areas
of the conflict and its forms (including
also replacement of some forms by others
and their combination), the methods of
defense and attack, the cooperation with
allies and the deploying of reserves.

Political strategy, as experience shows,
manifests itself in a series of operations
carried out by a particular country acting
on its own, by a particular class in the
given country, or by a coalition or system
of states acting in common, or by one class
acting on an international scale. For exam-
ple, “workers of all countries, unite” is the
classical formulation of working-class stra-

tegy.

Imperialist strategy, that is, the strategy
of the world system of monopoly capital-
ism and not that of separate capitalist
countries, has taken shape gradually. Ele-
ments of it appeared long ago in the shape
of, say, joint action to crush the Paris Com-
mune or, on a much greater scale, combined
military operations against the October Re-
volution. But at the turn of the present
century we still had a period when a few
“world empires” could rule the roost, when
the rival imperialist power blocs could en-
gage in a “coalition strategy.”

The really decisive changes in the inter-
national strategic situation set in after
World War II, due primarily to the rise of
the socialist world system and the aggrava-
tion of the general crisis of capitalism. It
was then that all the antagonisms notwith-

standing, a common class strategy of im-
perialism began to emerge.

If politics are the concentrated expres-
sion of economics, then strategy can be
described as concentrated politics and eco-
nomies. Imperialist strategy includes every
form of struggle — political, economic, mili-
tary and ideological. It links up all the class
fronts and conflict areas in each capitalist
country and on a world scale, and by doing
so encompasses the entire arena of social-
ist-capitalist confrontation.

A key problem facing the analyst of the
current imperialist strategy is that of the
interrelation and the interdependence of
common and particular interests.

In his time Lenin made a careful study
of the imperialist bourgeoisie in the differ-
ent countries and of the divergences In
their policies. On the other hand, he always
had in mind that the monopoly bourgeoisie
in these countries have common class ob-
jectives. He pointed, for example, to the
tendency to form an imperialist alliance in
defense of capital, which recognizes no
homeland. And he urged united action by
the working class against the concerted
effort of a capitalism linked by interna-
tional ties.

Worldwide unity of action of the work-
ing class and other anti-imperialist forces
is of truly vital importance today. This
unity is objectively necessitated and made
possible, first of all, by the deeply inter-
nationalist world revolutionary process it-
self. Revolutionary unity is essential also
because world imperialism as the aggregate
of national imperialisms has never been in
need of such joint action as it is now.
There are a number of reasons for this.

First, the word political factors impel-
ling the imperialist countries to pool efforts
in the class struggle are much stronger.
Capitalism is no longer the sole, all-embrac-
ing system. The competition between the
two social systems is growing. The inter-
national working-class movement, too, is
growing, and so are the internal contradic-
tions in the main capitalist countries. The
fight for national liberation is spreading. In
these circumstances, a common class stra-
tegy is a matter of life or death for im-
perialism.

Second, the economic prerequisites of
concerted action by the imperialists are in
many respects more favorable. The rapid
progress in science and technology, the
expanding of productive forces for which
the national boundaries have become too
circumscribed, make for a greater inter-
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penetration of capital, and for greater spe-
cialization and cooperation between the mo-
nopolies and industries of imperialist coun-
tries. The net result is an unprecedentd
extension of international monopoly and
economic integration, processes stimulated
by state monopoly measures. Another result
is closer political and military cooperation.

Third, big changes have taken place in
the balance of imperialist forces, resulting
in the United States becoming an economic,
scientific, technological and military power
center, the core of the system of military
political blocs — NATO, SEATO, CENTO
and others — and bilateral treaties com-
manding a worldwide network of military
bases.

True, West Germany, France and other
Common Market countries have greatly
strengthened their economic and political
stance in recent years. Japan, developing
apace, is likely to move by the early seven-
ties into second place in the -capitalist
world for basic economic indices. Still, the
United States remains the basic economic,
political and military force of world capital-
ism. It is Washington—with its immense
economic potential and the innumerable
channels through which U.S. capital flows
into other countries — that has the decisive
say in formulating the military and political
doctrines which influence virtually the en-
tire imperialist camp.

The existence of the military-political
bloc dominated by U.S. imperialism and
comprising the main capitalist countries
and some of their allies in one form or
another is an objective reality. The very
existence of this bloc and its activity sug-
gest that centripetal trends have gained
ground in the capitalist world.

It would be wrong, however, to overlook
the existence of centrifugal trends in the
imperialist camp. And ability to disclose
and take into account specific manifesta-
tions of the unity and struggle of opposites
and their concrete relationship is a postu-
late of politics as well as philosophy.

Capitalism would not be capitalism if it
had rid itself of the greed engendered by
the domination of private property, if the
discord between the monopoly interests
of various countries had vanished, if the
monopolies now supported by the state in
the respective countries had not been bick-
ering among themselves for markets and
raw materials, investment spheres and in-
fluence in one or another area of the globe.

Today, when science, technology and the
economy are advancing rapidly and when
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far-reaching social changes are taking place
in an historically brief space of time, the
law of uneven economic and political devel-
opment of the capitalist countries is operat-
ing as forcefully as ever, aggravating the

contradictions between the imperialist
countries. This applies in equal measure
to the relations between the United States
and the West European powers and Japan,
the fight for supremacy in Western Europe,
the relations between the Common Market
and Britain and the situation in the Com-
mon Market.

Undoubtedly, antagonisms between the
big imperialist powers and other capitalist
countries such as, say, Sweden or Switzer-
land — the traditional neutrals — or those
which refuse to take Washington or NATO
orders, exist and are often exacerbated,
especially by the more acute international
crises.

Lastly, imperialist strategy and tactics
are manifestly affected by the internal con-
tradictions in every imperialist country be-
tween the monopoly bourgeoisie and the
people, between the bellicose and moderate
factions of the ruling camp.

But nowadays these contradictions, above
all those between imperialist countries,
make themselves felt in new conditions,
namely, within the military-political alli-
ance of the imperialist powers, at a time
when these powers have a vital interest in
not weakening their common front against
world socialism and all anti-imperialist
forces by engaging in internecine strife.

The task, as Lenin always stressed, is to
discern and use all contradictions between
imperialist powers and the interests of the
revolutionary forces, while never forget-
ting the danger with which the formation
of a military-political alliance of these
powers is fraught.

If one were asked what is the main ob-
jective of the current imperiaist strategy,
the briefest answer would be: to maintain
and, if possible, strengthen and expand
the positions of capitalism, a system which
has outlived its time.

Now it is not only the shattering effects
of the inner contradictions that capitalism
constantly feels. Its fortunes are determined
by such factors as the rise of the socialist
world system, the upsurge in the working-
class movement, the heightened activity of
all the democratic forces in the developed
capitalist countries and the sustained na-
tional liberation movement of the people
in the one-time colonies and dependent
countries. This is why imperialist strategy




envisages, among other things, action
against each of these three main revolu-
tionary streams.

The basic contradiction of our times is
that between the two world systems —
capitalism and socialism. And it is primari-
ly in the sphere of the coexistence, compe-
tition and conflict of the socialist and capi-
talist worlds, as repeatedly stressed in the
documents of the Communist and Work-
ers’ parties, that the destinies of these
systems and the scale and rate of revolu-
tionary changes are being decided. This ex-
plains why the fight against the Soviet
Union — the first country of socialism —
and against the socialist world system as a
whole is central to imperialist strategy.

Postwar developments have shown that
the fight against the socialist countries is
the essence of the foreign policy of imperi-
alism, particularly U.S. imperialism. High-
lights of this policy stand out — the Tru-
man Doctrine and the Marshall Plan, nuc-
lear diplomacy, intervention against Peo-
ple’s China and the war in Korea, the for-
mation of NATO and other military blocs,
rebuilding West German militarism, coun-
ter-revolutionary subversion in the socialist
countries of Europe, hostile moves against
Cuba and the war in Vietnam.

Typical of this imperialist strategy is the
range of forms and methods and combina-
tions used, and the effort to make the most
of favorable circumstances. And while im-
perialism still has ample room for maneu-
ver, the facts show that it has little to
boast about in the contest with socialism,
and if anything, its freedom of choice has
become more restricted. It is compelled to
adapt itself to the changes caused by so-
cialism, to bring its economic, political,
military and other methods into line with
these changes. This is a reflection of the
objective historical process, of the doom
of the capitalist system.

Imperialist politics are based on the “po-
sitions of strength” policy, which presup-
poses stockpiling weapons, deploying pow-
erful armed forces and forming military-
political coalitions,

The object of imperialist strategy is to
achieve military superiority over the Soviet
Union and the other socialist countries.
Hence the nuclear and conventional arms
race, which between 1949 and 1967 cost the
NATO countries $1,153,000 million. This
staggering sum is almost six times the total
spent on World War I and exceeds the
capitalist countries’ outlays during World
War II. This bid for military superiority

buttressed the U.S. foreign-policy doc-
trine of “rolling back” communism and the
closely related doctrine of “massive retalia-
tion.” It helped also the remilitarization of
West Germany.

But the traditional imperialist principle
of pitting military strength against the
socialist countries came up against a formi-
dable reality—the deefnse potential of the
Soviet Union. This resulted in a striking
paradox: imperialism built up a war ma-
chine of unprecedented strength but, the
use of this machine to start another world
war would be tantamount to suicide.

The “positions of strength” policy, above
all its military aspect, is stuck in a blind
alley. Nevertheless, the dangers it gener-
ates are only too evident—from the doc-
trine of the so-called “flexible” reaction,
from the “brush-fire” wars touched off by
the imperialists here and there, from the
stepping up of war preparations by NATO.

To combat this imperialist aggression
and prevent imperialism from unleashing a
nuclear war is a pressing task of the So-
viet Union, other socialist countries and of
all the anti-imperialist forces. For the so-
cialist countries, primarily the Soviet
Union, a most important and, frankly, a
very costly aspect of this effort is to build
up a defense potential as the most reliable
safeguard of their security and a durable

peace.

Although imperialism has discovered that
its global military schemes are unlikely to
materialize, it has not relinquished the
idea of armed struggle. True, it is now de-
voting greater attention to the economic,
scientific, technological and other areas, all
the more since here, too, it is faced with
a challenge from socialism.

The socialist countries’ share in world
industrial production has risen to 38 per
cent compared with 27 per cent in 1955 and
10 per cent in 1937; the Soviet Union now
accounts for 20 per cent of world industrial
output as against 10 per cent before the
war. In the late fifties U.S. observers de-
scribed the Soviet economic progress as a
challenge to the American way of life that
could not be ignored, and the launching of
the first sputnik was described as a second
Pearl Harbor.

President Eisenhower, and to an even
greater extent Presidents Kennedy and
Johnson, approached economic growth rates
as an acute political problem and came to
regard economic progress as an essential
component of the political strategy of im-
perialism. Much the same applies to the
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other big capitalist countries, which con-
sider growth rates also in terms of compe-
tition on the capitalist world market, in
- particular with the United States.

In view of intensified economic competi-
tion with socialism, the capitalist world is
resorting to new measures to stimulate
economic growth.

State monopoly regulation of the econo-
my has gone much farther in recent years.
The state now plays a bigger role in invest-
ment, allocation of the national income and
in framing technological policy. Many
countries now engage in economic fore-
casting and programming.

State monopoly capitalism is making
efforts in the spheres of science and tech-
nology, using these as a means of acceler-
ating renewal of fixed production assets.
U.S. spending on science has risen from
$3,000m. in 1950 to $25,000m. in 1968, or
more than eightfold. In the national in-
come, the share of appropriations for edu-
cation, indispensable to scientific and tech-
nological progress, almost doubled in the
same period.

Much as science and technology stimulate
production, their advance under capitalism
is one-sided, being largely geared to mili-
tarization of the economy. In the United
States at least two-thirds of the expendi-
ture on research serve military purposes.

The accelerated scientific and techno-
logical progress and the increased state
regulation have resulted in raising the aver-
age annual growth rates in the developed
capitalist countries. At the same time the
economy retains its uneven and cyclical
character, there are mounting inflationary
processes in a number of countries and the
whole of modern capitalism is caught up in
an acute currency and financial crisis. From
1950 to 1967, the growth rate of capitalist
production averaged 5.4 per cent a year—
roughly 2.5 times less than in the socialist
countries, but still greatly in excess of the
capitalist growth rate in the interwar years,
(average annual growth for 1920-37 was
3.9 per cent). In the United States, Japan,
West Germany and some other capitalist
countries, production efficiency showed a
marked rise,

These facts reveal the economic and po-
litical importance of further progress in
the economy, science and technology, to
which the Communist and Workers’ parties
in the socialist countries are committed.

The economic reforms in these countries
are designed to improve centralized plan-
ning, to encourage initiative at enterprise
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level and to ensure better functioning of
all economic levers, competent manage-

ment, more effective national-economic
structures and better quality. These meas-
ures are needed not only to solve internal
problems facing the socialist countries,
primarily that of securing a rapid rise in
the standard of living, but also to draw
more fully on the advantages of the social-
ist system to win the economic competition
with capitalism.

Lenin’s point that labor productivity is,
ultimately, the basic condition for the tri-
umph of the new social system is particu-
larly relevant today. For rapid and effective
economic progress in the socialist countries
is indispensable if the entire strategy of
modern imperialism is to be decisively de-
feated.

Political and ideological struggle against
the socialist countries is, as we have point-
ed out, a salient feature of imperialist stra-
tegy. And here, too, imperialism has not
achieved its aim,

Ever since the Soviet state came into
being, and particularly after the war when
the sociailst world system emerged, imperi-
alism has spared no effort to discredit so-
cialist ideas and to defame socialist reality.
It has even described socialism as some-
thing accidental. Its ideological defeat is
obvious from the fact that theories denying
socialism the very right to existence have
given way to entirely different theories,
one of which is the theory of ‘“converg-
ence.”

Advocates of the latter admit the “pres-
ence” of socialism as an objective reality
of the world of today‘'and, moreover, ac-
knowledge its gains, especially in the mat-
ter of planning, meeting the development
needs of what they describe as the indus-
trial and post-industrial society. But, con-
ceding this, the ideologues of imperialism
refuse to draw the logical conclusion that
socialism is superior to capitalism and that
capitalism is doomed by history. Instead,
they envisage a gradual merger of the two
opposed systems, the eventual fusion of
the best qualities of socialism, which they
generally restrict to planning, and capital-
ism, in which they stress private initiative
and the freedom of the individual allegedly
guaranteed under capitalist rule.

So much for the theoretical aspect of the
matter. In practice, the concept of “con-
vergence,” a variety of the theory of capi-
talist “reconstruction,” is designed to smear
the social, economic and political achieve-
ments of the socialist countries, to “dis-




solve” socialism in capitalism and inject
more reformist poison among the working
people in the capitalist countries. Behind
the “convergence” every manner of sub-
version and propaganda is carried on
against the leading role of the Communist
and Workers’ parties in the socialist coun-
tries and the cohesion of their peoples. Our
adversaries would like nothing better in
the socialist countries than to set the
working class against the intellectual com-
munity, to set generation against genera-
tion, the working people of one nationality
against those of another.

Imperialism is becoming more active
ideologically as it realizes the futility of
its plans for gaining military superiority
over the socialist countries and as difficul-
ties crop up in its economic contest with
socialism.

It follows that an important condition
for the socialist countries to defeat modern
imperialist strategy is to frustrate the ideo-
logical intrigues of imperialism, promote
socialist democracy, strengthen the moral
and political unity of socialist society, and
for the Communist and Workers’ parties
to follow a correct policy based on Marx-
ism-Leninism.

The imperialists, understandably, would
like to undermine every socialist country
from within and are doing everything they
can to divide these countries, encouraging
nationalist trends in the socialist countries
and raising obstacles to their political and
economic cooperation.

Hence the imperialist emphasis on so-
called bridge building. The idea is to estab-
lish links with a given socialist country
with a view to extracting it from the
socialist commonwealth and opposing it to
the other socialist countries. Needless to
say, this activity is contrary to the interests
of any socialist country and the elemen-
tary requirements of international security.

In these circumstances, it is particularly
important to consolidate the socialist com-
monwealth and expand cooperation on the
principle of proletarian, socialist interna-
tionalism.

The contest between the two world sys-
tems and the processes taking place in the
main capitalist countries under the impact
of the scientific and technological revolu-
tion and the development of state monopoly
capitalism have had a telling effect on such
an aspect of imperialist strategy as the
fight against the working class movement
and all the anti-monopoly forces in these
countries. Here, too, imperialism is forced

to adapt itself to the new situation. It does
not at all give up frankly terrorist methods
—witness the reactionary coups in Greece
and elsewhere, the numerous coups in Latin
America, the emergency laws in West Ger-
many and the brutal repression of the em-
battled Negro people in the USA.

There are, however, two reasons why
imperialism cannot always use such meth-
ods. One is that the extreme reactionary
forces, whose supreme embodiment was the
fascist regimes defeated in World War 1I,
are thoroughly discredited. (This is not to
say, of course, that the danger of fascism
is over. On the contrary, neo-fascism, mili-
tarism and nuclear armament have plainly
been on the rise in recent years, particu-
larly in West Germany.) The other reason
is the radical changes that have taken place
in the alignment of class forces in the
world and, specifically, in the big capitalist
countries produced by the numerical growth
and better organization of the working
class, the turn to the Left of the masses,
the upsurge in the fight for democracy and
the gradual shaping of broad anti-monopoly
coalitions.

This situation compels the monopoly
bourgeoisie to maneuver on the social
scene. It is forced to make concessions
to the working people, first of all in the
economic field, which it subsequently tries
to take back through inflation, higher taxes
and in other ways.

Bourgeois countries today are at pains
to veil the exploitive nature of capitalism.
But the growth of state monopoly capital-
ism, the enormous concentration of mono-
poly power and the fusion of monopoly
and state make it increasingly clear to the
masses that they can win only by combin-
ing economic and political demands, by
opposing the political system dominated by
monopoly interests. Hence imperialist stra-
tegy signifies concerted action by the mo-
nopolies and the state to divide the work-
ing class, undermine Communist influence,
the progressive trade unions and other Left-
wing forces, to “de-ideologize” the masses
by dulling their class consciousness and
dampening their activity, to “sell” them the
idea of a spurious social partnership.

The scientific and technological revolu-
tion has led to a rapid increase in the num-
bers of intellectuals and has posed the
problem of education in a new way. The
monopoly bourgeoisie tries hard to block
united action by the workers and intellec-
tuals, to foil the cooperation of labor and
youth organizations and prevent the power-
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ful if spontaneous student movement that
has engulfed the capitalist countries from
assuming a consciously anti-imperialist
character.

It is in the best interests of the working-
class movement and the democratic move-
ment generally to counter the concerted
strategy of imperialism with working-class
unity, a solid alliance of the workers, pea-
sants and intellectuals and united action by
the masses. The logic of the struggle calls
for a democratic alternative in the form
of economic, social and political demands
of the masses led by the working class
against the anti-democratic policy of the
monopolies. It is of vital importance to
counter the growing militarism in the capi-
talist countries with mass action against
war, against the more reckless imperialist
forces, for peace and international security.
Life demands that the democratic forces
unite to thwart the designs of a resurgent
fascism and neo-fascism.

The Communist parties in the imperialist
countries are doing much to this end. They
have evolved anti-monopoly programs with
due regard to the interests of both the
working class and its allies. They cham-
pion united action by all working-class
parties and cooperation of the entire Left,
and fight for radical democratic reforms
and for socialism.

The flexible strategy and tactics used by
imperialism require discernment and flexi-
bility on the part of the anti-monopoly
forces, first of all the revolutionary parties.
The Communist and Workers’ parties plan
their activity accordingly. Lenin stressed
that Marxist political strategy and tactics
should consist in combining different ways
and means of struggle — peaceful and non-
peaceful, legal and illegal, offensive and
defensive — in skillfully alternating them
according to the situation, in steadily
heightening the political consciousness »>f
the masses and extending their united ac-
tion in keeping with the perspectives and
goals of the proletariat.

Modern imperialist strategy shows certain
peculiarities also in combating the national
liberation movement. In this sphere as in
those discussed earlier, it combines the
“classical” imperialist policy of the past—
above all colonialism in its traditional form
—with various modifications of the same,
that is, diverse aspects of neo-colonialism.

Imnoerialist use of the traditional methods
of colonial policy today is exemplified by
the series of colonial wars in the postwar,
such as those of the Portuguese colonialists
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or the racialist regimes of Smith and Vors-
ter. Other actions of this nature were the

British-French-Israeli war against Egypt
in 1956, the landing of Anglo-American
troops in Jordan and Lebanon to strike at
the Iraqi revolution, the combined imperial-
ist intervention against the Congo, the
Israeli war against the Arab countries, the
U.S. intervention in the Dominican Repub-
lic, British and American military support
for the Yemeni counter-revolutionaries.
Counter-revolutionary coups in one-time
colonies and dependent countries and sup-
port for monarchist cliques and regimes are
still among the favorite instruments of
imperialist policy. So are attempts to em-
broil new national states on the divide-and-
rule principle.

Neo-colonialism was called into life by
the imperialists’ inability to restore the old
and discredited colonial system. Their main
strategic objective in this area now is to
keep Asian, African and Latin American
countries in the capitalist fold.

A variety of methods is used to achieve
this objective. There is the fact that im-
perialist monopolies take advantage of the
economic and social difficulties of the new
independent states to seize key positions
in their economy in the guise of “aid.”
There is the monopolies’ “willingness” to
develop certain industries and train man-
power in former colonies, which enables
the monopolies to exploit the resources of
these regions. There is the price gap (the
U.N. estimates that deteriorating trade
terms alone lost these countries $4,000m.
a year compared with the average price
level of the early fifties). Thre is the out-
flow of profit (set by the U.N. at$5,000m.
a year) on foreign investments in these
countries. There is the meddling in the
internal affairs of the former colonies and
dependent countries, and the dragging of
Asian, African and Latin American coun-
iries into military blocs that impose on
them political and military commitments
detrimental to their interests.

A feature of neo-colonialism is combined
action by imperialist powers, the use of
numerous internatic ial foundations, banks,
associations and other agencies, and the
extension of integration processes to the
developing countries by, say, linking asso-
ciated African countries with the European
Common Market.

Most active in neo-colonialist politics is
U.S. imperialism. Originally it anticipated
taking over much of the heritage of the
European powers whose colonial empires




disintegrated. But the national liberation
movement proved so strong and the posi-
tions of world imperialism were undermin-
ed to such a degree that the American capi-
talists had to join up with West European
powers and Japan in trying to keep “third
world” countries in the imperialist sphere.

It follows that unity against imperialism,
resolute joint resistance by the new inde-
pendent countries to the colonialist and
neo-colonialist moves of imperialism are
imperative for the national liberation move-
ment as well.

o

Imperialist strategy uses different ways
in fighting each of the main revolutionary
forces. But that is just one side of the
matter. The other, no less important, is
that in spite of the differentiation in ways,
the fight against the socialist world is tied
up with the fight against the working-
class in the capitalist countries and the
national-liberation movement.

Take, for example, the war in Vietnam,
in which U.S. foreign policy has suffered
what is perhaps its greatest setback since
World War II. This is a war against a so-
cialist country, the Democratic Republic
of Vietnam, a war affecting the interests
of that country’s allies, and the interests
of the socialist world system as a whole.
At the same time it is a war against the
entire Vietnamese people, and also against
Laos, Cambodia and the other new states
in the area and is designed to bring con-
fusion into the national liberation move-
ment. Although it is a “local” war, its esca-
lation by the USA threatened an extension
of the conflict and alarmed the democra-
tic forces throughout the world, the United
States included. That country’s ‘“hawks,”
who tried to use the Vietnam war as a
pretext to foment chauvinism and to
crack down on the Negroes fighting for

civil rights, on progressive intellectuals,
students and trade unions, were firmly re-
sisted by the progressives, who took a
stand against the Vietnam war and against
reactionary aspects of the home and foreign
policy.

The rulers of America and of other capi-
talist powers realize that their strategy,
calculated to reverse the course of history
or at least consolidate the positions still
held by capitalism, will stand or fall to the
extent that the forces opposed to imper-
ialism act jointly or stay apart. Hence the
imperialists’ special effort to divide these
forces and set them against each other.

There is no denying that division in its
ranks, disagreement between some of its
contingents and any disregard of interna-
tionalist interests is harmful to the revolu-
tionary movement. Such phenomena hit
hardest at those who are responsible for
them, but they also injure the interests of
everyone else. That is why every revolu-
tionary force wants to do its best by com-
bating imperialism in its own area of acti-
vity and at the same time contributing its
effort to that of other revolutionary
forces so as to bring into being a single
anti-imperialist strategy.

The Communists—the most energetic
and most consistent fighters against imper-
ialism, who are equipped with the theory
of scientific socialism and are unexcelled
in organization—have a very big role to
play in unifying the anti-imperialist front
and achieving fruitful cooperation of the
revolutionary forces.

Marxist-Leninists see Communist unity
and united action by the Communist and
Workers’ parties and all the anti-imperial-
ist forces as an imperative of the day, an
earnest of the fulfilment of the great mis-
sion assigned to them by history. The com-
ing world Communist meeting should be
an important step towards this unity.

World Marxist Review 51




in the communist and workers parbies

Guatemalan Party of Labor:
for unity and againsft
erroneous tendencies

MARIO SILVA JONAMA

In March 1968 the Central Committee of
the Guatemalan Party of Labor stated that
“the revolutionary process in Guatemala
is at one of the most crucial stages of its
development.” This conclusion holds true
today as well, for one of the reasons for
the crisis is the split that took place in
the revolutionary ranks some time ago. In
our view, this split should be examined in
the light of the difficulties with which the
Party had to grapple when elaborating and
carrying out its political line of orienting
the revolution towards what we call the
“revolutionary war of the people.” The split
began as a clash of views in the revolution-
ary movement and the Party; it lead to
disorganization and confusion which has
still not been fully overcome.

It was to be expected, of course, that
the Party’s adversaries would strike their
hardest blows just when it was calling on
the masses to take the road of armed strug-
gle. However, with the experience it has
gained the Party hopes to weather the
storm and to reinforce its positions, orga-
nizationally and ideologically.

The roots of the crisis should be sought
in the Party’s failure to measure up to the
historical task of the Guatemalan revolu-
tionary movement. In other words, it did
not realize in time the need to take the
path of armed struggle and, consequently,
was slow in charting a firm and clear line
—the correct application of which could
have led to a revolutionary war of the
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people—in tackling the ensuing political,
organizational and military tasks.

The clash of views imperilled the unity
and the very existence of the Party. Many
comrades were demoralized by the terror
and counter-offensive mounted by the ene-
my towards the end of 1966 and during
1967. The inevitable outcome was a split
in the Rebel Armed Forces (FAR) and
the withdrawal in 1967 from the Party of
a group of comrades, who had been elected
to the Central Committee as full members
or candidate members at the 1966 National
Conference. The Rebel Armed Forces are
the military instrument of the Guatemalan
revolutionary movement and the Party has
played a leading role in these forces. The
members of the aforementioned group,
whose subsequent behavior showed that
they had joined the Party only formally,
aligned themselves with the anti-Party
leaders of the FAR. Their intention was
to gain control of the Rebel Armed Forces
and oppose them to the Party. Their origi-
nal plan had been to seize the Party leader-
ship and clear the way for applying their
military-political ideas. When this fell
through, they decided to smash the Party.
Such is the background to the split. For a
better appreciaiton of this we will recall
the National Conference resolution which
states that if in the past conservative and
dogmatic views were “the greatest danger
to the Party and the revolutionary move-
ment, since they ignored the new and the




changes in the country, in the future Left
attitudes and views may be the greatest
danger.”

“Had the Party not combated the conser-
vative tendencies,” the resolution goes on,
“it would have been in serious danger of
isolating itself from the revolutionary strug-
gle and deviating from the revolutionary
path, thus dooming itself to an auxiliary
force in the armed struggle. The result
would have been a smaller influx of mem-
bers, and the Party itself would have be-
come a narrow, dogmatic organization,
clinging to general principles, an organiza-
tion based on old formulas regarding the
forms of struggle and organization. This
would have hampered the Party in playing
its leading role in the revolutionary move-
ment, in the armed struggle, would have
prevented drawing the country’s best revo-
lutionary forces into the Party. Conserva-
tive and dogmatic views usually express
themselves in an abstract and schematic
understanding of Party tasks, in assertions
that any change in the forms of struggle
and organization is a departure from Len-
inist principles. Such views are indicative
of an underestimation of the armed strug-
gle, or of an attitude which regards it as
merely one of the forms of struggle.”

Describing the Left tendencies in the
Party, the National Conference stressed:
“When the class struggle grows sharper,
there is a tendency, as we have seen, to
skip stages, to rely solely on the more ad-
vanced forces, to forget about consolidat-
ing the united front; a tendency to be
carried away by military forms of organi-
zation and struggle, to underestimate the
role of the Party and the mass struggle or,
conversely, to overestimate the peasantry
at the present stage of the Guatemalan
revolution, thus placing the working class
and, consequently, its vanguard—the Party
—in a position of a secondary, and not
leading, force.

Underestimation of the Guatemalan work-
ing class and overestimation of the enthu-
siasm of the peasants who have joined the
revolutionary struggle could result in an
incorrect assessment of the role of the
Party, in excessive importance being at-
tached to the broad revolutionary move-
ment where the organizational contours
become obliterated, and the Party loses its
political and organizational independence.”
The resolution refers specifically to Trot-
skyism as “a grave threat from the outside
because of its provocative, divisive essence,
causing confusion, as a theory embraced

by the enemy and therefore to be countered
by revolutionary vigilance.”

Let us now analyze the reasons for and
the class roots of these tendencies in the
concrete historical context of Guatemala
so as to get a better picture of the Party’s
fight for unity, and draw some conclusions
from the experience gained in recent years.

In our Party conservative views evolved
mainly in the period following the grim
years of counter-revolutionary repressions,
when the democratic and revolutionary
movement was slowly and with difficulty
getting back onto its feet, when the Party
was reorganizing itself in conditions of il-
legality, when its contacts with the masses
were weak and indirect. It was during that
period (1960) that the Party held its Third
Congress, and although its decisions were,
by and large, correct, they were not analy-
tical enough. Despite the fact that in pre-
paration for the congress the Party had
critically analyzed the 1954 events, the
congress did not draw the necessary con-
clusions, did not give enough thought to
the need for armed struggle and did not
take measures to forestall errors of a
Rightist complexion. This was due to the
dogmatism in elaborating the program and
political line. Even though certain points
were formulated correctly, such important
questions as the character of the revolu-
tion, its motive forces, were mechanically
copied from the experience of the Chinese
revolution and from the programs of other
fraternal parties. This dogmatism manifest-
ed itself also in the tendency to regard as
an absolute the thesis concerning the pos-
sibility of the peaceful transition to social-
ism, formulated in its time with respect to
certain capitalist countries, in the tendency
to regard armed insurrection along the lines
of the Russian revolution—as the only non-
peaceful way to revolution. (At the same
time the radical Left took an over-simplified
approach to the Cuban revolution, qualify-
ing it as a blitz guerrilla war.)

These views undoubtedly contained cer-
tain features of reformism which took the
form of Right opportunism in Guatemala.
In the political struggle it evinced itself in
overestimating the “political game,” elec-
toral alliances and electoral tactics and,
consequently, in underestimating initiative
in developing the armed struggle. Right
opportunism also manifested itself in a
kind of “economism” and in a narrow use
of legal forms of mass work. This tendency
found supporters among the Guatemalan
emigres in Mexico, who published a docu-
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ment outlining their views.

Conservative views became widespread
in the Party. They strongly affected the
‘Central Committee’s work, particularly be-
fore 1965, made it difficult for the Party
to elaborate a correct general line and ham-
pered its practical work. In particular, the
conservative element employed primitive,
bureaucratic and outdated methods of work,
preventing comrades from taking issue with
these methods, or criticizing the shortcom-
ings and mistakes, characteristic of that
period.

These views were effectively combated
in the ideological sphere after the Central
Committee formulated the Party’s line more
correctly (1965), and the proponents of
conservatism desisted from their factional
activities and attempts to influence the
lower Party organizations, pledging to ob-
serve the norms of democratic centralism.
Those of the Party members and leaders
who were influenced by these views, which
only made Party work all the more difficult,
were for the most part comrades who were
behind the times in their thinking.

Conservatism has its class roots in and
1s most widespread among the petty bour-
geoisie, artisans, clerical workers, intellec-
tuals and professionals, that is, among the
middle sections of the population who are
economically in a more stable and favor-
able position. It is also prevalent among a
section of the working class who even in
our dependent country with its low stan-
dard of living can be regarded as the “labor
aristocracy.” Conformism is the reflection
of an objective economic factor: with the
enrichment of the bourgeoisie and the
growth of imperialist investments, there is
a certain upswing in employment and im-
provement in the living standards of some
sections of the population who have the
possibility of earning directly in the fac-
tory or indirectly in the so-called services
which are disproportionately large.

The Leftist views which did not have
time to spread during the counter-revolu-
tionary terror that set in after 1954, mani-
fested themselves sharply after the upsurge
of the mass struggle in 1962. These views
gained currency among students, especially
in the spring of 1962 when the revolution-
ary movement almost took the form of in-
surrection in the capital and in other cities,
ie, in the period when the hopes of a
general uprising were dashed to the ground.
No small role was played by the Trotsky-
ites who managed to entrench themselves
in the “November 13 Revolutionary Move-
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ment,” and by the latest Leftist theories
which were able to gain ground because of
the differences in the international Com-
munist movement.

Let us examine the nature of these views,
their specific features and class roots.

Initially, the Leftist tendency that devel-
oped both inside and outside the Party
contained elements of revolutionary roman-
ticism, giving it added popularity among
the youth and juveniles. Leftist views prac-
tically dominated the Patriotic Youth of
Labor (Communist youth), due partly to
the power of attraction of the Cuban revo-
lution, which is an inspiration to the entire
revolutionary movement in Latin America.
As might have been expected, the support-
ers of the new trend strongly opposed—
from subjectivist and voluntarist positions
—the conservative views then prevalent in
the Party. They not only dissociated them-
selves from the traditions of the revolution-
ary struggle of the past, from what could
be called the school of the Party; they
also disregarded the fundamentals of Marx-
ism, the principles and concepts of Marx-
ism-Leninism when tackling the vital prob-
lems of our day, relying solely on a passion-
ate belief in their ideals.

Unlike the erroneous or weak aspects of
the Party’s line, the Leftist tendencies mani-
fest themselves in the form of petty-bour-
geois ‘“revolutionism.” Their supporters
want the revolution to be a socialist one
right away. They make no distinction be-
tween the different sections of the bour-
geoisie, do not take into account the bal-
ance of forces, reject the idea of different
stages in developing the revolutionary
movement, disregard the importance of or-
ganization, of building up an underground
organization. They engage in an abstract
agitation and the establishment of separate
groups of their supporters.

Furthermore, they favor organizational
plans (despite their professed rejection of
all plans) patterned on a military concept
of struggle, organization and methods, but
which in reality have nothing in common
with military actions, let alone guerrilla
warfare, and do not envisage the kind of
organization that would act and make the
most of its actions to reinforce itself. It
all boils down to carrying out orders, and
not only at times of military operations,
when personal authority and discipline are
essential, but also when resolving political
problems. Organizational matters are treat-
ed as purely administrative, the apparatus




supersedes the organization, or totally re-
places it.

Cult of the “leader,” a sectarian inter-
pretation of the movement’s “core,” a mo-
nopoly of guerrilla operations, idealization
of the peasantry as the mass allegedly
ready for action at any time—such is the
essence of Leftism. In the concrete condi-
tions of our countries, Left opportunism is
an attempt on the part of petty bourgeois
elements to usurp the historic role of the
working class, to seize, or lay claim in
advance, to leadership of the revolution
and of its main force, the peasantry, in
particular.

There is no denying, of course, that this
trend stems from certain objective condi-
tions. Revolutionism of this kind reflects
the mood of the radical sections of the petty
bourgeoisie: the youth, students and intel-
ligentsia, that is, the sections which are
more and more feeling the pinch of the
chronic economic crisis. They are more
keenly aware of the need (although not
very firmly) to fight imperialism. At the
same time, Leftism also reflects the hope-
less, desperate position of the poor peasan-
try deprived of land, earnings, and civil
rights, and also of some urban sections
of the population suffering from unemploy-
ment and insecurity.

Because of their social origin and their
objectives, the representatives of the Left
both outside and inside the Party, are in-
herently in opposition to the Party. Hence
their cooperation with it or participation
in inner-Party activity is only temporary.
Even when unity was at its best, that is,
from the February National Conference in
1966 up to the Central Committee meeting
in July 1967, when the representatives of
this trend comprised nearly 50 per cent of
the Central Committee, they did not act as
genuine Party members conscious of their
rights and duties. They disregarded the
norms of democratic centralism, shirked
responsibility for leadership, and tried, in-
stead, to gain absolute control of the leader-
ship, or simply denied the need for the
existence of the Party. Thus, as Lenin said
about Martov’s factior after the Second
Congress, they became like those people
“who are not averse to making use of the
Party title but are conscious that this title
of theirs does not accord with the interests
and will of the Party.” Realizing that “they
could not convince the Party, they tried to
gain their ends by disorganizing the Par-
ty. ...” (Collected Works, Vol. 7, p. 357).

It is therefore not surprising that at the

beginning of 1967 these Leftist elements
published their platform* abroad, aimed at
splitting the revolutionary movement and
repudiating the party. And only a year be-
fore they had spoken for unity. At that
time they still thought that they would
succeed at the National Conference in gain-
ing full control of the Party leadership.
And although at first they failed to win a
following they eventually achieved their
aim at the end of 1967, hastening to an-
nounce this in January 1968, when they
published two versions of the same docu-
ment in which they tried to justify their
withdrawal from the Party.**

FOR UNITY OF THE PARTY AND THE
REVOLUTIONARY MOVEMENT

The Party spared no effort to preserve
the unity of its ranks and to promote at
the same time the unity of the revolution-
ary movement generally and the armed
struggle in particular. In the situation that
had taken shape at the beginning of 1965
as a result of the clash of views in the
Party, and particularly under the influence
of the “revolutionary” sentiments in the
Patriotic Youth of Labor, there was every
danger of the split in the revolutionary
movement deepening and bringing an after-
math of grave consequences. The Party
sought unity on a principled basis. The first
step was to define its political line more
clearly, raise its combat spirit, all the
more so since its work in the military
sphere was weak. It was necessary to
generalize all that was positive in the re-
spective trends. For example, the conserva-
tive trend consistently defended, although
from sectarian positions, the independence
of the Party and the leading role of the
working class. The radical Left advocated
violent forms of struggle and the renova-
tion of all revolutionary activity, although
it had not yet evolved a correct platform
and the corresponding methods of struggle.
The Party adopted a flexible attitude on

*"'Situation and perspectives of the Guatemalan revolu-
tionary movement,”” draft document dated March 7, 1967
and published as an orticle signed by Orlando Fernan-
dez, in April 1968.

**The two versions of the document signed by Major
Comilo Sanchez and others were: (a) ‘"The Guatemalon
Party of Lobor has capitulated, and the revolutionary
forces are disengaging themselves from the petty-bour-
geois leadership, and are intensifying their life and death
struggle agoinst the puppet regime of the bourgeoisie,
landowners and North American imperialism." Sierra de
las Minas, January 10, 1563, (Mimeographed in Guate-
mala); (b) ‘‘'The revolutionary process in Guatemala shows
us that it is essential to fundamentally revise the
strategic concept of war."” Sierra de las Minas, January
10, 1968. (Published abroad on February 25, 1968.)
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the question of strengthening the unity of
the Rebel Armed Forces and coordinating
their actions with other forces. It even con-
sidered it possible to make a number of
concessions, for it held that a broad united
front of forces was essential for a political
revolutionary peoples’ war.

We have already written about the steps
taken by the Central Committee to rectify
its political line, promote a broader dis-
cussion of ideological issues, critically as-
sess its work and reorganize its structure.*
The Party overcame its dogmatic mistakes
in a number of important questions. Pro-
ceeding, for example, from the concept of
the Guatemalan revolution as formulated
in the report to the Third Congress (1960),
viz,, that in our country “the national de-
mocratic and socialist revolution are two
different indissolubly connected stages of
one revolutionary movement,” the Party
defined more precisely the first stage of
the revolutionary movement as a people’s
anti-imperialist and agrarian revolution, ex-
cluding the national bourgeoisie as one of
the motive forces.

The Party discarded the conventional for-
mulations about the use of all forms of
struggle and indicated as the way to revo-
lution in Guatemala, a revolutionary peo-
ples’ war which “should be regarded as a
long war in the sense that it passes through
various stages necessary for changing the
correlation of forces, and creates condi-
tions for vanquishing the enemy. It must
be a peoples’ war, based on the people and
waged by the people. And in the fire of
this war will be forged the military might
of the revolution, the revolutionary army
of the people, closely linked with the
masses.” At the same time the Party de-
clared: “The working class is designed to
play the leading role. To this end it must
form a firm alliance with the peasantry
which is, thanks to its size, the principal
force, and also with other sections of the
population. This will necessitate rallying,
uniting, and organizing the people in the
course of the struggle, and, particularly,
the peasantry in the course of the guerrilla
struggle which constitutes an essential ele-
ment in developing the revolutionary war
in the conditions of Guatemala.”**

Subsequently, sectarian views were over-

*'Some Problems of the Guaotemalan Revolution,'”" Ber-
nardo Alvarade Monson. Weorld Marxist Review, No. 10,
1966,

*‘Te Orgonize ond Develop the Revolutionary War of
the Guatemalan People.’” Resclution of the Central Com-
mittee of the Guatemalan Party of Labor. Guatemala,
March 13, 1945,
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come also on organizational matters, a
more flexible Party structure was evolved
on Leninist principles, the importance of
creating revolutionary armed forces was
substantiated and measures were taken to
eliminate primitive methods of work. How-
ever, as a result of certain outside in-
fluences, there was a tendency to belittle
the role of the Party in practical work, to
employ adventurist methods, even to abol-
ish the Party.

As was later recognized, the Party did
not firmly enough tackle such important
tasks as preparing and developing the guer-
rilla zones. The leadership was more con-
cerned with preserving the unity of its
ranks than resolving these problems. As
regards the so-called old guard, their role
in military activity continued to be under-
estimated, as a result of which this work
was entrusted in many cases to people in-
sufficiently grounded politically. One of the
Central Committee reports (March 1968)
noted that “we retreated in the face of
despair and the calls for immediate insur-
rection made by some comrades. Not all our
actions were politically correct. We did not
oppose the slogan “terror just for the sake
of terror!” advocated by some comrades.
The guerrilla struggle in the mountains
lacked a correct line (responsibility for
this, of course, rests mostly with the com-
rades from the “Edgar Ibarra” brigade),
which would have helped to extend the
struggle and orient it more definitely on
creating a people’s army.”

However, it should be said that the Party
acted correctly in trying to preserve its
own unity and the unity-of the Rebel Arm-
ed Forces. In the course of the internal
struggle the Party drew new strength,
overcame the old mistakes. It succeeded in
uniting around the Central Committee the
vast majority of the lower organizaitons
and in retaining its allies, particularly in
the countryside. This enabled it to rein-
force the Revolutionary Armed Forces with
most of the Party membership. Besides, as
we have repeatedly said, we shall continue
to work for unity of action with other
revolutionary detachments, and particularly
with the Rebel Armed Forces in which the
combat groups of the “Edgar Ibarra” guer-
rilla brigade and the November 13 Revolu-
tionary Movement have merged.

Not everybody abroad knows that in
April 1968, after the split in the Rebel Arm-
ed Forces and the withdrawal of several
comrades from the Central Committee of
the Party, most of the provincial commit-




tees of the Rebel Armed Forces held their
Fourth National Conference which decided
to create a new organization, the Revolu-
tionary Armed Forces. The latter adopted
the military-political line of the Guatema-
lan Party of Labor. Hence the existence of
two parallel organizations: the Rebel
Armed Forces and the Revolutionary
Armed Forces.

ONCE MORE ABOUT LEFTISM

Generalizing the experience of the Bolshe-
vik Party, gained in the struggle against
the more characteristic manifestations of
petty-bourgeois revolutionism (the so-call-
ed Socialist-Revolutionaries), Lenin indi-
cated the three main directions along which
this struggle should be waged: against re-
luctance objectively to reckon with the
class forces and take into account the re-
lationships between these forces before
undertaking any action; against the tenden-
cy to individual terror (which is different
from revolutionary terror in times of
revolution, at a definite stage of revolu-
tionary development) ; against the tendency
to deride mistakes, even though not serious
ones—in this case Right-wing mistakes—
made by Communists.

With respect to Guatemala, it should be
borne in mind that the trends qualified as
Leftist range from the sincerely revolu-
tionary romantic to adherents of Trotsky-
ism, whose aim is to denigrate the Com-
munist Party. However, it is to the credit
of the best revolutionaries who, despite
their Leftism and mistaken views resolutely
and boldly developed the revolutionary
armed struggle. They practised what they
preached. The long list of our losses carries
the names of many personalities who dis-
played the qualities of true revolutionaries
and whose words tallied with their deeds.
Che Guevara and those who followed his
example, are among them.

But among those holding Leftist views
we also meet people who are more con-
cerned with arguing with anybody ready
to do so, than with formulating a program
of action. Whenever it was really neces-
sary seriously to examine the problems of
the Guatemalan revolution, a new approach
to them, and to chart the basic lines of
policy, the Guatemalan Party of Labor was
always willing—with the same sense of
responsibility it displays towards self-
criticism—to discuss these issues, and to
recognize that their opponents may be
right or partly right. What is more, when

many of these comrades were still in its
ranks, or in the leadership, the Party fully
appreciated the qualities and the services
of the best of them. In some cases the Party
benefited from their views, concrete actions
and methods of developing the struggle.

And there are also people—and not ne-
cessarily in the mountains or in the cities
of Guatemala—who, as Marx said in 1846
when taking issue with sectarianism, have
no positive doctrine, who can do nothing
and have done nothing but make a lot of
noise, trigger dangerous explosions and
ruin the cause they started, and who, to
justify their political zigzags confuse dia-
lectics, to quote Lenin, “with the wvulgar
habit of lumping together particular state-
ments, and particular developmental fac-
tors, belonging to different stages of a
single process.” (Collected Works, Vol. 7,
p. 412.)

THE PARTY WILL PROVE ITSELF
RIGHT IN STRUGGLE

Now that the Party is gradually emerging
from the crisis caused by the clash of trends
in its ranks, it is concentrating on over-
coming its weaknesses. Shortcomings in its
work could at a given moment play into
the hands of the Right opportunists who
expose the proletariat to the influence of
the bourgeoisie, or into the hands of the
Left opportunists who are anxious to re-
move the proletariat from the leadership
of the revolution and place the latter in
the hands of the petty bourgeoisie.

In the case of the Guatemalan Party of
Labor, its shortcomings spring from the
weakness of the proletariat itself: it is nu-
merically small, poorly organized, only re-
cently formed and still politically immature.
But it is the Party that should mould the
proletariat’s class consciousness. Its inter-
nal weakness stems from its social compo-
sition (a large percentage of workers of
non-proletarian origin, of peasants and
petty bourgeoisie), from the fact that such
being the case it did not make the neces-
sary effort to proletarianize its ranks and
educate its members in a communist spirit,
from its weak contacts with the masses,
particularly in the factories, from its in-
sufficiently comprehensive knowledge of
Guatemalan reality and, last but not least,
from inadequate efforts to elaborate its
own theoretical problems.

No matter what is said to the contrary,
the Party’s historical mission is to develop
and direct the process of the Guatemalan
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revolution, which, as it has already defined,
lies through the revolutionary peoples’ war,
towards which we are advancing. “Deter-
mining this path is the fundamental stra-
" tegic question for us. But we must combine
all forms of organization and struggle as
we advance along this path. While consist-
ently developing the armed struggle, we
must display the greatest political flexibil-
ity to win . . . as many forces as possible
to the camp of the revolution, to neutralize
the vacillating intermediate forces, aggra-
vate the internal contradictions of the ene-
my and demoralize him,” states a Central
Committee report made in March 1968.

The sectarian elements in Guatemala,
both the ultra Left and the Right, fail to
understand this. But reality is bearing out
the truth of Lenin’s words, words which
the working class fully appreciate: “The
more powerful enemy can be vanquished
only by exerting the utmost effort, and by
the most thorough, careful, attentive, skil-
ful and obligatory use of any, even the
smallest, rift between the enemies, any
conflict of interests among the bourgeoisie
of the various countries and among the
various groups or types of bourgeoisie with-
in the various countries, and also by taking
advantage of any, even the smallest, oppor-
tunity of winning a mass ally, even though
this ally is temporary, vacillating, unstable,
unreliable and conditional. Those who do
not understand this reveal a failure to
understand even the smallest grain of Marx-
ism, of modern scientific socialism in gen-
eral. Those who have not proved in practice,
over a fairly considerable period of time
and in fairly varied political situations,
their ability to apply this truth in practice
have not yet learned to help the revolu-
tionary class in its struggle to emancipate
all toiling humanity from the exploiters.
And this applies equally to the period be-
fore and after the proletariat has won po-
litical power.” (Collected Works, Vol. 31,
pp. 70-71.)

The Party must display its ability to ad-
vance in the present situation, when the
revolutionary movement in the country is
passing through a crucial phase, when the
offensive of the enemy—imperialism—has
left its mark. It has disorganized the guer-
rilla movement, inflicted telling blows on
our forces and is trying to neutralize the
mass struggle through terror. It is clear
that in these conditions the Party must
show its ability to pursue its strategic line,
the ultimate object of which is the triumph
of the revolution. At the same time, while
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working to preserve the continuity of the
struggle it must do so with due considera-
tion to the concrete situation. It must find
the most suitable forms of directing the
popular struggle, in every possible case
combining the political and social struggle
with military operations in such a way as
to add to the strength of the revolutionary
forces and secure their success.

That is why the Party of Labor is not
interested in competing with anybody in
spectacular actions which can only imperil
the further progress of the struggle and the
job of strengthening the Revolutionary
Armed Forces. Engels noted in his time
that every party leadership of course wants
to be successful, which is very good. But
there are times when one must have the
courage to sacrifice immediate success for
more important things. In this connection
he quoted Hegel as saying that the party
shows its viability not by avoiding a split,
but facing up to it. The proletarian move-
ment, he went on, passes through various
stages in its development and at each stage
a section of people falls back. It is this
that explains why “proletarian solidarity”
in reality takes the form of different party
groups that come to grips with each other
in a fight to the death.

As for the campaign of lies and slander
conducted against our Party by those who
preferred to split the Guatemalan revolu-
tionary movement, the Central Committee
fittingly rebuffed them in its document of
March 1968, earlier mentioned. Although
“the picture seems to show a difficult and
complex situation, it should not be regard-
ed as static,” the document notes, and it
goes on: “The situation should be seen in
the light of its internal contradictions, its
development and perspectives. No revolu-
tion has triumphed without sacrifices, easily
and swiftly. The blows struck at us should
be seen as part of a long and difficult road
on which our enemies, as they have already
demonstrated, will resort to the most bru-
tal methods. But they will be defeated in
the end. Those who do not understand this
process and dream of an easy victory in
the near future might lose heart and aban-
don the struggle.”

Our Party has drawn conclusions not only
from the negative aspects of the split. It
has taken cognizance of the positive actions
of a number of comrades after they left
the Party. This is reflected in the afore-
mentioned document which states that the
Party is ready to cooperate, to work for
unity with the Rebel Armed Forces, and




with all revolutionary organizations in the
country fighting the oppressor—imperial-
ism,

Time will prove that the Party is able to
take the most difficult hurdles and emerge
the stronger as a result of the split. And
the cheap ‘“solidarity” displayed by those

groups attacking the Party will but re-
inforce its determination to prove in the
revolutionary struggle how wrong are those
floundering in the bog of liquidationism,
who wrote: “What is left of the Guatemalan
Party of Labor no longer comes within the
historical category of a Communist party.”

Communist participation in the
governmeni and some aspecits
of the class struggle in Finland

For nearly three years now Communists
have been part of the coalition government.
We have, of course, gained some experience
from this which still needs to be analyzed.

Participation in the government of a
capitalist country undoubtedly confronts
the Party with many problems connected
with the class struggle, and leadership of
this struggle in the totally new conditions.

In their work in the government the
Communists proceed from the premise that
the coalition government supports Fin-
land’s present foreign policy, an essential
aspect of which is the preservation and
promotion of friendly relations with the
Soviet Union. This cooperation in the gov-
ernment, which led to the partial isolation of
the Right and the parties of monopoly capi-
tal, became possible only after the Social-
Democratic Party began to pursue a new
policy in its relations with the Soviet
Union, thanks largely to the painstaking
work of the Communist Party and the
country’s peace forces, and to the fact that
the Social-Democratic Party’s anti-Commu-
nist and hostile policy towards the Soviet
Union ran aground causing a crisis in the
party. The leadership has now adopted a
more reasonable position also as regards
the German question, admitting the threat
to European security engendered by West
Germany and favoring recognition of the
two German states.

Communist participation in the govern-
ment also has as its aim cooperation be-
tween the Communists and the Social-De-
mocrats and thus clear the way to working-

class unity. This would indeed be a victory
for the Finnish working class the beneficial
results of which would be very great in-
deed.

Cooperation between the two parties
would also help to achieve unity between
the old, traditional sections of the working
class and the new, rapidly growing strata
of clerical workers, officials and the tech-
nical intelligentsia (to the extent that
these categories belong to the working
class).

The Communist Party’s main support is
among the traditional working class where-
as that of the Social-Democratic Party is
among also the new sections composed
largely of the youth. It can therefore be
said that the Social-Democrats’ dissocia-
tion from the Right forces and their turn to
the Left is prompted by the objective devel-
opment to be observed among the new
working-class sections.

They are joining unions and adopting
the traditional methods of struggle. Recent
years have seen big strikes by bank and
postal workers, pharmaceutists and hos-
pital nurses. Formerly, the Right-wing
bourgeois parties were in a better position
to secure the support of these categories
since the Social-Democratic Party in com-
peting for them likewise occupied Right-
wing positions. Today the situation is
changing, for the developments in the new
sections of the working class are laying
their imprint also on the Social-Democratic
Party.

The cooperation achieved does not mean,
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of course, that the Communist Party no
longer has to work for the support of the
new sections. On the contrary, the stronger
our support among them, the more effec-
tively will we be able to influence their
class consciousness, to compel the Social-
Democratic Party to move still further to
the Left.

Most encouraging as regards the future
of this cooperation is that the youth of
the Social-Democratic Party now take the
cooperation for granted; furthermore, a
lively discussion has started in this party
on the practically forgotten subject of so-
cialism.

The Finnish Communists consider parti-
cipation in the government and the fight
for democracy as an integral part of the
fight for socialism. Our participation has
contributed to a more democratic home po-
licy. There are now fewer attempts to edge
out the Communist Party from the political
arena. Progress can be recorded in the
socio-political and cultural spheres. Thus,
Parliament has passed a law on education
according to which nine-year schooling will
become obligatory within the next few
years. State grants for needy university
students have been considerably increased.
A law has been passed establishing a
family pension system, while old-age pen-
sions have been increased. In addition to
these major improvements many lesser ones
have been introduced.

In this connection, the government’s eco-
nomic policy and its effect on the class
struggle acquires special importance.

Of the parties in the coalition govern-
ment, the Center Party represents the rural
bourgeoisie and capitalist interests in the
producer cooperatives, while the Social-
Democrats represent, as before, a semi-
bourgeois course. Hence, in essence the
government’s economic measures cannot
but be capitalist in nature. For all that, Com-
munist participation enables the working
class partly to eliminate the more reaction-
ary aspects of this policy, to protect its
interests more effectively than was the case
in governments which did not include
Communists. Of course, the working people
still have a hard time, and many of them
would like to see this “bad” government
out, not realizing that it might be replaced
by something worse.

Thus, there are difficulties in broadening
the class struggle. We are partly to blame
for this. We over-simplified matters and
created the impression that the government
in office at the time was responsible for
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the economic difficulties encountered, al-
though the main cause is rooted in the capi-
talist system itself. We did not fully realize
before the extent to which the existing
system dictates economic policy and what
basic changes have to be made before there
can be any fundamental change of policy.
This is to a considerable degree explained
by Finland’s dependence on her so-called
free trade with the capitalist world. If Fin-
land is to carry out a progressive economic
policy she will either have to break away
from the trade alliance of the West, or
change the trade and political principles
underlying these alliances. But it should be
noted at the same time, that we attach
considerable importance to cooperation and
joint struggle with the progressive forces
of the member-countries of these alliances.

Any effective change of economic policy
calls for measures which the other govern-
ment parties are not prepared to carry
out as yet. The task of the Communists is,
therefore, to so act that these parties will
be forced to carry out such measures. This
means painstaking, persistent mass work,
it means combining the parliamentary strug-
gle with extra-parliamentary struggle.

Naturally, the formation of a government
which included Communists gave rise to
hopes that many of the vital working-class
issues would now be resolved at the top.
When this did not happen disillusionment
began to spread among the masses.

It is quite obvious that when only two
of the 16-member government are Com-
munists and only one a People’s Democrat,
these three representatives must have the
unfailing support of the working people,
otherwise there would be little chance of
achieving any substantial success. The er-
roneous notion that the Communists in the
government have considerable opportuni-
ties can be overcome only through expla-
natory work among the masses. However,
certain subjective factors connected with
the internal situation in the Party, and
which began to tell even before Commu-
nists entered the government, are the main
reason why we have not been able to carry
on mass work as effectively as the situa-
tion required.

The new problems arising from the Par-
ty’s changed position can be resolved pro-
vided we change our tactics and raise the
class struggle to a higher level.

In the government the Communists
should balance compromises with construc-
tive criticism of their partners and realistic
alternatives. The emphasis in mass work




should be on defense of the coalition gov-
ernment against attacks from the Right,
and on organizing work among the masses
against the Right and the monopolies.

This should be linked with work among
the masses to support the government, en-
couraging them to submit their proposals
on issues of vital concern to them, with
active agitation. Lenin noted in his time
that in some situations agitation can even
become the main form of revolutionary
activity. We believe that in some respects
this applies to us. We should explain to the
people that the government’s economic po-
licy differs from the Communists’ program,
that we have better solutions to offer. We
should use the dissatisfaction to back our
proposals, bring pressure to bear on the
other government parties to take more pro-
gressive economic measures. We should ex-
plain to the masses that in cooperation
with the Communists the Social-Democrats
have a more realistic possibility of honor-
ing their election promises. If we carry out
this work effectively, we shall be able to
retain the following of those dissatisfied
with the government’s policy and win the
support of those members of the other
parties who are of a like opinion.

In the light of the October 1968 municipal
election returns it would seem that we
suffered a big defeat, losing approximately
one-sixth of our former constituents while
the other government parties retained their
positions, by and large, and the Rights
increased theirs. For the latter it was the
long-awaited balsam on the wounds inflict-
ed when the Social Democratic Party with-
drew from their front. The election results
could be regarded, partly, as consolidation
of the Right.

I, personally, think that Communist par-
ticipation in the government was not the
main reason for our electoral defeat, that
this defeat was due to certain subjective
factors, earlier mentioned.

Marxists note that certain trends in mod-
ern capitalism look like forerunners of
fascism. This danger is not a very real one
in Finland at present. It is true, some signs
have appeared in the country’s political life
which could spell the beginnings of a fas-
cist movement. The continued growth of
monopoly and automation, the structural
changes in the economy, the crisis in agri-
culture and the resultant unemployment,
not to mention many other anomalies, have
strongly affected some sections of the tra-
ditional working class and small manufac-
turers. The Rights were quick to hold the
present government responsible for these
difficulties, exacerbated by the crisis trends
in world capitalism. This demagogy affect-
ed some people, especially since the Com-
munists had not conducted a sufficiently
effective explanatory campaign.

As a result, the Right forces were able
to exploit the dissatisfaction that spread
among a large segment of the population.
This found expression in Vennamo’s new
Small Farmers’ Party which received seven
per cent of the total vote, polling many
votes also in the urban areas. Although it
proclaimed essentially “Left” slogans in its
propaganda, such as ‘“Defense of the for-
gotten people,” it betrays fascist-like feat-
ures. The success of this party shows the
need critically to review our activity and
step up work “in defense of the forgotten
people,” the need to win more stable posi-
tions among the new sections of the work-
ing class and among the youth.

We must tackle this problem if we want
to advance. The Central Committee has al-
ready charted the guide lines for improving
mass work and information. The Fifteenth
Congress, to be held at the beginning of
April, will undoubtedly play an important
role in this respect.

Gunnar ASPLUND
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IN BRIEF

Conduct the dialogue from
standpoint of principle

At the beginning of the year the journal
Politique aujourd’hui was launched in Paris.
Its aim, according to its founders, is “ex-
ploration” in the domain of theory and dia-
logue between the Left forces.

In connection with the publication of this
journal, the Political Bureau of the French
Communist Party declared that the mem-
bers who launched the journal had acted
contrary to the wishes of the Party, and
drew attention to the fact that some of
those collaborating with the venture were
avowed opponents of the Party.

“It is therefore not surprising,” the Party
statement went on, “that the very first
issue of the journal contained articles that
encroach on the unity of the Party. The
vanguard role of the Communist Party and
the theoretical, political and organizational
principles underlying its activity, are called
in question. The welter of criticism and
attacks against the Soviet Union in many
of the articles is, in effect, the expression
of an anti-Soviet line which can but weak-
en the solidarity needed by the Communist
parties in the fight against imperialism.”

The statement underlines that the Com-
munist Party is all for a real dialogue. “But
the dialogue should be based on a clear
confrontation of views, which presupposes
that the Communist view should be pre-
sented by Communists who approve and
voice their Party’s policy. In this way a
dialogue can be started which will not be
an aim in itself, but which will help to
unite the democratic forces in an effort to
arrive at common aims at each new stage.”

The Political Bureau states that the Party
supports constant theoretical research so
as to be better equipped to grapple with
the new problems as they arise and make
a constructive contribution to Marxist-Len-
inist theory. “In particular, in the light of
the scientific-technological revolution which
is sharpening the contradictions of capital-
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ism, the Party holds that participation by
the intelligentsia in the political and social
struggle in alliance with the working class
is fundamental to building the democratic
and socialist future.”

All the more inadmissible, therefore, is
the position of Politique aujourd’hui which,
as the Political Bureau statement points
out, proposes, in the final analysis, a Right
revisionist line running counter to the pol-
icy which was approved and enriched in
the Manifesto recently adopted by the
Central Committee.

The Political Bureau, concludes the state-
ment, regards the participation of Commu-
nist activists in this journal as running
counter to the general efforts of the Party
to unite all progressive forces. It calls on
all members to combat both Right and Left
revisionism, and to acquaint the masses
with the answers advanced by the Party to
meet the aspirations of the workers of
manual and mental labor, and in particular,
to ensure a wide circulation for the ideas
contained in the Manifesto of the Central
Committee,

In this way they will contribute to the
unity of the working class and to rallying
the democratic forces, which must find
expression in Communist Party coopera-
tion with all the democratic parties and
other organizations in the fight for an ad-
vanced democracy and a socialist France.

Roland Leroy, Political Bureau member,
also touched on this question at a seminar
on the work of Communists among engin-
eers, technicians and technical personnel.
Noting the fruitful results of the joint work
in organizing the seminar, Leroy said that
this work effectively refutes those who
charge that the Communist Party is strick-
en with sclerosis and incapable of coping
with the new problems, that the Party’s
explorations in theory are sterile and that
a confrontation of ideas is impossible. “It




is with such arguments that the founders
of Politique aujourd’hui try to justify col-
laboration with avowed enemies of the
Party, among whom are Trotskyites and
persons expelled from the Party, and a
number of intellectuals, among them some
Communists. Some of the latter know what
they are doing. In May and June last year
they attacked Party policy from the Left,
and for years previously they had espoused
revisionist views of a Left or Right color-
ing, depending on the circumstances. Now
they are again participating in a Right revi-
sionist venture directed against the Party’s
unity, calling in question its theoretical,
ideological, political and organzational prin-
ciples. I think that their local branches will
remind these Communists, who are few in
number, that we have never forced any-
body to be a Party member, and that if they
want freedom to fight the Party and to be
completely independent of it, we shall give
them this freedom and this independence.”

Some comrades, Leroy added, may have

agreed to collaborate on the journal with
a view to initiating a dialogue and theore-
tical exploration. “But before a dialogue
can take place the conditions for this must
exist. Confrontation of the Party’s policy
and theory with other opinions quite ob-
viously implies expressing, first and fore-
most, the policy of the Party. If the possi-
bility existed we would have no objection
as a Party to founding, together with other
partners, a journal-dialogue designed to
promote the constant exploration of com-
mon aims. All Communist intellectuals can
actively participate in free theoretical de-
bate, which the Party encourages and stim-
ulates.”

The document of the Party’s Political
Bureau and Leroy’s speech underscore the
need to engage in a dialogue from the prin-
cipled positions of Marxism-Leninism, flex-
ibly and creatively applying the wealth of
ideas of scientific socialism to the new and

diverse problems of our time.
A.D.

From draft policy statement of
German Communist Party

The following extracts are in response to
readers’ requests for information about the
reconstituted German Communist Party in
the FRG.

*® + #

At a press conference in Duesseldorf last
January, the Federal Committee of the Party
submitted for public discussion the draft of
its policy statement. The draft will be con-
sidered and adopted at a congress, schedul-
ed for April 12-13 in Essen.

“The German Communist Party,” states
the draft document, “is the Marxist party
of the working class in Federal Germany.
This is its homeland. In its work it is
guided by the teachings of Marx, Engels
and Lenin—the critical science of the work-
ing class aimed at changing the world. The
Party is working to secure the working
people’s leading role in the state and
society. It stands foursquare for unity of
the workers and all progressive forces. It is
acting as a force moulding the class con-
sciousness of the workers and the youth.
The Communist Party wants our country

to advance along the road indicated by the
times—the road of socialism.”

The draft notes that the Party has im-
bibed the revolutionary traditions of the
labor movement, that, proceeding from the
present and future interests of the working
class in the Federal Republic, it will be
closely associated with the working class
in the German Democratic Republic and its
party—the Socialist Unity Party of Ger-
many.

Stressing that the Party is part of the
working class in West Germany and of
the international labor movement, the au-
thors of the document observe: “While on
the one hand we uphold the interests of
the working class and, consequently, the
true interests of the German nation, on
the other, we are internationalists working
for fraternal cooperation between the work-
ers of all lands. Together with the Commu-
nists of the Soviet Union and of the other
socialist countries, and with the Commu-
nists of the capitalist countries, we are on
the side of the worldwide movement to
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which the future belongs. We are in soli-
darity with all peoples fighting against im-
perialist oppression and colonial depen-
-dence, for their national independence, de-
mocracy, progress and socialism.”

The Communist Party offers as its alter-
native to the present developments in the
FRG, the democratic renovation of the state
and society. The draft underscores in this
connection: “The only way to resolve the
issues of vital concern to our people is
through developing the political activity
and initiative of the working masses,
through the democratic renovation of the
state and society. Democratic renovaticn
means turning the FRG into a genuinely
democratic state, means restricting the
power of monopoly capital and putting an
end to neo-nazism and the militarist great-
power policy. Democratic renovation means
a policy of peace and security, recognition
of the GDR, defense of democratic rights,
broader democracy, the right for workers
to participate in factory management; it
means social security and a better life, a
progressive policy in culture and educa-

tion.”

“This democratic renovation,” the draft
statement goes on, *“is not something that
can be won for the people, they must
achieve it themselves—in social and politi-
cal struggle, in vigorous trade union activ-
ity, non-parliamentary actions and actions
for progressive representation in parlia-
ment. The Communist Party is anxious to
secure these transformations on the basis
of the democratic principles and rights in-
scribed in the Constitution.”

The draft stresses: “The principal task
in the struggle is to change the politica:
alignment of forces in favor of the working

class and all sections of the people op-
pressed by monopoly capital. This is also
an essential condition for democratic and
social progress, changing the composition
of parliament and turning it into a body
representing the interests of the people. It
is the precondition for forming a govern-
ment prepared to pursue a new policy.”

The Party’s aim is the socialist recon-
struction of society, we read in the draft,
which goes on to say: “The German Com-
munist Party is convinced that the wvast
majority of the country’s working class and
people generally will realize, in the course
of the struggle for their social rights and
democratic change, the historical need for
higher forms of social life, for a socialist
society.”

Observing that a socialist social system
means the conquest of political power by
the working class in alliance with other
sections of the working people, the authors
of the draft state: “The German Commu-
nist Party wants the working people of the
FRG to achieve socialism in the most favor-
able way, without civil war. The reaction-
ary ruling classes, on the contrary, anxious
to preserve their power and privileges,
have always resorted to violence against
the people. It is only in a stubborn class
and popular struggle against the inevitable
resistance of the big capitalist groups that
the socialist and anti-monopoly popular
movement can gain the strength needed to
prevent reactionary violence.”

The draft states that in the fight for
socialist transformations, the German Com-
munist Party wants to cooperate with all
socialist and anti-monopoly forces in non-
parliamentary actions, and in the fight for
broad parliamentary representation of the
working people.

Conference of Uruguayan

communists

The recent Conference of the Communist
Party of Uruguay in Montevideo took place
against a setting of public discontent over
the government’s policy of repressions,
wage freeze and attacks on civil rights and
freedoms.

The last six months of 1968 saw the intro-
duction of emergency measurs and a visible
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sharpening of the political atmosphere.
Grave trials fell to the lot of the Commu-
nists, from which they emerged more steel-
ed than ever. Defying the government re-
pressions, new members joined the Party—
over 1,100 in December alone.

Touching on the drive to expand the
Party, Popular, the Party newspaper, said




in an editorial: “Building a powerful Com-
munist Party is the cardinal problem of
the Uruguay revolution.”

The report by Comrade Alberto Suarez,
Secretary of the Party, dealt with efforts
to strengthen the Party, with the guide-
lines for the new Party-building plan for
1970, the year highlighted by the centennial
of Lenin’s birth and the 50th anniversary
of the Uruguay Party.

Disappointed in the bourgeois political
parties, which are in the throes of a crisis,
the masses are turning to the Communists.

The political awareness of the people is
rising. However, Comrade Suarez observed,
the numerical strength of the Party is
still incommensurate with the mass of peo-
ple siding with the Party.

Attended by 368 delegates, the Confer-
ence adopted a new Party-building plan to
be realized in fighting for radical change in
the country. The aim is to increase the
membership by 80 per cent before 1970.
The circulation of Popular is to be increased
to 40,000 and of Estudios (the Party’s theo-
retical organ) to 10,000 copies.

Against military alliance
with the United States

The Japanese-American military treaty ex-
pires on June 22, 1970, and the public in
Japan wonders whether it will be annulled,
whether the U.S. military presence in Oki-
nawa will continue or whether the island
will be returned to Japan. The number of
opponents to Japan’s military alliance with
the United States is increasing visibly. The
newspaper Asahi estimates on the strength
of an opinion poll last December, that 70
per cent of the nation wants the military
treaty scrapped or at least modified.

Under the treaty, Akahata, the Com-
munist Party paper, reported on January
17, the government placed at the disposal
of the U.S. Armed Forces territory for 148
military bases and 23 offshore testing areas.
In addition, the U.S. has free use of 74 sea-
ports and 24 civilian airfields, most of
which, especially on Okinawa, are exploited
for the war against the people of Vietnam.

In his report to the Tenth Congress of
the Japanese Communist Party in October
1966, Kenji Miyamato, General Secretary,
said: “The fight for the annulment of the
Japanese-American ‘security treaty’ and
against the revival and invigoration of
Japanese militarism in conditions of sub-
jugation to the United States is entering
a most acute phase. The aims of the
struggle are: evacuation of U.S. military
bases, return of Okinawa and Ogasawara,
ban on entry of U.S. atomic submarines
and aircraft carriers into Japanese ports,
etc.”

The Communist Party has repeatedly

stated its stand on the so-called revision of
the “security treaty” in 1970. The matter
was discussed at length at a recent Central
Committee meeting, culminating in a
document which said: “A united front of
all democratic forces is urgently needed to
press for the abolition of the Japanese-
American military alliance and to build an
independent, peaceful, neutral Japan.” The
alternatives, the document continued, are
as follows:

1) Either tolerate what will in effect
become a Japanese-American nuclear alli-
ance and an Asiatic anti-Communist mili-
tary pact based on prolongation and con-
solidation of the ‘“‘security treaty” and the
return to Japan of Okinawa with U.S.
nuclear bases, use of which by the United
States will be free, or

2) scrap the Japanese-American military
alliance and gain genuine independence and
peace.

The Central Committee pointed out that
the nation should work for annulment of
the treaty and the unconditional and com-
plete return of Okinawa, advancing to-
wards an independent, democratic, peace-
ful, neutral and prosperous Japan.

It defined the concrete objectives in this
campaign. What is needed, it said, is a
democratic coalition government based on
a united front of all democratic forces
which would, on the strength of clause 10
of the treaty, give the U.S. Government
“notice of expiry.” The Central Committee
suggested that the coalition government
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should see to it that U.S. troops and bases
are removed from Japanese territory
within a year, annulling the treaty, the
- agreement for stationing U.S. troops and
bases, and other pertinent agreements.

The Japanese Communists oppose the
Sato Cabinet’s policy of cooperation with
the USA and Japan being made a U.S. war
base, especially a base for the aggression
in Vietnam.

They demand a ban on importation of
nuclear weapons and equipping Japanese
self-defense units with atomic arms, a ban

on entry of U.S. warships into Japanese
ports, on the use, testing, production and
stock-piling of nuclear arms in Japan, and
call for a world treaty to ban the use of
nuclear weapons.

The Central Committee decision stresses
that scrapping the treaty and regaining
Okinawa would radically alter the role of
Japan, in the postwar a support base of
U.S. imperialist aggression, and visibly
change the political climate in Asia.

M. D.

communications and comment

The Paris talks and Washington

The political journalist on the Washington
beat must have been somewhat perplexed
when, early in 1968, the then occupant of
the White House announced to a startled
public at home and abroad that he would
not seek the Democratic Party nomination
for a second full term. For here was a most
ambitious politician, a man whose whole
life had been a preparation for that high
office, a man who hated more than any-
thing else the word abdication; and here
he was relinquishing—evidently of his own
free will—the opportunity of another four
years in that most coveted of offices.

And yet there was a deep logic to his
decision. It was the logic of an indomitable
fight in a far away country by a small but
heroic nation for its independence and fu-
ture. It was the logic of the solidarity of
the socialist world aiding the people of
Vietnam in their just struggle for freedom
and independence. It was, lastly, the logic
of the mounting opposition in the United
States itself to an immoral and senseless
war.

In assessing the Johnson Administration
and President Johnson himself, Newsweek
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(January 20, 1969) commented:

“If the Johnson Presidency had a tragic
fall, was Vietnam its major stumbling
block? A strong case can be made for that

view . . . It was certainly Vietnam that
unlocked the furies among America’s
youth, intelligentsia, and ultimately its

voters—and that drove Mr. Johnson from
office. It was Vietnam that drained away
the money so desperately needed by the
fledgling domestic programs of the Great
Society. . ..

“Clinton Rossiter of Cornell, a long time
student of the Presidency, is among those
who believe that Vietnam brought Lyndon
Johnson down. ‘When you have a war on
you can’t win and you can’t lose, it saps
your time, your energy, your prestige—
and eventually it destroys you. Vietnam is
not our biggest problem, but it is the one
that destroyed this man’.”

The announcement, on March 31, 1968
of a partial halt to the bombing of the
Democratic Republic of Vietham was a vic-
tory for both North and South Vietnam.
It was the proof that the concept of trying
to force a nation to its knees by an utterly




ruthless bombing of its towns and villages
was powerless to break the will of a people
fighting for the homeland.

The DRV government’s initiative and
Johnson’s decision of March 31 paved the
way to the bilateral talks which opened in
Paris in May 1968. The talks which aroused
hopes all over the world were not, however,
moving forward because of the duplicity of
the United States Government in seeking
to extract from the Democratic Republic
of Vietnam what actually amounted to sur-
render. U.S. diplomatic maneuvers in Paris
were coupled with an intensified bombing
of a large part of the territory of the DRV
and with a brutalization—if it was at all
possible—of the war in the South. The
feeling of world public opinion was that
the American side was trying to redouble
the pressure on the Vietnamese patriots.
But these tactics failed.

Another victory for the Vietnamese came,
when on October 31, 1968 President John-
son felt constrained to announce complete
cessation of the bombing in the North and
agreement to hold four-sided talks in Paris
—with the inclusion of the National Libera-
tion Front.

It would seem logical that the U.S.
Government should have abandoned by that
time the idea of forcing anything on the
Democratic Republic of Vietnam or on the
National Liberation Front of South Viet-
nam, that it should have been prepared to
enter into genuinely serious negotiations
on the substance of the issue. But again
for a considerable period no such conclu-
sions were drawn by the American side.
The excuses were numerous, and two of
them were particularly outstanding: “every-
one” apparently was waiting for the inau-
guration of the new President, but all of
a sudden—the Saigon puppets, totally de-
pendent on the Americans, “came to life”
and refused to send a delegation to Paris
until the issue of the NLF representation
was settled. Settled—of course—according
to their wishes based on denial of an inde-
pendent role for the National Liberation
Front,

Much was written about the “wrang-
lings” between the American delegation in
Paris headed by Ambassador Averell Harri-
man, the Johnson Administration in Wash-
ington and the South Vietnamese regime in
Saigon. There was the unmistakable inten-
tion of creating the impression that the
Americans, at least the Americans in Paris,
were ‘“good” and willing to begin negotia-
tions, whereas the Saigon regime raising

all kinds of obstacles was “bad.” Be that
as it may, it is perfectly obvious that the
Saigon regime could not possibly have
taken its stand without very powerful
forces in Washington and its military estab-
lishment in South Vietnam giving it maxi-
mum support and eéncouragement. Accord-
ing to Murray Marder, writing in the
Washington Post (January 20, 1969) Secre-
tary Rusk was ‘“‘convinced that nothing of
consequence could be expected to emerge
from the Paris talks.” The U.S. military
establishment in Saigon was, according to
Marder, dead set against any substantive
negotiations in Paris, although Gen. Creigh-
ton W. Abrams, commander-in-chief of U.S.
forces in South Vietnam, was reported by
President Johnson to have given his assent
to the halt in the bombing. At any rate
there is this incontestable fact that the
four-sided talks announced for November
6, 1968 did not materialize until almost ten
weeks later.

The Saigon regime, advancing absurd de-
mands, flatly declined to send a delegation
to Paris. Its refusal, it seems, was moti-
vated by the following factors:

The first was that the U.S. military es-
tablishment—contrary to all the indications
—began again to comfort itself that it could
“sell” the idea of military victory to the
American people. The idea was to convince
the American public that the “reorganiza-
tion” and re-equipment of the Saigon army
had progressed so far that it could play a
considerable if not the decisive role in the
fight against the Vietnamese patriots.
Hence—the need to show Saigon as being
“tough” and ‘“‘uncompromising” and its
professions of wanting to fight “unto com-
plete victory.”

The second factor was the fear of the
Saigon regime to sit with representatives
of the National Liberation Front in the
glare of the world press and of world pub-
lic opinion. They feared that the talks
would expose their negative attitude to
peace. After all, to many in Paris and not
only in Paris they seemed what they were
—*“politicians” acting against the interest
of their people on behalf of the USA and
the “upper crust” in South Vietnam.

And finally, there was the war-weariness
of a large part of the American people,
who long to see an end to the Vietnam
war. Many in the American power struc-
ture and in the Establishment now realize
that this is a hopeless war which has less-
ened the possibilities of the United States
playing its former world role. The Saigon
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regime thought that by sabotaging the Paris
talks with the help of the U.S. military it
would prevent the development in the U.S.
.of a trend towards a settlement.

It is again due to the patriots in Vietnam
and the indomitable and yet flexible stand
of the representatives of the DRV and the
NLF that those calculations have gone
awry. In the face of worldwide indignation
and considering the general situation in
Vietnam, the American side simply could
not afford to sabotage the talks or to let
them be sabotaged by their Saigon puppets.
On Saturday, January 25, 1969 the four
delegations met in the Hotel Majestic in
Paris to try to resolve questions of sub-
stance.

The first substantive session of the Paris
Conference coincided with the Nixon in-
auguration; this necessitated a change in
the American team in Paris. Averell Harri-
man was replaced by Henry Cabot Lodge
Jr.

Cabot Lodge's record as U.S. Ambassa-
dor in Saigon opens up rather dim perspec-
tives. He is one of the most outspoken
anti-Communists in Washington. Newsweek
(January 20, 1969) carried this comment:

“The South Vietnamese made no effort
to conceal their pleasure over the appoint-
ment (of Cabot Lodge). Indeed they were
openly referring to Lodge as ‘our man in
Paris’. . . . During his two tours of duty as
Ambassador to South Vietnam he got on
well with the nation’s powerful military
men. In 1963 Lodge bestowed his tacit bless-
ing on the coup-makers who engineered the
overthrow of President Ngo Dinh Diem.
And when he returned to Saigon in 1965,
he lent his personal and political support
to the military regime of Premier Nguyen
Cao Ky. In those days Lodge’s attitude to-
ward negotiation was compatible with Sai-
gon’s present outlook. Upon leaving South
Vietnam in 1967, Lodge, who later became
ambassador to West Germany, predicted
that the war would not end with a peace
conference, but with a quiet military ‘fade-
out’ by the Communists.

“*There is no hope at all,” he had said,
‘that public activities having to do with

'

peace will accomplish results’.

There are still more ominous signs. U.
Alexis Johnson, newly appointed Under
Secretary of State for Political Affairs and
a former deputy ambassador in Saigon, de-
clared on January 21, 1969 that he would
not recommend to President Nixon any
changes in the U.S. “commitment” to South
Vietnam. Asked if he would propose con-
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tinuing “exactly the same American policy,”
he replied: “I think our policy here is pay-
ing dividends and I think it is going in the
right direction, yes.”

Alexis Johnson's words should be
coupled with what he had heard from Gen.
Abrams and U.S. Ambassador to Saigon
Ellsworth Bunker — as reported by the
Washington Post on January 22. The es-
sence of their report is summed up in the
following paragraph:

“The South Vietnamese Army’s build up,
with belated re-equipping by the United
States will be more or less complete by
June 30, when a new U.S. look at its capa-
bilities (and the tactical situation) will be
in order.”

What on earth do the words mean? What,
in the light of the Paris talks, is their por-
tent? Clearly it must be that the United
States still entertains hopes of a military
victory, and that until June 30 at least
some people in Washington are not worry-
ing about results in Paris.

That this interpretation is the likely one
can be gleaned from an editorial in the New
York Times (January 18) which directly
accuses the U.S. military establishment in
Saigon of “footdragging.”

“The new spurt towards peace in Paris,”
the editorial says, “has been accompanied
by all-too-familiar foot-dragging on the
part of some military officials in Saigon . ..
These perennial optimists continue to pro-
mote delusive dreams of military victory.
United States military commanders recently
have been stressing what they say is a
marked improvement in South Vietnamese
forces and a drastic decline in the fighting
qualities of the enemy. . . .

“The siren call of the repeatedly discre-
dited prophets of military victory must not
be permitted again to divert the nation from
the only sensible path to peace in Vietnam
—a path that runs today through Paris.”

Thanks to the valiant struggle of the
people of Vietnam, thanks to their support
by the socialist countries and world public
opinion, thanks to the widespread opposi-
tion in the United States to this unjust war,
substantive talks have now begun in Paris.
On the one hand they have aroused hopes
in the world, on the other they have spur-
red the sinister war mongering forces in
Washington and in Saigon to sabotage the
talks by all possible means. We shall cer-
tainly witness a struggle between these
opposing tendencies.

Zygmunt BRONIAREK




Dangers of Israeli policy

The very first days of 1969 witnessed a
sharp escalation in the aggressiveness of
Israeli militarism. Another large-scale
military confrontation between Israel and
the Arab countries, fraught with the dan-
ger of involving the great powers, is loom-
ing up.

The escalation was highlighted by the
treacherous Israeli raid on the Beirut inter-
national airport, carried out according to
official Israeli sources by a decision taken
at cabinet level. This action, which shock-
ed world opinion, was the most reckless of
the Israeli sallies against her Arab neigh-
bors since the June war.

In the eyes of the Israeli military stra-
tegists Jordan and Lebanon are the weak
links in the Arab countries. Hence the con-
centrated efforts to force these two coun-
tries to seek a separate settlement with
Israel on the basis of the status quo post-
June 1967, to neutralize them and thus
break up Arab solidarity, to strengthen the
positions of the reactionaries in these coun-
tries and ultimately isolate the anti-im-
perialist regimes in Cairo and Damascus.

The General Secretary of the Israeli Com-
munist Party, Meir Vilner, speaking in the
Knesset (Parliament) condemned the raid
on Beirut airport as a sabotage action
against peace efforts. “This raid on Leba-
non,” he said, “has seriously undermined
the intensive international efforts now
underway to find a way out, a political
solution to the crisis in our region. Who
can deny that the raid has caused grave
harm above all to Israel?”

The Beirut raid can hardly be seen as an
isolated action since it has long been
obvious that the Israeli strikes are against
military and civilian targets especially in
Egypt, Jordan and Lebanon, that is, against
countries that have expressed their readi-
ness for a political solution of the crisis,
against those countries that have declared
their readiness to implement the November
1967 decision of the Security Council, i.e.,
withdrawal of Israeli forces from the occu-
pied territories, on the Arab side termina-
tion of the state of belligerency with Israel,
and respect for the latter’s right to sover-
eign existence within recognized and secure
borders.

WHY THE ESCALATION?

Israeli official spokesmen describe their
military actions against the Arab countries
as “retaliation” for the Arab military opera-
tions against Israel—explaining the bomb-
ing of the Amman-Aqaba bridges and Bei-
rut as retaliation for Arab resistance opera-
tions. But such “retaliation” cannot be jus-
tified because it serves aggressive purposes,
being aimed against the Arab resistance
to the continued occupation and annexation
of the Arab territories.

This is not a new policy; ever since the
founding of the Israeli state its Zionist
leaders have coveted the west bank of the
Jordan, the Gaza strip and the Golan
heights in Syria. And their assault on the
Arab states was, clearly, an attempt to
carry forward their far-reaching aims. The
Israeli rulers do not hide their intentions
of retaining all the war spoils and imposing
a humiliating peace on the Arabs by forc-
ing them to recognize the “status quo.”
This is underlined by the policy statement
submitted to the United Nations, in what
iIs called the Israeli nine points for a
“peace” settlement.

The gist of this “peace plan” is:

1. Evading the situation arising from the
Israeli war of aggression.

2. Rejecting the obligations contained in
the Security Council decision of November
22, 1967, and insistence on direct nego-
tiations.

3. Non-recognition of the U.N. injunction
that Israel should withdraw from occupied
territories.

4, A desire to obtain territorial acqui-
sitions and other advantages regardless of
the rights of the Arab people of Palestine.

5. Denial of the responsibility of the Is-
raeli rulers for the situation created in the
Middle East arising from the policy of
strength in collusion with imperialism, and
the policy of total disregard for the Pales-
tinian Arabs over the past twenty years.

In short, this policy, which runs counter
to international law and the U.N. Charter
and is directed against the rights of peo-
ples, can never lead to peace.

The Israeli leaders have never made any
secret of their resolve to retain and annex
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the occupied Arab territories. Attempts are
made to change the demographic nature
of the occupied territories by forcing the
people to flee from their homes and go to
the east bank of the Jordan, by establishing
Jewish settlements in the Arab territories
and an occupation regime to secure fulfil-
ment of this task.

The perspective held out by the extrem-
ists in Israel for their people is that sooner
or later another round of war is inevitable.
In the words of Army Commander-in-Chief,
Haim Bar Lev: The prospect of peace is dis-
tant. Each side wants a settlement so dif-
ferent from the other, to such an extent
that it seems it will be impossible to make
both ends meet. Yet the danger of another
outbreak of war is being created by the
Israeli militarists and their patrons. But
growing international public opinion against
the Israeli defiance of U.N. decisions, the
growing resistance in the occupied Arab
territories, the intensive efforts conducted
by peace forces of the world headed by the
Soviet Union for a just political solution,
the growing concern and discontent of the
Israeli public — all are exerting tremen-
dous pressure on the Israeli front and could
upset all the calculations of the Israeli

hawks.

THE SCRANTON MISSION

The deterioration of the U.S. position in
the area due to Washigton’s support of the
Israeli aggression prompted the mission of
Scranton as the emissary of Richard Nixon,
then president-elect. It goes without saying
that the change of men in the White House
has not changed the global strategy of the
U.S., but it may signify some tactical
changes on issues like the Middle East for
example, especially after the failures of
American policy there in recent years.

The purpose of the Scranton mission was
to seek an American solution to the Middle
East crisis in line with American interests,
securing substantial gains from the Israeli
military victory over the Arabs in 1967.

The purpose of the mission was, there-
fore, to give a new impetus to American
“friends” in the area and to strengthen
their claim that the Arabs should not adopt
a hostile attitude to U.S. imperialism,
which would force it to a greater reliance
on Israel.

A purpose of the Scranton mission was
to strengthen the positions of Arab reac-
tionaries at the expense of the progress-
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ive regimes in the area, to create a favor-
able atmosphere for carrying out the im-
perialist plans envisaging major concessions
by the Arabs in line with imperialist in-
terests, and to find a solution to the Pales-
tine question in line with the ambitions
of the Israeli rulers and to the detriment
of the Palestinian Arabs.

BOMBS INSTEAD OF BUTTER

Although the Israeli rulers say that they
do not want another outbreak of war,
militarization is the order of the day. At
the beginning of the year, in submitting the
annual budget to the Knesset the Finance
Minister declared: “The next year’s budget,
like the previous ones, will be a military
budget, namely, in allocating the reduced
resources at our disposal the issue of se-
curity occupies the first place. All other
budgetary items will have to be content
with what remains.” The proposed budget
amounts to I£7,850 million, compared to
6,362 million last year, a rise of 23 per
cent. “Security expenditure swallows up
three-quarters of the revenue from direct
and indirect taxes,” the Minister stated.
And he underlined that from this proposed
budget 37 per cent will be allocated for
security and special items.

The Minister admitted that income from
taxation will rise by 17 per cent over the
previous year. Wages will remain frozen
in 1969 despite the rise in prices.

Last September Premier Eshkol caused
a furore both in Israel and in the outside
world when he announced that Israel had
the know-how for making an atom bomb.
And, he added, we should not be in a
hurry to sign the agreement for non-proli-
feration of atomic weapons. Western,
particularly American, sources persist in
leaking stories to the effect that Israel may
have an atomic weapon in a year’s time.
Whether these forecasts are true or not
the fact is that it was Eshkol’'s statement
that set off the speculation. Was it merely
the intention of the Israeli Prime Minister
to withhold signature to the agreement on
non-proliferation until Israel becomes a
member of the atomic club?

Clearly the Israeli military pressure on
her Arab neighbors and the psychological
preparation of international public opinion
for the introduction of atomic weapons
into the area in no way facilitates a peace-
ful settlement in the Middle East. On the
contrary, it only adds to the danger of
another explosion in the area.




SOVIET INITIATIVE—
THE ROAD TO PEACE

The Soviet Union, striving to eliminate
the tensions in the Middle East, is insisting
on fulfilment of all the points in the 1967
Security Council resolution. Most salient
of these points is withdrawal of all Israeli
troops from the occupied Arab land. In his
interview granted the Japanese newspaper
Mainichi, Alexei Kosygin, Chairman of the
Council of Ministers of the USSR, pointed
out that the Middle East crisis has its
source in the Israeli aggression.

The Soviet proposals, designed to secure
a just and durable peace in the Middle
East, have attracted worldwide attention.
The Soviet initiative, the gist of which was
that the great powers should assist in settl-
ing the Middle East problem on the basis
of the November 1967 Security Council re-
solution, was universally welcomed.

Highly placed Western diplomats were
quoted in the New York Herald Tribune as

saying that the “new Soviet proposal may
open the possibility of a Middle East settle-
ment.”

Official Israeli circles, however, reject
any initiative involving the withdrawal of
Israeli troops from the occupied territory,
and refuse to comply with the resolution
of the Security Council of November 1967.
Yet the people of Israel are weary of the
war and of the instability. They are com-
ing to realize that the Soviet initiative is
in the interest of all the peoples in the area,
including Israel.

Soviet policy in the Middle East is de-
signed to frustrate the aggressive aims of
the imperialist circles, to lay bare the in-
trigues of the reactionary forces. The Soviet
proposals are designed to achieve a speedy
solution of the problem. In the opinion of
the Israeli Communist Party and all peace-
loving forces in the country, the Soviet
initiative opens up new prospects for nor-
malizing the situation in the Middle East.

Saliba KHAMIS

READER'S QUESTIONS

Background to events
in Northern Ireland

For months past Londonderry, Belfast,
Newry, Armagh and other towns in Ire-
land’s northern province of Ulster have
featured in the world press and television.
The reason—a Civil Rights struggle and a
most savage reaction by a police force spe-
cially trained in all the arts of brutality.

And since the Ulster police are, under-
standably, somewhat shy of television
viewers catching a glimpse of their meth-
ods, so reminiscent of the Gestapo and of
police in Chicago, it is hardly surprising
that cameramen and journalists are oftcn
the first victims of their batons.

About 40 per cent of Ulster's population

of 1,500,000 are Roman Catholics, the other
60 per cent Protestants, and for the most
part the two communities, particularly in
Belfast and Londonderry, live in a kind of
apartheid atmosphere of distinctly sepa-
rate areas.

A complex of historical, political and
economic reasons explains what to the
outsider seems to be, and is, a fanatical
intolerance on the part of top men in Ul-
ster’'s Protestant population in relation to
Catholic citizens.

There is discrimination in jobs, discrimi-
nation in housing and discrimination in
voting rights,
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The city of Londonderry can be taken as
a typical case. There the population is two-
thirds Roman Catholic, one-third Protest-
- ant. Yet it has an electoral system which
ensures that the Protestant minority has a
permanent majority on the City Council.

One of the Londonderry electoral wards,
wholly Catholic, has a population of 30,000
and elects eight members to the City Coun-
cil. Two other wards, smaller, while they
have some distinctly Catholic streets, are
mainly Protestant residential areas. With
a total of 24,000 inhabitants these two
wards elect twelve Protestant councillors.
A property qualification for local govern-
ment elections can give owmers of shops
and other businesses up to six votes for
each business so that the business com-
munity has no difficulty in perpetuating a
Protestant majority on the City Council.

This majority, naturally, determines the
number of housing units to be built in the
city and, what is more, determines who
shall qualify for housing. Some lucky
Catholics do qualify, but certainly not in
proportion to their two-thirds majority of
the population.

W:ith unemployment chronic in Ulster as
a whole and running at a rate of 7.5 per
cent of the male labor force, in London-
derry the rate is in excess of 15 per cent.
And as it is with housing so it is with jobs.
“No Catholics need apply” is the often
unwritten law of employers and municipa-
lities.

The immediate source, then, of the pres-
ent discontent in Northern Ireland can be
traced directly to these discriminatory
practices in the matter of jobs, housing and
voting rights.

These, however, their immediacy not-
withstanding, are not the only sources of
the discontent.

Northern Ireland is an amputation in-
flicted on Ireland by the British govern-
ment when it passed the Government of
Ireland Act, 1920.

This Act severed the most industrialized
part of the country from the mainly agri-
cultural south. Military, or to be more pre-
cise, naval, considerations played their
part in this. Ulster, regarded as being more
loyal to British conservatism, offered har-
bors which in the thinking of the states-
men of the day could be used by the Royal
Navy to safeguard Britain’s Atlantic com-
munications. Moreover, no British states-
man in 1920 wanted a repetition of the
1912-14 troubles when the Ulster Orange-
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men, supported by a “mutiny” of high-
ranking pro-Orange officers in the British

Army, threatened rebellion against the
British Government. Such were the consi-
derations which prompted the establish-
ment in 1920 of the Northern Ireland state.

Northern Ireland is a pauper state in the
sense that only heavy subventions from
the Treasury in Whitehall enable it to ward
off complete bankruptcy; it is a pauper
state of slums, unemployment and chronic
poverty which annually force some 10,000
of its young men and women to emigrate.

Among the inducements offered to for-
eign capital is the Government statement,
in a booklet designed to attract investors,
that the high level of unemployment “is a
situation which you can use to your advan-
tage.” And naturally foreign firms in
search of cheap labor and quick profits—
West German, Dutch, American as well as
British—have taken the hint. But with the
older industries such as shipbuilding, linen-
making and agriculture in a state of de-
cline, the newer industries do not provide
enough jobs for those made redundant by
the decline in traditional industry. And so
each year pumped into this pauper state
are subsidies from London, paid for by the
British taxpayer, to the value of £140 mil-
lion, part of which goes to maintain the
Royal Ulster Constabulary and the Spe-
cial Police—the latter a para-military force
whose chief function is to crush with the
utmost brutality the slightest manifesta-
tion of discontent on the part of the peo-
ple.

The religious division of the population
of Ulster has a long and painful history.
And of this history it can truly be said
that, as Shakespeare put it, the evil done
by men lives on long after they are dead.

And for Ireland living on to this day is
the evil first caused by Pope Hadrian IV
(the only English Pope in history) when,
in the twelfth century, he issued a Papal
Bull granting to Henry II the exclusive
right to conquer the country. The English
conquest, however, was inconclusive, with
the Irish refusing to recognize English
suzerainty. Rebellion followed fast upon
rebellion until in 1607 King James, first
of the Stuart kings of England, decided on
a scorched earth policy for Ireland. The
natives of Ulster were with callous brutal-
ity evicted from their homes and land and
driven, that is those who survived, into the
remote and bleak mountain areas.

Thousands of Scottish and English Pro-




testants replaced the Irish Catholics on the
plains of the north, and from this evil act,
known as the Plantation of Ulster, date
the first religious divisions in Ireland. A
bare thirty years later, in 1641, the Irish,
driven to desperation once more, rose in
rebellion in an endeavor to oust the alien
settlers and regain their land. This evoked
a bloody response from Cromwell, then
intent on consolidating the national state
not yet known as Great Britain. Cromwell
waged a war of extermination against the
Irish, so much so that to this day the Irish
speak of the “curse of Cromwell.”

Cromwell's Puritan settlers, largely army
officers, were rewarded with large tracts
of Irish land, thus deepening and harden-
ing the religious division.

The “glorious revolution” of 1688 which
brought William of Orange to the throne
in Westminster, sealed the political domin-
ion of Protestantism in Ireland for the best
part of 250 years, and from William’s reign
and his name date the beginnings of the
Orange Order in Ulster. Adoration of Wil-
liam of Orange by the Ulster Orangemen
is exceeded only by a psychopathic hatred
of everything Catholic. This order, a semi-
secret organization, with a membership
not far short of 100,000, dominates the en-
tire political life of Northern Ireland. Its
membership ranges from Prime Minister
to policeman, from the millionaire indus-
trialist to the foreman and even craftsman
in the factory. The ultra-conservative
Unionist Party—the ruling party in Ulster
for more than 40 years—is an offshoot of
the Orange Order. Some of the Order’s
police branches delight in the name of
“Cromwell’s Ironsides.” Its female branch-
es are known as the Loyal Orange Women,
and for the children there are the Junior
Orangemen.

And if the elite Orange Order is in many
ways reminiscent of Hitler’'s SS, the rab-
ble-rousing Ian Paisley, self-styled leader
of the Free Presbyterian Assembly, is more
reminiscent of the Nazi stormtroopers.
Paisley and his toughs turn up at all the
Civil Rights demonstrations and, under the
protective wing of the police, provoke
clashes with the marchers.

Sometimes, the police actually emulate
Paisley’s stormtroopers. This was the case
on 6 January when they surged through
some of the Catholic streets in Londonder-
ry smashing doors and windows and as-
saulting men and women who dared to
remonstrate with them.

A Labor Member of Parliament, Mr.
John Ryan, who along with other MPs wit-
nessed the police brutality, was shocked by
what he saw. A statement issued by the
Executive Committee of the Northern Ire-
land Communist Party said that the police
had acted “in a manner worthy of Hitler’s
Gestapo.”

Ever since 1920, when the Lloyd George
Government partitioned Ireland, the Union-
ist Party and the Orange Order have had
things very much their own ultra-reaction-

ary way.

But as the mass actions of recent months
have shown, the tide is now beginning to
turn against them.

Active opposition to the reactionary
policy comes from the Civil Rigths Asso-
ciation — a non-sectarian front of the
Catholics and Protestants, of Labor Party
members and Communists, of Republicans
and Nationalists, of trade unionists and
students, and men and women of numer-
ous other organizations.

And the unity and action have yielded
the first gains. Prime Minister O’Neil had
to get rid of his obnoxious Home Minister
Craig because of the uproar against the
police brutalities. Court actions and fines
imposed on demonstrators have been ad-
journed until May with the likelihood that
they will be withdrawn altogether. Yield-
ing to the public demand, the Government
has replaced the Londonderry City Council
with a Special Commission charged with
the job of bringing justice and democracy
into the local administration. These results,
while heartening to all who fought for
them, are seen as just the beginning.

A policy statement issued by the North-
ern Ireland Communist Party calls among
other things for a universal franchise that
will guarantee one person one vote at the
age of eighteen; immediate legislation to
prevent discrimination on grounds of reli-
gion, race or color; since private enterprise
has failed even to touch the fringe of the
thousands now unemployed for years, the
Party urges plans to employ all the peo-
ple, with Government publicly-owned in-
dustries playing their role; employment at
all levels on Government appointed bodies,
central and local Government, and their
services, to be based on ability alone—and
seen to be so; a housing target of 17,000
units in 1969 with progressive yearly in-
creases; all housing allocation made by
truly representative bodies of the people
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who will submit their work for public in-
spection.

The fight for civil rights has been large-
ly diverted from the streets to an electoral
campaign. A general election took place on
February 24, and although the outcome—a
Unionist majority—was a foregone conclu-
sion, it afforded the civil rights opposition
an unusual opportunity to put its case for
a genuine democratization of public life
in Ulster.

The new feature in this election was the
split in the ranks of the hitherto solidly
united Unionist Party led by the outgoing
Prime Minister Terence O’Neill. O’Neill
and his supporters, regarded as the ‘“mod-
erate wing” of the Party, were under heavy
fire from the extremist Protestant group of
whom Ian Paisley is its noisy spokesman.

The results were: 39 Unionists (no Pais-
leyites among them); 13 anti-Unionists
(Nationalists 6, Independents 3—civil rights
leaders, Northern Ireland Labor 2, Repub-
lican Labor 2. This means that there are
two fewer anti-Unionists than in the last
Parliament. But it would be wrong only to
look at the election results.

The people of Northern Ireland are on
the march, there is a growing unity, and
the religious division which has plagued
the country for so long is showing signs
of crumbling. Rightly the people look, re-
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grettably so far in vain, to Westminster
to see if Mr. Wilson and his Labor Gov-
ernment are taking any steps to help them
in their time of trouble. They recall Sec-
tion 75 of the Government of Ireland Act
1920 which contains the vital reservation:
‘“Notwithstanding the establishment of the
Parliament of Northern Ireland or anything
contained in this Act, the supreme author-
ity of the Parliament of the United King-
dom shall remain unaffected and undimi-
nished over all persons, matters and things
in Northern Ireland and every part
thereof.”

Growing numbers of Northern Irish
would like to see this “undiminished” au-
thority over “all persons, matters and
things™ used for the purpose of putting an
end to the Hitler-like police state in their
country. After all, they have seen Mr. Wil-
son’s recent enthusiastic gesture in des-
patching HMS Fearless to the Mediter-
ranean to strengthen NATO naval forces
in the area against a mythical danger. They
would like, therefore, not rash or reckless
gestures such as the Fearless action, but
the strictly constitutional measure of ap-
plying the pertinent clause of Section 75
of the Government of Ireland Act of 1920
to Ulster where British democratic life has

been replaced by a police state.
J.G.




Repressions against progressives is the
order of the day in most countries where
capital holds sway. Even bourgeois states
which boast of their “parliamentary democ-
racy”’ pursue a naked policy of persecution
against those who call for social reforms,
abolition of exploitation and an end to nu-
clear war preparations.

Bourgeois propaganda is most liberal in
describing the “humanism” and ‘‘democ-
ratic nature” of capitalist society which al-
legedly gives the individual the right to
think freely and to engage in political acti-
vity. It harps on the theme of the ‘“dying
out of class struggle,” on the "harmony of
national interests.”

But humanism and democracy, harmoni-
ous cooperation between all segments of
society are features alien to states where
the interests of exploiters and imperialists
get top priority. Whenever their capital is
at stake, their rule jeopardized, brutal re-
pressions come into play.

against the persecution of democrats

Bent on stifling the peoples’ desire for
independence, social and economic pro-
gress, on crushing the revolutionary move-
ment, imperialism stages military coups and
instals ultra-reactionary cliques.

The political repressions, persecutions
and assassinations speak of the degrada-
tion of bourgeois justice. Military tribunals
condemning Communists to death, or long
terms of imprisonment, are regular features
in Indonesia, Iran, Greece, Colombia and
other countries.

It is the duty of the people to campaign
against the persecution of revolutionaries
and democrats, against the barbarous prac-
tices of the reactionary regimes which are
imperilling elementary human rights.

Our journal sees its duty in publicizing
the crimes of imperialism and its puppets,
voicing the solidarity of progressive world
opinion with Communists and patriots who,
undaunted by the terror, are battling for the
happiness of their peoples.

Indonesian patriots fight on

The black clouds of a ruthless terror hang
over the Land of a Thousand Isles. The
anti-Communist campaign unleashed by the
reactionaries after the events of September
30, 1965 is still raging, mowing down more
and more victims.

Several hundred thousand Communists
and those suspected of association with
them—members of youth, student, wom-
en’s, peasant, labor, cultural and other or-
ganizations — have perished. Communist
Party leaders Aidit, Lukman and Njoto were
executed without trial. Last summer the
Indonesian authorities disclosed the killing,
during a police operation in Eastern Java,
of Political Bureau member Hutapea. In
October another atrocity was perpetrated:
the shooting, after a rigged trial and de-
spite worldwide protests, of two Political
Bureau members, Comrades Njono and Su-
disman, and Comrade Virjomartono, head
of the Djokjakarta Party organization.

Over 100,000 Communists and other pa-
triots are held in prisons and concentra-

tion camps. The conditions of their captiv-
ity doom them to a slow death. Torture is
used to wrest from them the names of
their comrades working underground.
Groups of prisoners are often secretly tak-
en to out-of-the-way places and murdered.
As a rule, these mass executions, reminis-
cent of Hitler's savagery, are based on the
false “attempted escape” reports from con-
centration camp commandants. In Central
and Western Java, ‘“shortage of food” is
the pretext used to justify the massacres.
Malnutrition and epidemics caused by the
unsanitary prison conditions also take a
heavy toll.

The militarists openly proclaim the aim
of total liquidation of the Communist Party
and physical destruction of its function-
aries. Suharto, the head of the clique, de-
clared in a recent speech that “elimination
of the remnants of the CPI is the principal
objective in stabilizing the political situa-
tion.”

But the terror, far from bringing about
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the “stabilization” wanted by Suharto, only
heightens the hatred of the people, of all
Indonesian progressives, for the regime
which has elevated medieval barbarity to
the level of state policy. They are counter-
ing it with an ever-growing resistance which
has of late assumed also the form of armed
struggle. Guerrilla detachments are being
formed in various parts of the country.
Communist-organized patriotic activity es-
pecially in remote towns and villages is a
source of trouble to the Suharto regime.
In some provinces, notably Eastern Java,
the guerrillas have inflicted heavy losses
on the punitive units. The Western press,
quoting official sources in Djakarta, has re-
ported that the Communists are working
to restore their positions and to organize
an effective underground movement. France
Presse reported in January that 200,000
Communist activists are operating in Indo-
nesia. They are actively aided by workers,
peasants and intellectuals. Even in the
army, its mainstay, the dictatorship has
failed to root out progressive views and
Communist influence. Proof of this are
the ceaseless purges in the armed forces,
reported in both Indonesian and Western
papers. Many officers, suspected of ‘“dis-
loyalty” to the junta, have been discharged.

Adding to the discontent with the clique
of generals are its efforts to nullify the
social and economic gains of the working
people, to turn this potentially rich land
into a private domain of the Western mo-
nopolies, mainly American. Of the 22 con-
tracts for oil prospecting and extraction
concluded by the Indonesian regime since

Atrocities in Iran

A People's Party (Tudeh) pamphlet, Iran
Prison and Prisoners, which we recently
found in our mail, tells of the brutal treat-
ment to which political prisoners, fighters
for democracy and social progress in Iran,
are subjected.

The main thought-control agency, SA-
VAK, built up with the help of U.S. ad-
visers and consisting of departments re-
spectively controlling political parties, trade
unions, government offices, foreigners and
“suspicious” elements, is manned by 50,000
picked thugs and an indeterminate but
large force of informers.
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the middle of 1966, sixteen have been sig_n-
ed with U.S. monopolies or companies
controlled by them. There is a close con-
nection between the wooing of foreign capi-
tal and the savage persecution of Commu-
nists and other democrats.

The Indonesian patriots have the sympa-
thy and support of all progressives through-
out the world, who condemn those who,
kowtowing to the imperialists, have flood-
ed one of the biggest countries of the East
with blood and plunged its people into the
gloom of medieval barbarity. The Indo-
nesian executioners were castigated by the
representatives of 67 Communist and
Workers’ parties assembled in Budapest
last November for the preparatory commis-
sion of the forthcoming world gathering of
Communist parties. In a unanimously
adopted statement the members of the com-
mission declared: ‘“No more blood must
be spilt! No more victims! We declare our
unshakable solidarity with the Communists
and other democrats in Indonesia. Express-
ing the will of the peoples of our coun-
try, we demand an end to the terror and
the release of all political prisoners.”

The Communists in all countries stand
firmly on the side of their Indonesian broth-
ers. They are confident that the torture and
the executions will not break the will of
the patriots of Indonesia, that they will
restore their forces and give decisive battle
to the agents of imperialism who are put-
ting the chains of neo-colonialism and ob-
scurantism on the Land of a Thousand

Isles,
Ali HUSSEINI

Government financing of the secret police
is unusually generous: the official budget
is 250,000,000 rials, which is an obviously
minimized figure if we consider the $5,000,-
000 which SAVAK spends annually in West
Germany alone on surveillance of Iranian
students.

The crude methods used abroad have
evoked public protests on more than one
occasion. Just recently, on January 22, sev-
eral hundred Austrian students were re-
ported by foreign news agencies to have
demonstrated in Vienna against the brutal
beating of a group of Iranian students by




SAVAK agents for protesting against the
reactionary regime in Iran during the Shah’s
stay in Austria.

The students and the Communist Party
demanded immediate expulsion of the police
thugs from Austria.

Need we say that at home SAVAK is
complete master, flaunting all legal proce-
dural rules. Political arrests are usually
made at night, with one or two agents
forcing their way into the home of the
victim first, followed by a group of SAVAK
officers. Abuse, and often blows, are show-
ered on all inmates of the house.

Interrogation methods are savage. The
interrogators live by one rule only: con-
fess your “crime” or die under torture.

A Le Monde correspondent quoted a pri-
soner as saying he would rather go to hell
than enter the SAVAK torture-chamber a
second time. Defendant Ali Khane Shansi
told a military tribunal, “I was flogged at
intervals for three days by four officers,
who took turns.”

Prisoners refusing to confess are killed
during interrogation. This was the fate of
Kolia Zakharian, member of the People’s
Party regional committee in Teheran, of
Mahmoude Koucheke Shoushtari, Vartan
Salakhian, Hosseine Harriri, Parvize Far-
houmand and many others.

Trials of democrats, the pamphlet says,
are a mockery of the Constitution. Prison-
ers are often denied the services of a law-
yer. Trials are frequently held in the prison
cell, lasting no more than a few minutes,
during which the accused is not granted
leave to speak in his defense and ending
with the death sentence. In the past two
years, the courts had passed 56 death sen-
tences on democrats, with 38 executions
by August 1968.

Prisons in Teheran and elsewhere are
overcrowded. Prisoners include members of
the People’s Party, National Front leaders,
Mossadegh followers, progressive clergy
and trade unionists. Thousands of workers,
peasants, students and intellectuals are
serving long prison terms. Safare Ghahre-
mani has been in prison for 21 years, twelve

Bolivian "Gorillas"

At the beginning of the year the Bolivian
military clique headed by Barrientos Ortuno
proclaimed martial law to justify the ar-

members of the People’s Party army branch
for 14, and many others for 18.

Of late, the number of political prisoners
has been growing. Another wave of arrests
is sweeping the country.

A People’s Party newsletter issued in De-
cember 1968 reveals that a punitive action
against the Kurd minority by a force of
over 12,000 gendarmes and an army divi-
sion culminated in a large number of ar-
rests and some executions. The prospect of
the firing squad faces some 200 Kurd and
Azerbaijan democrats imprisoned in Tabriz,
Rezaieh and in other towns.

The People’s Party calls on democrats
and democratic organizations throughout
the world to protest against these atrocities
and demand the release of imprisoned
Kurds, Azerbaijanians and other political
prisoners.

In 1968, in an open letter to U.N. Secre-
tary-General U Thant, the London-based
Committee for the Defense of Iranian Poli-
tical Prisoners pointed out that in the past
fourteen years opposition parties and pro-
gressives have been ruthlessly persecuted
by one of the most tyrannical regimes of
our time in total disregard of human rights
and civil freedoms.

The Committee informed the U.N. Secre-
tary-General of secret trials and military
tribunals composed entirely of secret po-
lice agents who make a mockery of justice.

At a press conference in January, Luigi
Cavalieri, a prominent Rome lawyer and
member of the Italian Association of De-
mocratic Lawyers, related details of the
rigged trial of 14 intellectuals by a Teheran
military tribunal, which he attended as ob-
server for the International Association of
Democratic Lawyers. He had learned of
many violations of law and many cases of
torture, he said. At the trial, most defen-
dants disavowed their earlier confessions,
obtained from them under duress.

Progressives all over the world are out-
raged by the atrocities of the Iranian reac-
tionaries who employ Gestapo methods
against the opposition. They demand free-
dom for Iran’s political prisoners.

V.K.

in difficulties

rests and the expulsion from the country
of political and trade union leaders, parlia-
mentary deputies and intellectuals opposed
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to the regime’s anti-national and despotic
policy.

The new wave of repressions stems from
- the very essence of the political system,
from the contradictions corroding it. The
coup d’etat of 1964, which overthrew the
government of Paz Estensoro and installed
the military junta, was followed in 1966
by rigged elections. A parody of democracy,
these so-called elections were designed to
veil the fact that a “gorilla” government
had taken over, which aimed to deepen
the counter-revolutionary process started
by the preceding governments. This process
is being continued under the false slogans
of “consolidating’” the gains of the April
Revolution and promoting the “program of
economic development,” based on the es-
sentially neo-colonialist concepts of the Al-
liance for Progress.

The 1964 coup, staged the same year as
the governments of Goulart in Brazil, Bosch
in the Dominican Republic and Arosemena
in Ecuador were overthrown, was engineer-
ed when the regime of the Nationalist Re-
volutionary Movement was imperilled by
the mounting mass struggle.

The fact that Barrientos Ortuno, who is
closely associated with the North American
monopolies, became president and proclaim-
ed himself leader of the so-called revolu-
tion of restoration, is not accidental. The
coup was directed by Pentagon “strate-
gists” who are using the reactionaries
among the Bolivian military to suppress
the mass struggle.

The entire policy of the military junta is
aimed at giving the foreign monopolies
every access to the country’s economy, at
paralyzing its state sector, at forcibly pre-
venting the development of the working-
class and mass movement. To this end, the
army has been enlarged, the state security
services modernized with the help of CIA
experts and a far-reaching espionage sys-
tem built up in which Peace Corps mem-
bers play a big role.

Brutality and lawlessness are a concomit-
ant of the present regime. In May and Sep-
tember 1965, punitive troops specially
trained by U.S. military, massacred men,
women and children in the mining centers
of Huanuni, Catavi, Siglo XX, Cerdas, Mil-
luni, Kami.

These punitive expeditions were inspired
by the Inter-American Development Bank,
by officials of the State Department and
the FRG government to ensure the so-called
“Operation Triangular,” aimed at denatio-
nalizing the big mines.
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The reactionary policy of subordinating
the country’s interests to the imperialists
and the policy of suppressing the working-
class and popular democratic movement
are interlinked. This is borne out by many
aspects of the junta’s policy. Elementary
democratic rights have been abolished, and
the country is losing its national sovereign-
ty.

The military junta, bent on remaining in
the saddle at all costs, has opened wide the
door to foreign capital. All protectionist
restrictions have been lifted from foreign
capital exploiting Bolivia’s natural wealth
and oil resources. As a result there is a
rush to acquire mining concessions and to
form “mixed” companies.

The policy of squandering the national
wealth is condemned by the opposition
parties, by most students and progressive
intellectuals. The government is retaliating
by defining opposition as “subversive activ-
ity,” and using this as a pretext to hound
the country’s patriots. Thus, in June 1967
it sent a punitive expedition to the mining
areas, the backbone of Bolivia’s economy
and the arena of militant actions by the
proletariat. Among the many murdered was
Rosendo Garcia Maisman, member of the
Central Committee of the Communist Party
of Bolivia, and among those thrown into
prison were practically the entire leader-
ship of the Miners’ Federation, including
Simon Reyes and Oscar Salas, both mem-
bers of the Central Committee of our Party.

Barrientos Ortuno and his colleagues are
serving their foreign masters loyally: by
hounding Communists and suppressing the
trade union and democratic movements
they are creating favorable conditions for
the monopolies to entrench themselves in
the economy. To mention some: U.S. Gulf
Oil has acquired extensive concessions in
the eastern part of the country and the
right to sell the natural gas obtained there
to Argentina and other Latin American
states; International Mining Processing
which handles the mining of tin ores, Phil-
ips Bros., which has a concession in the
Matilde zinc mines, one of the most effec-
tive in the Western hemisphere. There are
also the “veteran” monopolies, among them
South American Placers, part of the Rocke-
feller “Grace” group, which mines gold.
Foreign companies virtually control the
country’s mining industry and much of her
imports. Here it is pertinent to mention
that Barrientos Ortuno has proposed to the
“Tin Barons” who were expropriated back
in 1952, to let “bygones be bygones” and




return to the “fold” of economic tycoons.

The junta’s policy of turning Bolivia into
a state increasingly dependent on U.S. im-
perialism is, however, encountering popu-
lar resistance. Strikes and demonstrations
are sweeping the country. During the street
fighting in mid-1968 several students were
killed. All the state universities took a
common stand in defense of national dig-
nity and sovereignty. The junta retaliated
with repressions. Eliodoro Alvarado, Rami-
ro Barrenechea and other leaders of the
Students’ Confederation and Young Com-
munist League were exiled to remote areas.
Mario Monje Molina, Central Committee
member, was arrested. His whereabouts is
still unknown. Many political leaders and
parliamentary deputies were forced to seek
political asylum in foreign embassies or to
emigrate.

The uncompromising struggle between
the ‘“gorillas” and the patriotic forces is
spreading. Discontent with the pro-impe-
rialist regime is surfacing also in the army,
and more and more officers suspected of
“disloyalty” are being demoted or discharg-
ed.

The dictatorship is in an impasse. Martial
law, the dissolution of parliament, suspen-
sion of constitutional guarantees, terror
and persecution are powerless to halt the
struggle of the patriots for democratic and
socio-economic change, for national inde-
pendence.

In their courageous struggle the Com-
munists and other patriots have the support
of the working masses, of the progressive
forces of the world, of the international
Communist and workers’ movement.

Luis PADILLA

Unconquerable will

The dawn cast a pale light through the
bars on the cell window. Montegranario
Cuenca, the peasant, inmate of the prison
for a number of years, slipped off the mat-
tress to the floor, groped for his crutches
and, trusting his weight to them, hobbled
out into the corridor. Another day had be
gun. Many were the dawns he had seen in
the dungeons of the notorious Tenerife
Battalion in Neiva and the Modelo prison
in Bogota. The man welcomed the new day
with lines of his own:

It pains me,
The memory of friends
Gone from our midst . . .

In Colombia,
As in dstant Vietnam,
The people have risen.

Wounded in both legs, this Communist
peasant was captured in Marquetalia and
sentenced to 24 years’ imprisonment. But
captivity has not broken his spirit. The
simple verse he writes is of those who
fight and die for Colombia’s liberation.

BLOOD AND TORTURE

The long, arduous struggle of the people
of Colombia is known all over the world.
Newspaper readers know of the bombed
-and gutted villages, of the mutilated bodies

of patriots in the areas ravaged by the
punitive battalions, and this ever since
1948, The number of the victims of the
terror is rising. Armed operations begun
in 1964 to crush the peasant movement in
Marquetalia raised the curtain on a new
phase in the government’s repressive policy.
The people responded with a guerrilla
movement to crush which the authorities
proved impotent.

The reactionary regime practices cruelty
at its worst. Some 500 political prisoners
languish behind bars in eight departments,
in the towns of Bogota, Neiva, Rivera,
Campoalegre, Ibaque, Armenia, Popayan,
Riochiquito, Cali, Palmira, Bucaramanga,
San Vicente and Monteria.

Deputies of the People’s Liberal Revolu-
tionary Movement Party exposed the dirty
work of the judiciary in the Colombian
Congress during a debate on the current
situation, showing that nearly 20,000 peo-
ple had been tried by military tribunals
in recent years. They revealed cases of
inhuman torture: prisoners suspended from
trees for a day and a night, deprived of
water and food, tormented with fire and
electric shock, eyes burned with hot ashes,
interrogated before machine-gun barrels on
the edge of ready-dug graves.

By and large, the persecutions fall into
the pattern of the Pentagon’s LASO (Latin
American Security Operation) plan envis-
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aging punitive police actions, psychological
warfare and armed operations — and of-
fensive against the Communist-led peasant
- areas which, for purposes of provocation,
the reactionaries call “independent repub-
lics.”

The Marquetalia assault was followed by
other punitive actions in and around Pato,
Guayabero and Riochiquito (by a force of
25,000 or half the Colombian army); the
Escualo plan (rounding up of Commun-
ists); Continente Plan (reprisals in the
towns) ; Estrella operation (a punitive ac-
tion in the Sumapaz rural area) and, last
but not least, the so-called 10-year plan
against communism presented by the Co-
lombian army command to a conference
of the continent’s armed forces in Rio de
Janeiro.

The military budget is like a cancer. An-
nually, the government allots 6.5 million
pesos to the military establishment. Hold-
ing complete sway, the militarists are ex-
panding their sphere of activity, extending
their tentacles to all areas. In 1967, the
army activated the Neiva-based Ninth Ope-
rative Brigade chiefly for combating guer-
rillas, and in 1968 the Tenth Brigade based
in Fort Tolemaida, both with the assign-
ment of assaulting the Revolutionary Arm-
ed Forces.

Meanwhile, the army, police and civil
authorities expanded their intelligence ser-
vices, a rash of which appeared all over
the country under code names such as F-2,
B-2, E-2, A-2, S-3 and DAS—all of them
under the U.S. Central Intelligence Agency
and Military Mission quartered in the De-
fense Ministry.

In addition to the “ordinary” prisons,
there is a concentration camp on La Gor-
gona Island, comparable in horror to Dante’s
inferno. The inmates are totally isolated
from the outside world and horribly mal-
treated.

Motorized army patrols raid villages, ar-
resting and tormenting hundreds of pea-
sants, many of whom are put to death on
the spot. In the capital, prisoners are tor-
tured in army barracks and special prem-
ises, to which victims are brought blind-
folded “for interrogation.” The dungeons in
the military posts are overcrowded with
political prisoners, some arrested without
warrants and kept behind bars for months,
even years.

THE MILITARY TRIBUNALS

President Lleras Restrepo lifted martial
law on December 16, but only in order to
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impose his plan of constitutional reform:
tightening the system of government and
giving greater powers to the president.

Knowing that once martial law was lift-
ed, political prisoners would be turned over
to civilian courts, the army command mov-
ed fast, with military tribunals working
overtime in the “hotter” parts of the coun-
try.

In Tolima department, the blood-stained
Colonel Matallana, veteran of the Korean
war, put twenty military tribunals to work
simultaneously, sentencing 200 peasants to
various terms of imprisonment for contact
with the Revolutionary Armed Forces,
while another 272, including peasant leader
Santander Juan Campos, were tried in Bo-
gota.

Some 50 patriots were dealt with sum-
marily in Neiva, where a military tribunal
also tried members of the Communist Party
committee of Huila District at the end of
November on charges of supporting city
units of the Revolutionary Armed Forces.
The sentences handed down in January
ranged from ten years imprisonment for
Emiro Ramon Lugo, nine for Jesus Escobar
and Jose Isaac Escobar, eight for Roman
Tovar Andrade, Secretary of the Party dis-
trict committee in Huila, Luis Ernesto Car-
vajal, Cipriano Alvarez, Resurreccion Mo-
rales, Jorge Cerquera, Amadeo Arias, Aure-
lio Molina, Jose Eiliecer Lozano, Augusto
Cesar Losada and Faustino Lopez, seven
for Roberto Castrillon and Jose Legva, five
for Roberto Sosa, Paulino Martinez and
Eusebio Lis, and four for Raul Correa,
Campo Elias Avila, Roherto Escobar, Jose
Verbo Leyva, Salomon Pastrana, Nicanor
Perdomo, Benito Padilla, Juan de Dios Oso-
rio, Marcelliano Almario and Luis Almario.

“On trial here,” said a member of the
military tribunal convened in the army
barracks of Armenia on November 10, 1968,
“js the Communist Party, not these prison-
ers in the dock.” The prisoners he referred
to were Congress Deputy Domingo Taborda
of the People’s Liberal Revolutionary
Movement Party and a group of peasants
charged with being guerrillas. Civilian
judges had pronounced Taborda innocent,
and the disgruntled military staged their
own “case,” displaying the clumsiness and
blatant anti-Communist orientation of the
Colombian gorillas. The tribunal ordered
the closure of Voz Proletaria, the Commu-
nist Party paper, basing its case on false
evidence acquired from professional in-
formers. Freed by a civilian court, Taborda:




was sentenced to 515 years' imprisonment
by the military tribunal.

Meanwhile, in Puerto Boyaca army thugs
killed peasant leader Joaquin Higuita.
When wardens of the Calderon concentra-
tion camp sponsored by the North Ameri-
can Texas Petroleum Company received
the order for his release, the thugs, who
belonged to an anti-guerrilla punitive unit,
seized Higuita, tortured him, then shot
him through the head. But they did not
succeed in wresting the names of guerrillas
and their aides from the patriot.

Another peasant leader, Gerardo Gon-
zalez, arrested in November, was first
brought to the army post at La Playa,
then transferred to Melgar Fort, the secur-
ity agency, and finally to the Brigade of
Army Establishments. Demanding his re-
lease, hundreds of Sumapaz peasants signed
a manifesto, which said in part:

“In Colombia we have two parallel gov-
ernments: the military, which has taken
control of nearly the entire administrative
authority, and the civilian personified by
President Lleras Restrepo, who, to all in-
tents and purposes, takes orders from the
military.” (Voz Proletaria, December 5,
1968.)

CLOSING RANKS

Less than a month after lifting martial
law, Restrepo warned that he would rein-
troduce the state of emergency, and with-
out further notice. What the ruling clique
wants is to crush popular actions and
squash strikes started by the workers
against Restrepo’s economic policy. In re-
prisals against mass protests in Cali and
other towns in January, the reactionaries
attacked street demonstrations, killed a
number of people and arrested 300, while

No to tyranny!

SPAIN

A state of emergency has been proclaimed
in Spain. It was imposed late in January
for a three-month period, but with the sig-
nificant proviso that it could be prolonged
indefinitely. Constitutional guarantees, for
what they are worth, have been suspended
and the police are authorized to conduct
house searches, make arrests, put people

putting many others under strict police
surveillance.

A change of government is scheduled for
1970. The incumbent president is to be a
Conservative (in Colombia presidents are
elected alternately from the two main par-
ties), under whose rule the contradictions
racking the country are sure to grow still
more acute.

Yet there is the realistic prospect of a
broad democratic front, strong enough to
combat the army dictatorship. The night-
mare of tyranny that has held the country
in its grip for the past twenty years will
ultimately spark an upswing in national
resistance, which will spread to new areas
and win fresh recruits.

As we see it, the revolutionary forces
will grow steadily and will finally win. The
chances of a national unity front emerging
in the country are good. The militarists
cannot crush the fighting spirit of the
people. Punitive operations against guer-
rillas and the North American intervention
have got them nowhere. Our cause is in-
vincible and, as noted by our Central Com-
mittee at its meeting in September 1968,
“it will continue until reactionary violence
is ended and steps are taken to carry
through the radical economic, social and po-
litical changes so essential for our coun-
try.‘!l

A campaign at home and abroad for am-
nesty of political prisoners could reduce
casualties in the people’s fight against im-
perialism. Support from fraternal parties
helped us time and again to obtain the re-
lease of our comrades. So we again appeal
to people of good will, to all progressives:
campaign in solidarity with the fight waged
by the Colombians against the arbitrary

rule of the militarists.
Jaime GONZALEZ

in “preventive” detention, all without war-
rant. The liberalization camouflage has been
discarded. Tyranny, outright and unmiti-
gated, has become the law of the land.
The Franco regime is out to destroy the
democratic forces. Hundreds have been put
behind prison bars, many have been tor-
tured.
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The official pretext for these draconic
measures is student unrest, specifically the
anti-regime demonstrations in Madrid, Bar-
celona, Saragossa and other towns. There
have been clashes with the police, and in
Madrid the students erected barricades.

That, however, is only one aspect of the
steadily mounting resentment against Fran-
co and his regime, which workers, peasants,
a large part of the intelligentsia and an
appreciable part of the national bourgeoisie
regard as the greatest evil that has ever
befallen Spain. Opposition has spread to
what hitherto have been considered the
three pillars of the dictatorship—the clergy,
the officer corps and the Falange.

The opposition is spearheaded by the
working class with its rich traditions of
revolutionary struggle. Strikes for higher
wages, industrial safety and a shorter work-
week have further aggravated the crisis of
the regime. In Asturia, the Workers’ Com-
missions led a series of miners’ strikes in
the closing days of last year and in the
early weeks of 1969. The movement devel-
oped into a virtual general strike. And there
were more strikes and demonstrations 1n
February in Bilbao, Barcelona and Madrid,
despite the emergency and the harsh re-
pressions. There is evidence to suggest
that the situation is maturing towards a
general strike that might well develop into
a nationwide movement against the regime.
Peasant discontent, too, has reached a point

GREECE

Supported by the U.S., Britain, West Ger-
many and its other NATO partners, the
Greek military junta has launched a
series of wholesale arrests and trials in an
attempt to snuff out the democratic move-
ment. Every expression, real or suspected,
of disagreement with the regime, every de-
mand, no matter how meek, to respect
elementary constitutional rights, is the oc-
casion for harsh repressive measures. And
the main target are the Communists, men
and women who are the honor and consci-
ence of the nation.

Towards the end of November, a state-
ment by the Communist Party in its under-
ground newspaper Ryzospastis said that the
secret police had arrested Grigoris Farakos,
a Political Bureau member and prominent
leader of the Patriotic Anti-Dictatorship
Front (PAM). Also arrested were other
Communist and PAM activists: Georgios
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where the popular movement in the towns
could count on vigorous support in rural
communities.

The emergency is directed against the
entire Spanish people. The idea is to sup-
press labor struggles, the swelling protest
among the peasants and other sections of
the population. Many facts show that the
protest is swelling. The Madrid and Bar-
celona Bar Associations have been joined
by colleagues in other cities in a vigorous
protest against the latest spate of repres-
sive laws and the special tribunals set up
to enforce them. And another indication of
widening protest: by February more than
3,000 had appended their signatures to the
statement issued by 1,500 men of culture,
among them 113 university professors and
191 writers, against the police torture and
demanding an end to the repression.

But no amount of police terror can bol-
ster the regime, abhorred and detested by
most Spaniards. Shortly after the proclama-
tion of the emergency, the Communist
Party Executive called on the people to
intensify the fight against the dictatorship.
The Communist statement reads in part:

“The state of emergency must be met
by a new popular nationwide counter-esca-
lation. The central demand must be repeal
of the emergency, release of all political de-
tainees, an end to police terror and emerg-
ency measures, full amnesty for political
prisoners and exiles.”

Moraitis, Nikos Politis, Lazaros Kyritsis,
Pantelis Kyritsis, Nestor Hadzuris, Nikos
Kostopulos, Florentia Peru, Yanis Nikolo-
pulos. Nothing is known of their fate, but
information received from underground
Communist and PAM sources suggests that
they have been subjected to torture in the
notorious Bouboulinas jail in Athens, the
scene of Gestapo torture during the Ger-
man occupation. There is much anxiety
over the danger to Farakos and his com-
rades.

Late in January an Athens military tribu-
nal tried ten resistance fighters on the
trumped-up charge of having engineered
the explosion in down-town Athens which
the junta made the pretert for a fresh anti-
Communist campaign. While admitting
membership in the Communist Party, all
the defendents categorically denied that
they had anything to do with the explosion.




As Communists, they told the court, they
were in principle opposed to individual ter-
ror. Flouting all the evidence, the tribunal
found them “guilty” and passed 16-year
prison sentences on Dimitrios Dariotis, film
director Anastassiadis, student Kallerghi
and workers Reclitis and Petropulos. In
January the same tribunal sentenced Pav-
los Nefeludis, a clerk, to life imprisonment,
and Periklis Rodakis, a print worker, to 17
years on trumped-up charges. In February
a Salonika tribunal sentenced two soldiers
to 22 years’ imprisonment each for opposi-
tion to the regime.

Among the 137 women in the Amikarni-
sos prison on Crete are several prominent
Communist Party members: Avra Partsa-
lidi, Mina Yalu, Rula Kukulu, Maria Karaer-
ghi, a former EDA Member of Parliament.
For nearly 18 months now they have been
kept in unheated cells, deliberately denied
adequate food, even drinking water. Many
are seriously ill but the authorities have
refused to transfer them to a hospital.
Some have no knowledge of their children
and husbands, who have likewise been ar-
rested.

About 1,500 political prisoners are being

held in a concentration camp on Leros Is-
land in the eastern Aegean. About 700 are
on the Central Aegean island of Yaros,
where there is no fresh water supply—
each prisoner is allowed just enough water
to keep him from dying of thirst.

Torture of the most horrible kind is used
to force prisoners to “confess.” Every ef-
fort is made to keep this secret. However,
some information has filtered into the world
press. The London Sun, for instance, car-
ried a series of articles by a special corres-
pondent who interviewed men who had
spent time in the torture chambers. He de-
scribes the “washroom” on the fifth floor
of secret police headquarters on Boubou-
linas Street in Athens where suspects are
flogged with iron rods or subjected to elec-
tric shock. Or a man may be blindfolded,
put up against the wall and shots fired
over his head.

But the struggle continues, the repression
notwithstanding. And Greece’s patriots
know that they have the support of the
whole of progressive mankind. Worldwide
protest is not abating—it will continue un-
til an end is put to the fascist terror against
the country’s finest sons and daughters.
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BOOKS AND JOURNALS

Books by Chilean Communists

A useful contribution to the political, social
and ideological struggle going on in Chile
has been made by four books recently
published by Chilean Communists.

Communist Scientific Humanism by Or-
lando Millas* is based on a series of lec-
tures delivered at the University of Chile
under the general heading “Introduction to
the Ideology of the Communist Party of
Chile.” In this book the author, taking issue
with bourgeois ideologists, surveys the
theoretical basis of Marxism-Leninism. He
lists challenging problems of today and
searches for solutions to them.

Analysis of the development of Marxism,
from the works of its founders to the writ-
ings of present-day theorists, goes hand
in hand with a detailed description of the
program of the Communist Party of Chile
revealing to the reader the unity of revo-
lutionary theory and practice indicative of
the humane principles of Party policy.

“The Active Process of Life,”” a particu-
larly interesting chapter, opposes dialectics
to dogmatism. It points out the significance
of the historic battle between the dialec-
tical method, on the one hand, and a priori
theories and various dogmas, on the other,
and argues against idealism. It emphasizes
the superiority of the critical thinking and
scientific method of Marxist philosophy
over the speculative character of idealist
concepts. The starting point of the author’s
criticism is the methodology used by Lenin
in Philosophical Notebooks.

The chapters “Humanizing the World”
(the self-creation of man), “Humanizing
Man’s Sentiment” (the theory of knowl-
edge), “Doing Away with Alienation” (re-
alization of the human essence) and “The
Revolutionary Movement” (the philosophy
of practice) follow the same method, that
is, analyze the various problems and con-
cepts as they carry on the polemics. At
the same time they apply the author’s con-

*Orlando Millas. El Humanismo Cientifico de los Comu-
nistas. Santiogo de Chile, Editorial Andrés Bello, 1968.
259 pp.
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clusions to national and internatioinal life.

It is safe to predict that the book, based
on lectures for university students and
teachers, will be of interest to them. And
as the author’s main proposition and con-
clusions are set out clearly, the book can
be used as a manual for the ideological
schooling of leaders of the popular move-
ment in Chile.

The Chilean Economy. A Marxist Ap-
proach, by the economist José Cademar-
tori,* describes the general state of the na-
tional economy, its evolution and the crisis
through which the country is now passing.

Chile’s natural resources offer a vast po-
tential for developing the economy and
raising the standard of living, the author
notes. But, he adds, “our country, like
any other country with a semi-colonial eco-
nomy, has been explored very superficial-
ly . . . Industrialists and foreign capitalists
are interested in only the most important
things: saltpetre and copper.” The author
then exposes the imperialist myth of “po-
pular poverty” which, allegedly, would nul-
lify any attempt to make extensive use of
the country’s natural resources.

The author examines the class struggle
at the different stages of Chile’s social and
economic development from the standpoint
of historical materialism. He analyzes the
first manifestations of this struggle in the
clashes of the indigenous population with
the feudal system embodied by the conquis-
tadores, the formation of classes, the rise
of capitalism, the development and forma-
tion of a working class and the peneration
of foreign capital, chiefly British capital,
in the nineteenth century and U.S. mono-
poly capital today.

Cademartori’s highly interesting treat-
ment of agricultural problems, such as the
difficult problem of social classes in the
countryside that has yet to be studied

‘José Codemartori. La Economia Chilena. Un onfoque
Marxista. Santingo de Chile. Editorial Universitaria, S5.A.,

1968. 293 pp.




properly, ends with an analysis of the agra-
rian crisis, which affects the whole econo-
my and dramatically underlines the need of
a radical agrarian reform.

Most interesting is the chapter on the
economic crisis. It surveys the general and
particular aspects of the crisis and reaches
the conclusion that the economic structure
of Chile is in urgent need of revolutionary
change fully abolishing the big landed es-
tates, the national oligarchic monopolies
and foreign combines. These changes must
be brought about by an anti-feudal, anti-
oligarchy and anti-imperialist revolution
“not restricted to ending the old relations
of production but creating new ones. This
is the fundamental economic task.”

Problems of the Christian Democrats,
Property, Revolution, the State is the title
of a book by Sergio Vuskovic.* The six
chapters of the book are concerned with
(1) the Christian theory of the revolution,
(2) Christian Democracy and revolution,
(3) the Church and its theory of the state,
(4) Christian Democracy and the state,
(5) the Christian concept of property, and
(6) the “communitary” society.

The book points to the need for a more
profound study of Christian Democrat doc-
trine and activity, especially because their
government, in power for over four years
now, has little to show for its “revolution
in freedom.” Bitter experience compels nu-
merous Chileans, once enticed by reformist
talk into backing the Christian Democrats,
to seek a way out.

The author by no means takes a purely
negative a priori stand on Christian Demo-
crat doctrine. In strict accordance with
Leninist methodology, he reviews the poli-
tical, economic and social concepts of the
Catholic Church, specifically in Chile,
against the background of Christian Demo-
crat theory and practice, which are far from
being always in harmony. The Church has
high hopes of the Christian Democrats’ car-
rying its postulates into politics.

The author, while admitting the hazards
of an extensive and exacting analysis of
alien political and philosophical concepts,
first of all the danger of “making facile or
enthusiastic concessions to what was once
rejected without qualification,” insists on
the need to delve deeply and critically into
the other ideology. “We may even accept
some truths that, while proceeding from
old ideas, are likely to contribute to our

*Sergio Vuskovic. Problematica D.C., Propiedod, Revo-
lucion, Estado. Santiago de Chile, Editorial Austral, 1962,
128 pp.

own theory and practice as subsidiary fac-
tors.”

Not for a moment does the author forget
the class heterogeneity of the Christian De-
mocrats, which accounts for the lack of
unity of views. There are at best some fun-
damental principles that are not, however,
exempt from essentially different interpre-
tations by the spokesmen of the different
trends.

The main thesis of the book reads: “The
Christian Democrats cannot lead the revo-
lution in our country by virtue of their
class origin and philosophical attitude. This
role belongs to the working class and its
allies,”” This does not run counter to an-
other conclusion of the author, who, con-
firming the existence of diverse ideological
trends in the Christian Democratic Party,
declares for a dialogue and united action
with “the more farsighted churchmen and
Christian Democrats.” This is one form of
preparing for the revolutionary change
Chile needs.

Eduardo Labarca Goddard's The Invasion
of Chile: Foreign Interference,* is a stirring
account based on the author’s personal ex-
periences. Labarca, political editor of EI
Siglo, investigates the various forms of im-
perialist penetration in Chile. On the
strength of documentary evidence, includ-
ing sixty documents made public for the
first time, he exposes foreign penetration
in the trade unions and in the student
movement, in the armed forces, the univer-
sities, mass media, religious institutions
and other spheres.

The book lays bare the activities of the
CIA, which, as well as carrying on espion-
age pure and simple, inspired an abortive
campaign to split the trade union move-
ment allocating $2,171,000 for the purpose.
It examines CIA subversion in the student
organization, an activity unmasked in Ram-
parts early in 1967. An appendix contains
the biographies of 48 CIA agents known
for their subversive activities in our coun-
try.
Another chapter exposes the U.S. Em-
bassy, which is staffed with a personnel of
225 (plus 200 Chilean emplovees), whereas
the Chilean Embassy in Washington em-
ploys only eight people. This enormous
disparity alone is an indication of activities
going well beyond diplomatic bounds. In
fact, the U.S. Embassy is the headquarters
of the imperialist meddling.

*Eduardo Labarca Goddard. Chile Invadido, Reportaje
a la Intromision extranjera. Santiago de Chile, Editorial
Austral, 1968, 349 pp.
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The author has carefully selected docu-
ments and data bearing on U.S. and West
German interference in the 1964 presiden-
tial elections. The pages about the Peace
Corps, which tries to reach the peasants
and the backward sections of the urban
population, are worthy of note.

The author’s objective and stimulating
presentation of the material and his bold
and outspoken condemnation of the U.S.
imperialists and their allies in Chile make
the book a welcome aid in our people’'s
fight against imperialism, for freedom.

Waldo ATIAS

As a Communist sees it

“The Communist Viewpoint,”* a new book
by Ib Norlund, whom our readers know
as the author of numerous articles on the
labor and Communist movement, discusses
topical issues of class struggle, peaceful
coexistence and the transition from capi-
talism to socialism, the role of the socialist
world system and the national liberation
movement.

The first chapter is devoted to complex
aspects of the ideological struggle, to the
laws governing the moulding of social con-
sciousness. Knowledge of these problems is
rightly regarded by the author as the key
to understanding the essence of the ideolo-
gical struggle underway in society. “The
ideological forms play the decisive role in
the superstructure, which, without them,
cannot serve the maintenance of a stable
social order,” Ib Norlund writes. “The ap-
paratus of power can be seen, pinpointed
and combated. . . . But it is infinitely more
difficult to combat ideas and ingrained pre-
judices which have become rooted in the
minds of people.” For the author the ideo-
logy of bourgeois society cannot but be an
ideology of deception, an ideology standing
between man and reality, and preventing
the blossoming of the human personality.
On the contrary, socialist ideology makes
possible fruitful solution of problems con-
fronting man.

Refuting the reformist contentions about
an alleged disappearance of classes and of
class struggle, Norlund turns to the facts
of Danish reality in order to demonstrate
the clear-cut distinctions in the economic
and social status of the different classes.
Danish capitalists readily admit that a bare
200 people preside over the destinies of
their system; their interests are served by
a developed system of state-monopoly capi-

talism.

*lb Norlund. Det kommunistiske synspunkt. Stig Vendel-
kaers forlag, Kobenhavn, 1968. 265 s.
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The author examines the new forms of
exploitation of the working people. True,
he says, the working class has achieved
certain successes in the fight for its rights,
but this by no means signifies its embour-
geoisement. “The striving for social change,
for a revolutionary position stems from
the contradiction between the existing pos-
sibilities for satisfying requirements and
the actual conditions of life.”” The class
struggle, Norlund points out, has grown
both in scale and complexity, for state-
monopoly capitalism functions as a system
of organically interconnected economic, po-
litical and ideological institutions. Hence,
the struggle against it must be waged in
all these spheres.

His study of the connection between the
fight for reforms and the revolution leads
the author to conclude that “the implemen-
tation of an extensive program of anti-
monopoly reforms can, given sufficient
mass support, create a situation in which
the ‘top,” i.e.,, monopoly, will be unable to
continue ‘to rule in the old way.’ This
means that a revolutionary situation affect-
ing both the ‘top’ and the ‘lower strata’
could set in in a new way. . . . The new ele-
ment being that it derives basically from
the initiative of the masses and not just
when a catastrophe generated by the old
order is precipitated upon society.”

Discussing the situation in the Danish
labor movement the author notes that de-
spite the strong anti-monopoly sentiment
of the people which led to the parliamen-
tary “labor majority” in 1966, the will of
the working people is not reflected in gov-
ernment policy. Much of the blame for this
rests with the Left in this majority which,
influenced by the Socialist People’s Party,
dared not effect anti-monopoly measures.
Norlund substantiates the line of the Com-
munist Party in home and foreign policy




and shows how events have confirmed the
correctness of the Communists’ view.

One chapter is devoted to the interna-
tional Communist movement. The interna-
tional character of the Communist move-
ment, we read, is natural and necessary.
There are general laws of social develop-
ment whose full and unequivocal recogni-
tion is in the interest of all consistently
progressive forces. On this recognition is
founded their common ideology. There ex-
ists only one scientific socialism, which is
constantly being developed and enriched
by the efforts of the Communists in all
countries. Its general truths are always
valid. The need for unity of action of the

other things, from the vital problems com-
mon to all countries. “Internationalism sig-
nifies relationships of reciprocity in keep-
ing with which every party acts on its own
responsibility in upholding common inter-
ests. One side cannot solve the problems
of another, and it would be incomprehen-
sible and unjustified for such a demand to
be made. Each side must solve its own
problems, but activity based on mutual
understanding can create prerequisites for
their solution.”

Norlund’s book, imbued with profound
optimism, will enable the reader to gain a
deeper understanding of the essence of
Communist policy.

working class and its parties stems, among G.P.
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I. GROWTH OF THE LABOR FORCE

The working class has always been the
leading force in the fight against monopoly
oppression, for social progress. The role of

wage labor, mental and manual, and the
numbers of wage-earners in modern capi-
talist society, are growing steadily.

Factory and Office Workers (Capitalist Countries)

1950 1960 1967
mins. mins. %, of 1950 mins. %, of 1950
Highly developed capitalist countries!? 160 180 112 200 125
Asian, African and Latin
American countries 130 155 119 170 131
TOTAL 290 335 116 370 128

1 United States, Canada, West European countries, Jopan, Australio, New Zealand.

The percentage of wage-earners in the
total of gainfully employed is constantly

growing.

Percentage of Wage Earners

Percentage Mlntng-
of Total of Total
Gainfully Gainfully
Year Employed Year Employed
USA 1955 85.2 1967 89.0
Britain 1951 92.4 1966 92.5
FRG 1950 70.8 1967 80.7
France 1954 64.9 1965 72.0
Italy 1951 61.0 1966 63.0
Japan 1955 38.6 1966 59.1
Canada 1961 82.4 85.0

1967

The economic structure and distribution
of labor in the various branches of the
economy are changing rapidly, spurred on
by the technological revolution and the in-
tensified competitive struggle between the
main capitalist countries. The percentage of
workers in the “traditional’ branches of pro-
duction, especially agriculture, has shrunk
visibly, while that of white-collar workers,

Structural Changes in

managerial personnel, researchers and tech-
nicians, as well as employees in the ser-
vices, has increased.

In 1950-1965 the percentage of factory
and office workers in the industrial labor
force (extractive, manufacture, power, trans-
port and communications) declined from 57
per cent to 53, in agriculture (including fish-
eries and lumbering) from 7 per cent to 4,
while rising from 36 per cent to 43 in the
non-productive branches (trade and ser-
vices). ltaly, France and Japan alone regis-
tered a relatively higher percentage of wage
labor in agriculture.

The technological advance is sparking
rapid changes in the structure of the work-
ing class (e.g., in the United States aver-
age "longevity,” of a trade or skill is now
down to 10 years). And while the general
proficiency of skills has risen visibly, the
percentage of unskilled labor has shrunk.
In the United States, the skilled labor force
increased numerically by 50 per cent be-
tween 1941 and 1968, while the number of
unskilled fell by 45 per cent.

the U.S. Working Class

1965 1968

1940 1950 1960 1967
(March)

Skilled labor,

millions 6.1 g 8.6 9.2 9.8 9.6

percentage of total 27 33 35 35 36 36
Semi-skilled,

millions 10.9 12.1 12.0 13.4 13.9 13.8

percentage of total 48 52 50 51 51 52
Unskilled,

millions 5.6 3.5 3.7 3.8 3.5 3.1

percentage of total 25 14 15 14 12 12
Total, millions 22.6 23.3 24.2 26.5 27.3 26.5

One consequence of the rapid change is
that the social boundaries of the working
class have expanded considerably, chiefly
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by encompassing the so-calied white collars.
Many of the new categories of white-collar
workers and intellectuals perform functions




akin to those of industrial labor generally
and, as a rule, their material and social
conditions differ but slightly from those of
the basic labor force. On the other hand,

the worker of today is gradually approach-
ing the level of technicians and enginers
in general education and training, often
surpassing office workers in these respects.

1950

Employees 22.3

Percentage of total labor force 37.5
Including:

technicians and engineers 4.5

oflice workers 7.6

6.5

1960 19635 1967
(March)
28.7 32.1 34.2 35.4
43.1 44.5 46.0 47.5
p o 8.9 9.9 10.5
9.8 11.2 12.3 12.6
9.3 9.4

8.3 9.3

service workers

1Excluding managerial staff which in U.S. official statistics includes managers and owner-managers

(7.7 millien in 1968).

To be sure, the numerical growth of white
collar employees and the changes in their
socio-economic conditions have not erased
the functional and social differences be-

tween factory and office employees any more
than the differences among office em-
ployees.

II. EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT

A re-distribution of labor is underway be-
tween branches and various types of pro-
duction, the examples of the United States

and the Federal Republic of Germany being
indicative of the scale of the process.

Redistribution of Factory and Office Workers by Industry in USA and FRG

USA: 1967 in percent of 1960

Engineering 162.5
Electrotechnical 196.2
Chemical 156.5
Printing 140.1
Transport engineering 153.9
Tobacco 84.5
Textiles 76.2
Woodworking 74.8
Leather 88.9

FRG: 1967 in percent of 1958

Transport engineering 146.8
Chemical 124.5
Aviation 366.6
Engineering 116.8
Electrotechnical 112.8
Textiles 78.4
Coal 52.2
Tobacco 51.5
Shipbuilding 47.2

For the working class capitalist rationali-
zation entails a high degree of adaptability
to changing production conditions; a high
degree of mobility, too, and much expen-
diture of energy in the search for work. The
annual drift of labor from factory to fac-
tory is especially great in the United States.
Statistically registered dismissals alone add
up to 25 million yearly. Besides, sociological
investigations show that over 45 million
people fail to register changes of jobs, and
that some 20 million are switched to other
jobs in the same enterprise.

Scientific and technological progress ousts
some workers, while increasing numbers of
school-leavers cannot get jobs. As a result
the unemployment figures remain the same
even when business is good. In 1967 and
1968 the number of gainfully employed
shrank in absolute terms not only because

of the long-term factors (concentration and
rationalization, expansion of enterprises,
rising labor productivity, and so on), but
also due to the deteriorating economic
situation in Western Europe. In 1964-1968
the main European capitalist countries —
Italy, Britain, the FRG and France—experi-
enced economic shocks with a negative ef-
fect on employment.

The changing requirements of modern in-
dustry and, accordingly, a greater demand
for new skills (programming, operators, re-
pairs, fitters of automated equipment) are
relatively new factors. And because of the
inadequacy of the present educational sys-
tem (general and vocational schools, spe-
cialized training and re-training), the labor
shortage in these areas is quite consider-
able. This growing demand against a back-
drop of chronic unemployment is one of
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the latest contradictions of capitalism. In
Japan with its 500 or 600 thousand unem-
ployed, for example, industry was short of
1,300,000 skilled workers in 1966; 1,600,000
in 1967 and 1,800,000 in June 1968.

In the United States where the technolo-
gical revolution is more advanced, aggre-
gate employment has risen, though in some
branches (coal, textiles and footwear) the
number of workers has shrunk. A consider-
able employment increase was registered in
trade, banking and in the services, as well
as in the administration, and the numbers
employed in the war industry (5.6 million in
1967) rose.

The contradictions in the capitalist labor
market are made more acute by the use
of foreign labor. Workers migrate from eco-
nomically less developed states (Turkey,
Greece, Portugal, Spain and Southern Italy)
to the more developed (West Germany,
France and Switzerland) where they are em-
ployed in the lowest-paid unskilled jobs In
1968, for example, some five million foreign
workers found employment in these coun-
tries, and a similar picture exists in the
United States, where the main influx is
from Latin America.

Meanwhile, unemployment struck a bal-
ance at 5.5-7 million.

Average Monthly Officially Registered Unemployed

(thousands)
1960 1965 1966 1967 1968

Jan.-Aug.

Highly developed capitalist countries 6,944.4 5,854.3 5,485.6 6,396.0 6,796.2
Western Europe 2,129.8 1,805.3 1,884.6 2,579.6 2,709.3
Common Market countries 1.360.2 1,089.5 1,1774.8 1,4959 1,629.8
FRG 237.4 139.2 154.3 445.0 450.1
France 131.1 141.3 147 .1 192.9 255.9
Italy 836.0 721.0 769.0 689.0 726.0
Belgium 114.3 55.4 61.5 85.3 111.6°
Netherlands 41.3 32.6 429 53.9 86.1
Britain 377.2 347.1 361.0 599.0 586.5"
Austria 82.3 65.5 61.4 64.6 85.3
Sweden 18.9 16.6 22.2 82.0 36.4!
USA 3,852.0 3,366.0 2,875.0 2,975.0 2,922.0
Canada 446.0 280.0 267.0 315.0 438.6
Japan 500.0 390.0 440.0 500.0 696.0
16.0 12.5 18.5 21.2 22.7

Australia

1January-December
2January-Naovember

Indicative is that in many West European
countries, e.g., France, Austria, Belgium and
the Netherlands, and in Canada and Japan,
the unemployment in physical terms is now
more or less steady, equalling the average
annual unemployment in the crisis years be-
tween the two world wars, and is sometimes
even higher.

Many millions of the so-called part-time
employed are, in fact, partially unemployed.
According to official estimates, the number
of partially unemployed amounts to approxi-
mately 50-75 per cent of the wholly unem-
ployed. In the United States, for example,
some 2-2.5 million were partially unemploy-
ed in recent years.

In the FRG the number of factory workers
and office employees has decreased by 542,-
000 since 1967, with more than 150,000
foreign workers compelled to leave the
country. A shorter working week was intro-
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duced as a result, accompanied by a

smaller wage-packet.

In Britain, too, unemployment rose in
1967-1968; the situation in the labor market
there is doubly difficult due to the economic
instability.

Despite a rise in industrial production in
1967, employment figures shrank in France.
The increasing disproportions in the econ-
omy coupled with sharper contradictions be-
tween labor and capital and the growing
social contrasts culminated in class strife in
May-Junea 1968.

In Italy the fall in the number of wage-
earners has continued over the past five
years. In 1968 the employment figure was
800,000 less than before the 1964 crisis; yet
out of the 18.8 million wage-earners only
15.1 million worked a full week, while 3.7
million were partially unemployed. Despite




talist countries makes nonsense of the "full
employment” boast of the capitalist econo-

mists.

the optimistic forecasts of the Pieraccini
plan no boost in employment has occurred.
The high unemployment rate in the capi-

ITII. INCREASED CAPITALIST EXPLOITATION

labor operations. As a result, accidents, oc-
cupational illnesses and, all too often, pre-
mature incapacitation, are on the rise.

INTENSIFICATION OF LABOR
AND INDUSTRIES

New methods of industrial organization
are used by monopoly capital to intensify

Industrial Accidents

(thousands)
1958 1960 1962 1963 1964 1965
USA!?
Total 1,820.0 1,950.0 1,990.0 2,020.0 2,050.0 2,010.0
Fatal 13.3 13.8 13.7 14.2 14.2 14.0
France?
Total 1,056.7 990.6 1,071.5 1,117.6 1,309.1 —
Fatal 2.1 1.6 - A 1.8 2.2 —
Italy
Total 912.4 1,057.4 1,229.2 1,338.3 1,278.1 1,086.8
Fatal 2.0 1.9 2.3 2.2 2.4 a5
FRG
Total 2,491.4 2,697.7 2,734.2 2,638.6 2,780.5 2,509.8
Fatal 3.2 3.0 3.6 2.9 3.1 3.0
Britain
Total 375.0 382.3 372.8 390.4 445.5 296.7
Fatal 1.0 0.9 0.8 0.7 0.8 0.7
Japan
Fatal 5.4 6.1 6.1 6.5 6.1 6.0

lincluding occupational illness,
2Excluding agriculture

In 1966 and 1967 the accident rate reach-
ed peak in the United States (more than
two million yearly); in ltaly and Britain the
number is rising, while in Japan more than
6,300 fatal cases were registered in 1966.

Intensification of labor coupled with un-
concern for the workers' health is respon-
sible for the increase.in psychosomatic dis-
orders and heart disease. In the United
States, for example, 204 mental cases per
100,000 population were detained in insti-
tutions in 1940, the figure rising to 309, that
is, by 50 per cent, in 1963. Annually, six out
of 1,000 workers over 45 years of age (this

applies to 40 per cent of the U.S. working
class) die of heart disorders, and four more
become invalids. In Japan, neurosis, mental
illness and heart disorders were the cause
of 13.3 per cent of the general death rate
in 1926, and of as much as about 45 per
cent in 1965. In France, heart disorders ac-
counted for 6.4 per cent of total deaths in
1900, for 10 per cent in 1963, and for 19
per cent in 1964.
WORKING TIME

The working week in capitalist industry
is limited by legislation and collective bar-
gaining.
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Formal Working Week

(hours)
Legislative Collective Legislative Collective
limit agreements limit agreements
USA, Canada 40 36-40 Sweden A5 A4
Australia, New Zealand 40 —— | Switzerland 46 Al
France, Finland 40 40 | FRG 48 40-44
Britain —1 40-44 | ltaly 48 44.46
Austria, Belgium, - Greece, Spain,
Denmark, Iceland, i Portugal, Turkey 48 —_—
Netherlands, Norway 45 —— | Japan 48 42-48

1 Britain has no national legislation limiting male working time. Female labor is limited by law to o
4-hour week and that of teenagers to a 44-48-hour week.

However, as a rule, actual working time

is higher than the official norm.

Actual Average Working Week in Manufacturing Industry (hours)

1950 1955 1960 1965 1966 1967 1968

USA 40.5 40.7 39.7 41.2 41.3 40.6 41.0!
Canada 42.5 41.0 40.4 41.0 40.8 40.3 40.4>
Britain® 45.7 46.4 48.0 47.0 46.0 46.2 46.2%
FRG 48.2 48.8 45.6 44.3 43.9 42.3 42.3%
France 44.4 44.0 46.5 46.4 46.6 46.1 45,9%
Italy 47.8 48.7 48.5 47.4 47.4 — —

Japan 48.0 48.4 478 44.3 44.6 44.8 42.97

1 Seplember. 2 .Iuna._a ﬂen. 4 April. 5 January. 6 March. 7 July.

In France, actual working time is consider-
ably above the norm. In July 1968, for ex-
ample, the average week in building was
49.2 hours, in metal-working 46.5, electrical
engineering 45.4, food industry 46-48, chemi-
cal 44.5 and leather 43.5.

A similar situation prevails in Britain and
other countries where overtime is wide-
spread, while many workers put in less than
a full working week. In August 1968, for
example, 31.9 per cent of the employees in
the manufacturing industries worked an
average weekly overtime of 8.5 hours. Mean-
while those not working a full week lost an
average weekly 10.8 hours. Overtime in
Japan’'s manufacturing industries added up
to a weekly 18.4 hours in 1965, 20.6 in 1966
and 24.1 in 1967. In September 1968, 19.3
per cent of the labor force in U.S. manu-
facturing worked less than 34 hours weekly,
while the actual average working week was
41.1 hours, with 47.3 per cent of the em-
ployees working 35 to 40 hours and 33.4 per
cent in excess of 41 hours, the latter includ-
ing 19.7 per cent working more than 49.

LABOR PRODUCTIVITY AND REAL WAGES
The gap between growth of labor produc-
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tivity and real wages is a salient token of
rising capitalist exploitation.

According to official figures, it is true, the
rise in hourly pay has kept pace with that
of labor productivity. However, if the dyna-
mics of real wages is examined in the con-
text of rising consumer prices, the rising
cost of medical treatment, higher direct
taxes and the varying.average number of
hours worked weekly or annually, we obtain
an entirely different picture.

Dynamics of Labor Productivity in
Manufacturing Industry (output per worker)

(per cent of 1958)

first 6
months)

1960 1965 1966 1967 1968
USA 110 136 140 140 145
Canada 106 135 137 139 145
Japan 134 188 209 239 261
France 110 138 149 156 —
FRG 126 155 157 162 175
Italy 118 154 172 179 189
Britain 110 125 128 130 138




Price Increases: Consumer Goods & Services
(per cent of 1958)

————

first 6
months)
1960 1965 1966 1967 1968
USA 103 109 112 115 119
Canada 102 110 114 119 122
Britain 101 120 124 127 132
Italy 101 129 130 136 138
France 109 126 129 133 136
FRG 102 119 122 125 126
Japan 105 140 147 153 159

The official figures must be treated with
caution. Trade unions in France and the
United States, for example, estimate that
official price statistics are at times 40-50 per
cent below the actual scale. But official
figures, too, lead unmistakably to the con-
clusion that the rising cost of living con-
sumes a considerable portion of the wage
increase, while the dynamics of real wages
trails behind growth of output.

Growth of Hourly Output and Real
Wages in USA

(per cent of 1960)

Real wage
against
Real hourly Hourly output output growth
wage 1 per worker (4:5)
1960 100 100 100
1965 11 122 0.9
1966 114 125 9.2
1967 117 92.8

126

1 Exclusive of tax increases.

The rising cost of living is a burden on the
working people (unless they get correspond-
ing wage increases), pensioners, students,
etc.

The picture is bleaker still if we consider
the rising taxes, various charges and con-
tributions and the fluctuating number of
working hours. In 1966, for example, the U.S.
factory worker whose average annual wage
'had nominally increased $300 spent $288
of this to cover the tax increase and the
rise in the cost of living ($49 were ‘“con-
sumed" by the increase in the federal in-
come tax, $103 by the increased social secu-
rity contributions, $21 by the increase in
local taxes and $115 by the cost-of-living
increase). Some U.S. economists estimate
therefore, that real wages in the manufac-
turing industry declined somewhat in 1966
«and 1967. With a growth in the national
income of 12 per cent, they hoid, non-

productive incomes went up 22 per cent,
while wage-earners’ incomes surpassed
population growth only slightly (a mere three
per cent). This trend continued in 1968 with
the cost of living rising 4.4 per cent and
taxes going up.

A similar intensification of exploitation
was witnessed in France in 1965-1967 and at
the beginning of 1968. The average wage in
France was among the lowest in the Com-
mon Market: in 1967 hourly 3.48 francs,
while in Luxembourg 6.22, in West Germany
5.5, in Holland 4.75 and Italy 3.18. After
the class battles in May and June wages
were increased by 13-18 per cent, depend-
ing on the industry. But the capitalists
quickly recouped part of their forced con-
cessions by raising prices for a number of
commodities and services.

In the FRG real wages dropped and un-
employment rose in 1967, while labor pro-
ductivity kept rising. In 1968 Bonn, in effect,
stimulated this trend by pushing up taxes
and reducing social expenditure.

The devaluation of sterling in 1967 has
contributed to a decline in real wages in
Britain. The effect of rising prices was en-
hanced by cuts in government welfare out-
lays, an eight per cent increase in taxes
and a stiff wage-freeze policy. And the
Prices and Incomes Board lately often re-
fused to endorse collective agreements en-
visaging wage increases in excess of the
official ceiling.

In Japan and ltaly, workers wrested a
10-12 per cent increase in nominal wages
from manufacturers in 1967. But there, too,
the intensive policy of capitalist rationaliza-
tion, higher prices and wages lower than in
other developed capitalist states indicated
that no tangible improvements occurred in
the situation of the working class. Despite
the relatively high rate of Japan’s economic
growth in 1966, wages in manufacturing
were officially estimated as 35 per cent lower
than in France, 47 per cent than in West
Germany, 70 per cent than in Britain and
79 per cent than in the United States.

TAXATION

Tax pressure is one way of intensifying
exploitation. In 1965 taxes accounted for 30
per cent of the national income in ltaly, 34.1
in West Germany and the United States
and 35-35.5 in France and Britain.

In the first three years of the Vietnam war
income tax in the United States increased
by 27 per cent and the tax on profits by
three. Taxes consume more than 33 per cent
of a worker's wage in France, the number
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of taxpayers doubling between 1958 and
1967 from 4.3 million to nine million when
the taxable minimum income was lowered.
Direct income tax accounted for 12.6 pers
cent of the tax revenue in 1962 and for as
much as 17.7 per cent in 1968. In the mean-
time, taxes paid by capitalist companies
decreased from 9.9 per cent of the total tax
revenue to 7.6 per cent. During the Fifth
Republic, the French Government tripled the
sum of direct taxes levied on factory and
office workers. And this while indirect taxes
rose as well; in 1967 the latter amounted on
the average to 20-25 per cent of the retail
sales prices. In Britain wage-earners pay
from 21.5 to 36.1 per cent of their income
in direct and indirect taxes, in the Federal

Republic of Germany as much as 36 per
cent.

The surplus product in the possession of
the state is used to an insignificant extent
only to meet the general needs of the work-
ing class. Most of it is spent on armaments
in the interest of the war-industrial complex.

FAMILY INCOME AND THE COST
OF LIVING

The difficult economic situation of the
working class, specifically the insufficient
wages, is best illustrated by comparing real
family income with the ‘“standard” family
budgets representing the income essential
for an average family.

Wage and “Standard” Family Budget of Urban Worker in USA?

1959 1966

Average Standard Average Standard

weekly weekly weekly weekly

Income budget Income budget

(8 ($) Percentage (%) (%) Percentoge
Manufacturing industry 88.3 118.0 74.8 112.3 177.0 63.4
Automobile industry 1114 118.0 94.4 147.2 177.0 83.2
Textile industry 63.0 118.0 53.4 82.1 177.0 46.4

1 The “'standard' budget is compiled by the Department of Labor as a minimum for a family of four:
husband (wage-earner), wife and two children of school age.

Some economists estimate that the in-
comes of U.S. workers in manufacture
covered just 83 per cent of the standard

family budget.

In the Federal Republic of Germany the
cost of living in 1967 was 14.4 per cent high-
er than in 1962, total wages shrinking by
6.3 per cent and the average wage covering
but 87 per cent of the family budget. And
in France the average wage in the main

industries covered no more than 80.2 per
cent of the necessary minimum,

Yet mean figures conceal the still more
difficult plight of those numerous families
whose incomes are below average.

A fuller idea of the wage-earners’ econo-
mic situation is obtained from the family
budget that includes receipts from work
done at home and income in kind from
various sources. Take a'family budget com-
puted for Japan.

Family Income, Including Receipts in Kind and Work Done at Home in Japan

1956 1966

000 yen % 000 yen %
Total income 44.2 100.0 110.4 100.0
Cash income 30.8 69.0 75.4 68.5
Including wecge 38.6 64.0 70.3 64.0
Cash receipts from work done at home 0.6 1.3 1.9 1.7
Other income 1.6 3.6 3.2 2.9
Other receipts in kind 4.6 10.4 12.3 11.2
Receipts in kind from work done at home 8.8 20.6 22.4 20.3
Number of family members 4.47 4.05
Numberof wage-earners 1.46 1.54

Despite the fact that the average
family declined by 9.4 per cent between 1956
and 1966, the average number of gainfully
employed members of the family increased
from 1.46 to 1.54 persons, indicating that
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the degree of capitalist exploitation increas-

ed.

On the other hand, the cash income of
an urban worker’s family comprises less than
70 per cent of its aggregate income, with




regular wages amounting to but 64 per cent
of that income. Income in kind exceeds 31
per cent of the total family income, with
work done at home accounting for nearly
two-thirds of this income in kind or for more
than 20 per cent of the aggregate family
income.

On the whole, the recent years were high-
lighted by another substantial intensifica-
tion of exploitation, scientific and technical
progress being used by the capitalist gov-
ernments to boost the profits of private
enterprise and restrict growth of real wages.

IV. SOCIAL AND LEGAL PROBLEMS

SOCIAL INSURANCE

By dint of long and persevering struggle
the workers have compelled private enter-
prise and the state to participate in financ-
ing social insurance. However, employees
still have to pay quite considerable contri-
butions out of their wages. And in recent
years these contributions have gone up, with
further increases in the offing. Between 17
and 57 per cent of the social insurance
money, ILO estimates, comes directly out of
wage-earners’ pockets.

The qualifying age for pensions is inordi-
nately high: 65 years for men and women
in the United States, West Germany and
Spain; 65 years for men and 60 years for
women in Britain, Austria and Belgium; 67
years for men and women in Canada, Swe-
den and lceland, and 70 years for men and
women in Norway. Yet due to the current
intensification of labor many are incapaci-
tated long before reaching pension age (in
West Germany, for example, 40-45 per cent
retire before qualifying for a pension).

To this day, too, employees are not guar-
anteed pay for the entire period of sickness
or even treatment of industrial injuries. It
is a more or less general rule that sick pay
is not issued for the first 3-7 days of sick-
ness, and in case of a long illness grants
are terminated long before recuperation.
Similar limits are imposed in the case of
forced unemployment.

Social insurance is a convenient means
by which the administration exerts pressure.
Wage-earners idle as a result of strikes or
lockouts, or dismissed for “infringements,”
are not entitled to unemployment relief.

Regular insurance contributions do not
relieve the employee of additional expendi-
ture for medical treatment in case of sick-
ness or injury: doctor's fees, charges for
medical treatment, hospital, charges, and
the like. In recent years the cost of these
services hos risen in Britain, Japan and some
other countries.

HEALTH AND EDUCATION

In the United States, richest country of
the caopitalist world, the chart of higher

disease incidence coincides almost wholly
with the areas of concentrated poverty.
Chronic illness is the lot of every third per-
son in families with an annual income of
less than $2,000, while in families with an
annual income of more than $7,000 only
every 13th member is affected. In the former
group annual loss of working time among
men in the 45-64 age bracket is 50 days, in
the latter category 14.3. Child mortality
among non-whites in the United States is
double that among whites, mortality in child-
birth four times as high. In sum, life expec-
tancy among the poorer sections is 10 per
cent below average, while the suffering and
losses are considerably higher.

The cost of medical treatment is rising
more rapidly than prices, and in some coun-
tries more rapidly than wages. In 1960, the
cost of ten days in a New York hospital was
$560, in 1966 nearly $842, and in 1968 al-
most $1,000, amounting to three-quarters of
the annual income of most aging Ameri-
cans. The pharmaceutical market, cornered
to the extent of 75 per cent by the four big-
gest drug companies, is one of the most
profitable.

Shortage of doctors, trained nurses and
other medical personnel, hospital beds and
medical institutions, is acute. In 1966, the
United States had 351,800 doctors, Japan
137,300, the FRG 109,600, Italy 81,200, Bri-
tain 74,400 and France 71,900. Besides, in
the capitalist countries medical personnel is
usually concentrated in areas of relative
prosperity. In 1967, Britain had 468,000 hos-
pital beds, of which 45 per cent were in
hospitals built in the 19th century. As many
as 540,000 people could not be accommo-
dated and were compelled to await their
turn for hospitalization. In 1966 the shortage
in hospital beds in the United States was
estimated at more than one million. As many
as two million mental patients alone were
untreoted because of the shortage of medi-
cal institutions and personnel. In France
(Paris area) the age of hospitals averages
70 years.

Education, too, is stamped by the failings
of a class society. Despite a shortage of
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specialists with a higher and even second-
ary education (in France, for example, the
supply of doctors and chemists covers only
68.9 per cent of the demand, linguists 61.4
per cent, trained engineers 49.5 per cent,
lawyers and commercial experts 24.7 per
cent), sections suffering most from unem-
ployment are afforded fewer educational
opportunities. In the United States, 18.6 per
cent of non-whites over 25 years of age are
illiterate (against 5.8 per cent among
whites). Only one of ten Negro children suc-
ceeds in crashing the racial barrier in U.S.
schools. In Italy 12 per cent of the popula-
tion cannot read or write.

Despite the marked increase in the num-
ber of university students, those from work-
ing-class families are still relatively few:
a mere five per cent of the student body
in the FRG, 15 in France (workers’' and pea-
sant families), Belgium 14, Italy 15.3 and
Britain 25. For students from families of in-
tellectuals and employees the figures are
distinctly higher: 54 per cent in Belgium, 53
in the FRG, 39 in Italy and 30 in Britain.

Many students combine study with jobs
on the side. In Japan, for example, more
than half the students are compelled to seek
earnings, and in France nearly 44 per cent.
From 30 to 57 per cent in those two coun-
tries leave college for lack of money and
a still larger number incur debts.

Educational establishments are short of
premises, equipment, instructors and funds.
Government allocations for education are
grossly insufficient (only 5.3 per cent of the
budget in Japan, 5.1 USA, 4.9 Netherlands,
4.8 Sweden, 3.2 France and 3 FRG).

The students’ fight for better conditions,
for an educational reform, is becoming more
bitter and its nature and orientation ap-
proaches the class struggle of the workers.

HOUSING

Despite the expansion of building and
the rapid growth of towns, housing is ex-
tremely acute. In Western Europe and other
areas of the capitalist world the percentage
of old, sub-standard housing is on the in-
crease. Rent swallows up between one-
quarter and one-third of wage earners’ in-
comes. In 1960 in the United States con-
demned houses totalled 9.3 million. Since
then the situation has barely changed. In
fact, slums in the bigger cities (New York,
Los Angeles, etc.) tend to grow. The new
houses are not built for the poor. U.S. ex-
perts estimate that it would take at least
10 per cent of the national income over a
five-year period, that is, about $283,000 mil-
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lion, to replace slums with modern hous-
ing (while in 1962-1968 alone the U.S. gov-
ernment spent $395,000 million, or nearly
40 per cent more, on war needs).

In Britain nearly half the housing is more
than 50 years old, most of the old houses
lacking modern amenities.

In France, more than 15 million people,
or nearly one-third of the nation, are offi-
cially listed as needing housing or better
housing. Yet only a little more than 400,000
new homes are built annually (in the first
eight months of 1968 building dropped by
four per cent), meaning that to meet just
the present demand will take some 12 years.

The crisis in ltaly's housing has been in-
creasing over a number of years, with build-
ing shrinking visibly. And this while the
housing shortage is estimated at 21 million
rooms. Inexpensive homes comprised a mere
four per cent of the new homes built in
1967 and 1968, whereas even under the
government plan they should amount to
25 per cent.

In Japan money spent on housebuilding
per head of population is half that spent
in France and West Germany and just one-
fifth of that in the United States. New build-
ing meets only 45-70 per cent of the growth
in demand.

Rents are spiralling despite "“rent freeze"
regulations in some countries, while a sub-
stantial number of homes are vacant due
to excessive rent (300,000 flats in Italy, more
than 250,000 in West Germany, etc.).

LABOR LEGISLATION

Labor legislation and trade-union rights
are the object of bitter contention between
the working class and the monopoly bour-
geoisie.

In some countries the capitalist state and
the monopolies have mounted a new joint
offensive against the trade unions. In Bri-
tain, the Prices and Incomes Act limits the
right of trade unions freely to conclude col-
lective agreements, and the Labor Govern-
ment is most anxious to outlaw the so-called
unofficial strikes. Yet nearly 90 per cent of
the strikes in the country come under that
head.

In the United States, Canada, Australia,
Japan and some other countries the govern-
ments are taking advantage of existing anti-
labor legislation to fight the trade unions.
In 1967-68 the Johnson Administration re-
sorted time and again to the reactionary
Taft-Hartley Law to ban strikes, and in Japan
in May and September 1968 the administra-
tion of the state railways fell back on anti-




labor legislation to fight strikes by repres-
sive means (dismissals, suspensions and
wage cuts). Similar repressions were em-
ployed against communications employees
and other categories.

In some countries, however, workers led
by militant unions won added trade union
rights in 1967-1968. In Italy, trade union
groups at factory level have gained official
recognition in some industries, their rights
guaranteed in collective agreements. In
France after the general strike of May-June
1968 the government recognized trade union
rights in the enterprises. The National As-
sembly adopted a pertinent law in Decem-
ber 1968, partially meeting the workers’ de-
mands.

Under working class pressure, such arbi-
trary acts as dismissals are legislatively con-
trolled. Pertinent legislation was passed in
Britain, Ireland, France and other countries.

The working class in the developed capi-
talist countries is fighting a hard battle for
better conditions. And in 1968 it made con-
siderable headway in the strike movement
and in cementing its unity. Economic and
political upheavals, inherent in capitalism,
tend to intensify the class struggle of the
millions, for basic rights, progress and so-
cialism.
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