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On the road of
socialist revolution

Erich Honecker

First Secretary,

CC Socialist Unity Party
of Germany

October 7, 1974, marks 25 years of the German Democratic Republic.
They have been years in which the history of our nation took a
fundamentally new course. In carrying out the socialist revolution and
building socialism under the leadership of the united working class
and its Marxist-Leninist party, the working people of our country
brought about far-reaching changes in their social existence.

The GDR approaches its jubilee a strong, viable state pursuing a
consistent policy of peace and anti-imperialist solidarity. In inviolable
unity with the Soviet Union, as an inalienable part of the community
of fraternal nations, our worker-peasant government has won univer-
sal international recognition. Thanks to the creative strength of the
working class and the dedicated labor of a people nd of capitalist
exploitation, the advantages and superiority of socialism stand out
ever more clearly in our country.

Every stage of our 25-year road has been marked by hard work and

bitter class struggle against imperialism and militarism. These years
have seen the defeat of reactionary forces in the FRG in their repeated

attempts to wipe out the first German worker-peasant state. The
establishment and development of the GDR has been an important

contribution to the continued shifting of the world balance of forces in
favor of socialism. It has further weakened the aggressive German

impenalism responsible for unleashing two devastating world wars.
The sense of pride with the nation’s achievements finds expression
In numerous initiatives by workers aimed at ensuring consistent im-
plementation of the decisions of the Eighth Congress of the Socialist
Unity Party, which set the task of building a developed socialist
society. The atmosphere in which the preparations for our jubilee
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took place is best characterized by the drive for pre-schedule
fulfilment of the 1974 economic plan and thorough elaboration of next
year’s plan. With the experience and lessons of 25 years of struggle
for peace, democracy and socialism, the citizens of the GDR are
purposefully and optimistically advancing along the road charted by
the Eighth SUPG Congress.

The establishment and growth of the GDR is inseparably linked
with the world-historic victory of the peoples of the Soviet Union
over Hitler fascism. It was the Soviet Army which, in a heroic
struggle that demanded huge sacrifices, liberated the peoples enslaved
by German imperialism and thereby opened new vistas for world

social development. In the liberated lands, protected from impenalist
intervention, favorable conditions appeared for objectively necessary

revolutionary change. On the territory of the GDR, as in a number of
other countries, it became possible to utilize the substantial revolutio-

nary potentialities liberated as a result of the defeat of German fas-
cism. Thus, the Soviet Union’s victory in the Great Patriotic War and

the powerful upsurge of all revolutionary movements in the aftermath
of the Second World War elevated the world revolutionary process to
a new higher level. From the outset the GDR has been a firm compo-
nent of, and active participant in, this worldwide revolutionary
development.

As in other countries, the establishment of worker-peasant rule in
our country immediately encountered the fierce opposition of
moribund class forces, the monopolists, junkers, active fascists and
militarists. It faced a common front of the most reactionary forces of
world imperialism which spared no effort to prevent the advance of
socialism in the center of Europe.

In such conditions of class struggle, the existence and development
of the GDR could be ensured only through consistently consolidating
worker-peasant power and the unbreakable alliance with the first
socialist country, the land of Lenin. The formation and development
of the GDR became a turning point in our people’s history and an
event of international significance precisely because our republic, led
by the working class and its revolutionary party, was the first German
state to eradicate the reactionary, anti-national policy of hate and
hostility toward the USSR. From the very beginning it made the
revolutionary traditions of German-Soviet friendship the cornerstone
of its state policy. ‘The Socialist Unity Party of Germany holds,’
declared Wilhelm Pieck, first President of the GDR, ‘that the German
people must establish new, friendly relations with the Soviet Union,
and that slanderous propaganda against the Soviet Union must never
again occur in Germany.’ Our Party has always regarded this attitude
toward the Soviet Union as crucial to the development and
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strengthening of socialism on German soil.

Our experience confirms the lesson of history: inviolable fnendship
with the Soviet Union, the fight against anti-communism and anti-
Sovietism, is in the best interests of every people. The policy and
ideology of anti-communism and anti-Sovietism have always and
everywhere turned out to be the policy and ideology of classes
doomed by history, the policy and ideology of social regression.

The GDR’s 25 years constitute a quarter-century of brotherly
communion with the USSR and the whole socialist family of peoples.
All our decisive accomplishments rest on the firm foundation of
fraternal alliance between the working people of the GDR and the
peoples of the USSR, on extensive friendly relations between the
SUPG and the CPSU based on proletanan internationalism. Acces-
sion to the Warsaw Treaty and the Council for Mutual Economic
Assistance, as well as the bilateral treaties of friendship, cooperation
and mutual assistance concluded since the mid-60s, are landmarks in
the GDR’s development within the socialist community. And today
the main trend of relations between the GDR and the USSR 1is
continuously closer ties in all spheres, in Party life and state relations,
in economic and cultural affairs. Thus the tried and tested alliance
between the GDR and the USSR expands in scope and scale. Thus
are being brought to fruition the objectives of which L.I. Brezhnev,
General Secretary of the CC CPSU, spoke at the 24th CPSU Con-
gress: ‘We want to see the world system of socialism a close-knit
family of peoples building and defending the new society together,
mutually enriching each other with experience and knowledge, a
strong, cohesive family in which the people of the world would see the
prototype of the future world community of free peoples.’

To achieve the decisive turn in our people’s history it was essential
to foster in the working class the ability to iead that historical process.
And this required, first and foremost, overcoming the split in the
working-class movement caused by opportunism. Guided by Lenin’s
thesis that the purpose of Marxism-Leninism 1s to prove the working
class’ world-historic mission, the Communists coming out of fascist
jails and returning from emigration concentrated their efforts on unit-
ing the working class.

The objectives and direction of revolutionary struggle were set out
by the Central Committee of the CPG in its appeal of June 11, 1945.
The immediate task, it said, was the establishment of an anti-fascist
democratic republic with all nghts and freedoms for the working
people, thereby paving the way to socialism. That important docu-

ment became a platform of joint working-class action, a basis for the
formation of a bloc of all anti-fascist democratic parties. In its declara-

tion of June 15, 1945, the Central Board of the Social-Democratic
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Party of Germany resolutely supported the CPG appeal. Thanks to
Communist and Social-Democrat cooperation, the trade union
movement revived after a 12-year ban, constituted itself as an integ-
rated organization based on industnal unions.

The united action of Communists and Social Democrats grew
stronger in their struggle for the establishment of an anti-fascist
democratic regime, through joint clarification of ideological and polit-
ical questions. It became the key link in the unification of all anti-
fascist democratic forces. That is why reactionaries and nght-wing
Social-Democratic leaders concentrated their efforts on weakening
the newly-established unity. The question at the juncture of the years
1945 and 1946 was: either united action at a higher level with the

merger of Communists and Social Democrats in a single revolutionary
Marxist party, or no united action at all.

It was in that situation that the CPG took the initiative to work for
the merger of Communists and Social Democrats in a Socialist Unity
Party of Germany. The merger was effected in April 1946 on the basis
of a consistently Marxist program. The prime demands of that prog-
ram, based on the CPG appeal of June 11 and the SDPG appeal of
June 15, 1945, were aimed at establishing an anti-impenialist democra-
tic republic without monopolists or landlords; socialism was declared
the long-term objective.

At the time of the merger not all sections of the Party were quite
clear about the road or goal of the working class. But the CPG came to
the conclusion that with patient work, the task of clarification could
be completed within the united party. This was a correct conclusion.
The SUPG matured politically in the struggle for carrying out the
basic tasks of anti-fascist democratic change, and it increasingly be-
came the conscious vanguard of the working class.

Our Party engaged in extensive ideological work. The experience of
the CPSU was of great help, and knowledge of its history was invalu-
able for consolidating the ideological-political unity and cohesion of
the Socialist Unity Party of Germany. In the course of a process of
ideological tempering that lasted for several years, the SUPG took
shape as a Marxist-Leninist alliance of like-minded people, a strong
link in the international communist movement. The main premise for
this was, in addition to a firm grasp of the experience of the CPSU, a
profound understanding of Leninism, the Marxism of our epoch.

The fact that the GDR was from the very beginning led by a united
Marxist-Leninist party assured its political stability. In a country like
the GDR, where the working class constitutes the overwhelming
majority of the population, working-class unity on the basis of
Marxism-Leninism is of special importance for the Party’s further
development. We can say of ourselves in Lenin’s words: ‘All that we
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have achieved goes to show that we base ourselves on the most
wonderful force in the world - that of the workers and peasants’ (Coll.
Works, Vol. 33, p. 117).

The role of the working class and its Marxist-Leninist Party in-
creases with each new rung of social progress. ‘The greater the scope
and extent of historical events, the greater is the number of people
participating in them, and, contrariwise, the more profound the
change we wish to bring about, the more must we rouse an interest
and an intelligent attitude toward it, and convince more millions and
tens of millions of people that it is necessary’ (Ibid., Vol. 31, p. 498).
It 1s this truth, which Lenin called ‘one of the most profound ...
precepts of Marxism’ (Ibid.), which provides convincing justification
of the natural enhancement of the Marxist-Leninist party’s role in
establishing a socialist system. And it applies wholly to our country.

The Eighth Congress of the SUPG focused attention on the role of
the working class in the society, and at the same time outlined a
number of measures aided at further consolidating the social status of
workers in the state. Measures were carried out to increase the
working class share in the growing national income, which is In
keeping with the workers’ position in the society and, especially, in
industry. More and more deputies of representative bodies are people
engaged directly in industry. Our Party’s socio-political composition
has also improved in favor of factory workers.

Last but not least, the working class aptitude for political leadership
manifested itself in the continued strengthening and further promotion
of its alliance with the class of cooperative peasants and other work-
ing people of town and country. Thus, peasants, intellectuals, artisans
and all other working people were able to use their talents for the
benefit of the whole people in building up the new society.

Creatively applying Lenin’s principles of the policy of alliances, the
SUPG promoted cooperation between the working-class party and
democratic parties that emerged after 1945: the Chnistian-Democratic
Union, the Liberal-Democratic Party, the National-Democratic Party,
and the Democratic Peasant Party. The cooperation matured in the
course of anti-fascist democratic change and became even closer in
the course of building socialism.

The acceleration of scientific and technological progress, the grow-
ing use of industrial methods in agriculture, the unified socialist edu-
cation system in town and country and other factors are gradually

removing the major differences between mental and physical labor,
between town and country. These processes at the same time deepen

the common bonds between the working class, cooperative peasants

and socialist intellectuals. Thus the further building of socialism is
accompanied by the development of class alliance relations. The
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classes and strata of our society draw gradually closer on the basis of
the revolutionary philosophy of the working class. The people’s
moral-political unity is growing stronger and stronger. And that is
confirmation of the fact that socialism and communism are two phases
of a single socio-economic formation, that they are not fenced off
from each other.

The German Democratic Republic’s development confirms that the
working-class party can lead the people correctly only if it is guided
by the general laws of socialist revolution and socialist construction.
And this requires the creative application of Marxism-Leninism in the
concrete conditions of struggle, as well as full utilization of the rich
experience of the international communist movement, the CPSU in
the first place. For every revolution takes place in specific conditions
and, consequently, assumes specific forms and features. No revolu-
tion can be an exact replica of another. Of major importance for
evolving a scientifically based strategy and tactics is a profound
understanding of the main content of each stage in the revolutionary
process. The CPSU’s experience not only helped our Party In its
basic orientation, but also helped it to find the best ways and means of
resolving many practical issues.

In full conformity with the ideas of Marx, Engels and Lenin, our
Party has always treated the question of power as the fundamental
question of revolution. The GDR’s development as a socialist
worker-peasant state confirms the international validity of Lenin’s
theory of revolution. In our country, too, the transitional period from
capitalism to socialism is a single revolutionary process. Our Party,
which heads the working class, was able to link the struggle for
anti-fascist democratic change with the struggle for socialism. Con-
stantly assessing our progress and accurately analyzing the level of
mass consciousness, we passed step by step from the first stage of the
revolution to the second.

Our experience confirms that the dismantling of the old bourgeois
state machinery at the anti-imperialist, revolutionary-democratic
stage is a decisive condition for advance toward socialist revolution.
Establishment of the political domination of the working class is not a
one-time act. In our country it involved a long process of revolutio-
nary change. Nor was it a peaceful process, for it was accompanied
by bitter class struggle which required a high level of working-class
political consciousness and better organization of the new state
machinery.

The constitution of the GDR in October 1949 completed the build-
ing of the government machinery of proletarian dictatorship. Despite
their subversion and espionage, their organization of ‘escapes from
the republic,’ their direct attempts to bring down our worker-peasant
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government, foreign imperialists and domestic counter-revolutionary
forces were unable to halt the transition from anti-impenialist democ-
ratic change to socialist revolution.

Thus, the transitional period from capitalism to socialism in our
country was characterized by both extremely favorable factors and a
number of unfavorable, complex developments. The favorable condi-
tions for the development of socialist revolution were created by the
upsurge in the world revolutionary process as a result of the Soviet
Army’s victory over Hitler fascism and the presence of Soviet troops
on the termtory of the GDR, as well as by the fraternal help of the first
socialist state and other members of the socialist community. At the
same time, we had to build socialism in a country against which
impenalist forces had imposed a diplomatic and partial economic
blockade. In the FRG, the monopoly bourgeoisie, with the support of
the impenalist occupation authorities, restored the old power and
property relations. One of the objectives — and by no means the least -
of the FRG impernialist forces in joining NATO was to wipe out the
gains of socialism in the GDR. Thus, the building of the new society in

the GDR, for many years carried out in the conditions of an open
border with the impenalist FRG, demanded considerable efforts to

ensure peace on an extremely important sector of the confrontation
between socialism and impenialism.

In keeping with the Marxist-Leninist concept of nations and the
national question, which we Communists have never treated in isola-
tion from the question of socialist revolution, the need arose to step
by step separate the socialist GDR from the impenalist FRG. On
August 13, 1961, we, in alliance with the member-states of the War-
saw Treaty, reliably ensured the security of the frontiers of our
worker-peasant state. After that the impenalist forces, which had
hoped to use the cold war, military threats and economic blackmail to
strangle the German Democratic Republic in its cradle, were forced to
take a more sober view of things and accept the facts. Thus, through
strengthening and consistently defending socialism we were able to
make a substantial contribution toward the maintenance of peace in
Europe.

The GDR’s development has also reaffirmed Lenin’s prediction
that different nations may arrive at socialism in somewhat different
ways, but for all of them the establishment of the political power of
the working class is an essential prerequisite for building and develop-
ing socialism. The distinctive features and basic tasks of the dictator-
ship of the proletariat substantiated by Marx, Engels and Lenin and
confirmed by the Soviet Union’s experience are essential for all
countries. In the GDR its main functions were the creation of a
socialist society, guiding the allies of the working class toward
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socialist forms of production and life, the development of socialist
democracy, the suppression of the resistance of the overthrown ex-
ploiter classes and ensuring the new system’s defense against external
enemies.

But even after the triumph of socialist relations of production, the
strengthening of worker-peasant power continues to be our prime
task. This was emphatically reiterated by the Eighth SUPG Congress,
which rebutted all nght-wing Social-Democratic and revisionist at-
tempts to use anti-socialist conceptions to undermine our socialist
state.

The Congress gave new and powerful impetus to the further im-
provement of the state and legal system and development of socialist
democracy. Today, out of 12 million eligible voters, more than
200,000 are elected representatives of the people, over 500,000 are
members of standing commissions or activist groups functioning
under elected bodies of government. Over 300,000 citizens perform
various public functions in the socialist judiciary system. And many
more working people are active in the parties and mass organizations,
National Front committees, on parents’ committees at schools and in
the worker-peasant inspection system. All of which blends into a
picture of broad, diversified, living socialist democracy. In all of these
bodies and organizations the people work effectively in exercising real
power. The communal elections last May, and the preparations for
the 25th anniversary of the GDR, show that the strength of the
socialist state lies in the first place in the activity of the Party and the
conscious participation of citizens in the running of state, economic
and public affairs.

We consistently promote the Leninist principle of democratic cen-
tralism. Here improving the quality of centralized state management
and planning is decisive. Since the Eighth SUPG Congress a number
of legislative acts and other measures were promulgated which ena-
bled central government bodies, from the Council of Ministers down,
to carry out their responsibilities more effectively. Whereas the ex-
pansion of socialist democracy is an objective necessity for the forma-
tion and development of socialist society, it also requires further
enhancement of the role of the socialist state, which represents the
aggregate will of the working class and the people. Red tape and
indifference to the needs of the working people cannot be tolerated.

For our Party, the good of the people is the decisive factor and

supreme objective in all undertakings. From the very first years the
revolutionary transformation of society yielded substantial gains for

the working people. Enterprises were handed over to the people, the
land was given to those who till it. The right to work, education, and
leisure was enforced. Equality for women and youth became a reality.
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Already in the transitional period from capitalism to socialism the
working people won freedom, self-determination and the opportunity
for creatively applying their abilities to an extent unthinkable under
monopoly capital domination.

But none of the achievements of socialism come automatically.
Satisfaction of the growing material, aesthetic and cultural require-
ments of the working people depends in the first place on the matenal
and technical base of socialism, on labor productivity, on mastering
the achievements of the scientific and technological revolution, prom-
oting the people’s creative abilities, initiative and political conscious-
ness.

The transfer of enterprises to public ownership and the continued
expansion of the state sector created the decisive economic base of
socialism - large-scale socialist industry. The organization of pro-
ducer cooperatives, completed in 1960, introduced socialist relations
of production in agriculture. All of this is convincing proof of the
universal validity of Lenin’s cooperative plan: the conversion of
simple commodity production in town and country to modern produc-
tion based on collective socialist ownership. Thus was laid the firm
economic foundation of the inviolable alliance of the working class

and the class of cooperative peasants.
Proceeding from realistic assessment of achievements, the Eighth

SUPG Congress set new long-term guidelines for shaping a developed
socialist society. The development of socialism provides more and
more opportunities for targeting the economic plan on the matenal,
cultural and aesthetic requirements of the people and creating still
more favorable conditions for the all-round development of the
socialist personality. The objective interconnection between the de-
velopment of production and satisfaction of the people’s requirements
determined by the main economic law of socialism is becoming more
pronounced. With this in mind, the Eighth SUPG Congress defined

the main economic task as ‘further raising the people’s matenal and
cultural standards on the basis of a higher rate of development of

socialist production, higher efficiency, scientific and technological
progress and higher labor productivity.’
This basic task, which is in accord with the conclusions of the 24th

Congress of the CPSU and the objectives of other brother parties, is
the keystone of our economic policy and a manifestation of the
humane essence of socialism and communism. In it the social objec-
tives and economic prerequisites are inseparably intertwined. Success
in promoting the socialist way of life demands steadily rising labor
efficiency. In accordance with the general development trends and
concrete economic situation in the GDR, our Party has made indus-
trial intensification the principal means of achieving higher resulits.
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Thanks to socialist planning our republic’s economic strength has
grown impressively in the quarter-century of its existence. Whereas
the number of people engaged in material production has only slightly
increased, the national income grew from 22,300 million marks in 1949
to more than 126,000 million in 1973. In 1973, our socialist industry
topped 200,000 million marks, producing 207,800 million marks’
worth of goods, about eight times the 1949 level.

Since the Eighth Congress there has been a new powerful upsurge
based on our achievements in which stability and dynamism are
closely interlinked. The workers’ support of our policy has yielded a
new nationwide wave of labor enthusiasm. It gathers strength as
people come to see more and more clearly that good work pays off in
numerous improvements in everyday life. Our Party i1s encouraging
the emulation movement with the help of economic and moral incen-
tives. Essentially this required, in the first place, careful account of
the economic laws of socialism, especially the main economic law and
the law of planned proportional development of the economy, making
them the foundation of all our economic policies. Realistic assessment
of our possibilities is central to our continued advance in all fields.

Relying on our industrial advance, we were able, in the course of
carrying out the five-year plan, to implement a decisive part of the
social program of the Eighth Congress. At the hub of our socio-
political measures is the housing program, which provides for building
or modernizing 500,000 flats in 1971-1975. This program is being
successfully carmied out. In the last three years housing conditions
have been improved for some one million people. We want to solve

the housing problem in full by 1990. Living standards have been
substantially raised thanks to higher pensions and wages, generous

grants to newly-weds and large families, the improving health system
and new facilities for rest and recreation.

Since the Eighth Congress we have also successfully tested a
number of new forms of transition to socialist production relations
within the framework, and on the basis, of the general laws of socialist
construction. Thus, in 1972 the SUPG deemed it timely to undertake a
new improvement and strengthening of socialist property relations.
Almost 11,000 enterprises with state participation, private industrial
and construction enterprises and industrial cooperatives were trans-
ferred to public ownership through compensation. This revolutionary
move resulted in a substantial strengthening of socialist production
relations, higher output and greater efficiency.

As 1s known, one of the fundamental propositions of Marxism-
Leninism is that the new social reality creates a new social conscious-
ness which, in turn, powefully reacts on the social reality. In this
jubilee year we note with pride and gratification that the socialist
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revolution in ideology and culture has made for the all-round growth
of people’s abilities and talents. We see this as an especially great

achievement because, after 12 years of fascism, it was necessary not
only to overcome the dislocations of war but also the noxious spirit of
militarism, chauvinism, nationalism and racism. Our Party has been

increasingly successful in cultivating the people’s ability, in the words
of Frederick Engels, to apply the laws of their own social actions with
full knowledge of what they are doing, and thereby consciously shape
their history. The process, unprecedented in scope, could be carmed
forward successfully not least because, since its inception, our Party
has always given tremendous attention to the systematic, all-round
ideological tempering of its members and cadres.

As the classics of Marxism-Leninism foresaw, consistent overcom-
ing of bourgeois ideology, acceptance of revolutionary traditions and
the humanistic spiritual heritage, and assertion of socialist ideology
are the decisive prerequisites for the development of socialist indi-
viduals and collectives. In the formation of developed socialist soci-
ety, fostering socialist consciousness and the struggle against im-
perialist ideology are constant tasks. More, our continued advance in
the community of fraternal socialist states united around the Soviet
Union, and the sharpening of the international class struggle in the
ideological sphere, impose higher demands on ideological work. That
1Is why it has always been and will remain the core of Party work.

Experience points to the fact that the internationalist essence of
socialism acquires a new quality in the advance toward developed
socialist society. The cooperation of the brother countries, united
around the Soviet Union, becomes closer and more fruitful.

It 1s increasingly obvious that socialism i1s a living, dynamically
developing organism with increasing influence on world events. But
life continuously poses numerous questions requiring constant col-
lective discussion and theoretical generalization. This lays added
emphasis on the leading role of the Marxist-Leninist parties. Creative
cooperation yields a jointly evolved, scientifically substantiated
strategy and appropriate political action contributing to the ever
closer cohesion of our states and peoples. This applies to all the main
lines of joint action: socialist economic integration, agreed domestic,
foreign and defense policies, ideological and theoretical work.

The GDR’s experience goes to show that harmonious blending of
the national interests of each socialist state with the common interna-
tional interests of socialism is one of the main conditions of further

strengthening the socialist community, and accelerates the develop-
ment of each socialist country. Solution of the problems facing the

socialist countries and the community as a whole requires an inter-
nationalist approach and facilitates such an approach. And in this
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context, socialist economic integration, based on the Comprehensive
Program adopted by the CMEA in 1971, is the key link in strengthen-
ing world socialism. We see acceleration of this process as one of the
decisive tasks of our time.

The intertwining of the national economies of the countries of the
socialist community adds to their potential and increases their interna-
tional influence. Better plan coordination, joint long-term concepts of
development of leading industries, expansion of the international
economic amalgamations and organization of new ones — these are

important steps toward the solution of the basic tasks of the fraternal
countries.

Socialist economic integration opens up favourable opportunities
for effectively combining the advantages of socialism with the
scientific and technological revolution. We are also pooling our efforts
with CMEA member-countries to improve our energy and raw-
materials supply. To this end the GDR takes part in investment
programs in brother countries, particularly the USSR.

Joint work facilitates qualitatively new multilateral relations be-
tween the working people of our countrnies. There is a growing con-
sciousness of international cohesion and appreciation that these joint

efforts benefit both the community as a whole and each of its mem-
bers.

The Eighth SUPG Congress devoted considerable attention to in-
ternationalist education. Our Party is carefully studying and adhering
to the important decisions on expanding cooperation in ideological
work adopted at the December 1973 Moscow Meeting of Central
Committee secretaries from nine brother parties. The flight against all
forms of anti-Sovietism and anti-communism, whether of the im-
penalist or Maoist type, remains central to our Party’s policy.

To create favorable external conditions for building socialism and
the advance of all revolutionary forces all over the world, we join our
peace efforts with those of the other brother countries. We regard
such joint foreign policy action as an outstanding achievement of the
family of socialist states. The GDR’s prime foreign policy objective is
to promote the full implementation of the Peace Program proclaimed
by the 24th Congress of the CPSU. It is contributing constructively to
the struggle to enable the peoples to build their present and future
without impenalist wars.

The GDR has itself benefitted from international solidarity and
always displays solidarity toward others. That the decades-long im-
penialist blockade of the socialist German state has been broken; that
the GDR now has diplomatic relations with 109 countries; that it takes
part in the work of the United Nations as an equal member - all this is
first and foremost a result of the solidarity and help of the Soviet
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Union, the other socialist countries, all progressive forces.

We can note with satisfaction that the socialist community has
made outstanding gains in the struggle for international détente and a
stable peace. Thanks first of all to the initiatives of the Soviet Union,
decisive prerequisites have been created in Europe to make the pres-
ent period of peace a lasting one. With the inviolability of the postwar
frontiers guaranteed in treaties and agreements between countries
belonging to the opposite social systems, including those between the
GDR and the FRG, a comerstone of security and cooperation has

been laid on our continent. This also enhances the sovereignty of the
GDR.

As the revolutionary vanguard of the working class of the GDR, the
SUPG is an inalienable part of the world communist movement. It
supports all steps aimed at further strengthening the political and
ideological unity and cohesion of the world communist movement. As
before, the SUPG will continue to side with peoples fighting against
imperialist aggression, exploitation and neo-colonialism. It will con-
tinue to perform its internationalist duty to the best of its ability.

The Leninist
agrarian policy and

its implementation in
the USSR

Fyodor Kulakov,

Member of PB and Secretary,
CC CPSU

The years of socialist construction in the Soviet Union have seen
far-reaching social and economic changes. The country has built a
developed socialist society, and is now laying the matenal and tech-
nical foundations for communism along a broad front.

Socialist agriculture is keeping pace with the rest of the economy
along the road of progress. It is a vast and vitally necessary branch of
production, playing a prominent part in the economic and social
development of Soviet society, helping raise the living standard and
contributing to the plan-regulated growth of the socialist economy.

It was V.I. Lenin who laid the comprehensive, truly scientific
foundation for the Party’s agrarian policy. And the Party worked
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industriously throughout the process of revolutionary change to put it
into effect, elaborating on it creatively in accordance with the objec-
tive laws of social development as an important constituent of the
general political course to suit the concrete tasks of the CPSU at each
new stage in history.

1. In a bitter confrontation with Russian and West-European oppor-
tunism, Lenin upheld the revolutionary theory of Marx and Engels
and, after analyzing socio-economic development in Russia and other
countries, went on to elaborate the theoretical groundwork of an
integrated agrarian and peasant program, including the strategy of
drawing the peasants into the social revolution and a plan of involving
them in the building of socialism. It has gone down in history as
Lenin’s cooperative plan.

Lenin began his work on the program with a penetrating scientific
analysis of agrarian relations under capitalism and the economic
causes of social contradictions and class struggle in the countryside.
He made it clear that no radical solution of the agranan and peasant
question was possible within the landlord-capitalist system; the only
answer, he showed, was socialism. This gave the peasantry a realistic
perspective of class struggle, an understanding of the only viable
solution of the agrarian problem as part of the general theory of
proletarian revolution and struggle for socialism and communism.

The true significance of Lenin’s conclusions can best be appre-
ciated against the background of the agrarian programs of West-
European Social-Democratic parties, which treated the peasants as a
reserve of the bourgeoisie, a class incapable of accepting socialist
ideas (this view was shared by the Russian opportunists — the Men-
sheviks and Trotskyites). The past decades and present-day history
confirm the undying importance of Lenin’s agrarian program on all
the main political, economic and social counts.

The key political aspect of Lenin’s agrarian theory, we may recall,
is the establishment and strengthening of the alliance of the working
class and peasantry.

The Party worked steadfastly for such an alliance right up to the
time when the proletariat came to power, for it is a prime Marxist-
Leninist proposition that the peasantry can rid itself of exploitation
and the shackles of capital only under the leadership of the working
class and its revolutionary party, in joint struggle against the old
world. Working-class leadership gives purpose and transformative
power to the peasants’ revolutionary struggle. The Bolshevik Party
won the broad masses of working people for the struggle against
capitalism. In October 1917, the working class, in alliance with the
poorest peasants, overthrew under the leadership of the Communist
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Party the rule of landlords and capitalists and established government
by the working people.

The problem of strengthening the alliance of the working class and
the bulk of the peasantry is also vastly important following the estab-
lishment of the dictatorship of the proletariat. The Party demon-
strated this forcefully immediately after the revolution. One of the
Soviet government’s first legislative acts was the Decree on Land,
declaring the land the property of the whole people and turning it over
to the tillers. Later on, too, there was irrefutable proof that success in
building socialism and communism depends on correct relations be-
tween the workers and peasants. ‘This alliance,” Lenin pointed out,
‘is the main strength and the bulwark of Soviet power; this alliance is
a pledge that socialist transformation will be successful, victory over
capital will be achieved and exploitation in all its forms will be
abolished’ (Coll. Works, Vol. 29, p. 247).

These prophetic words were embodied in the successes of the
Party’s consistent policy at all stages of the battle for socialism: the
country’s successful industrialization, which had the peasants’ sup-
port; the collectivization and technical reconstruction of agriculture
under the leadership and with the direct participation of the working
class; the victory against Nazi Germany in the Great Patriotic War,
and the swift postwar rehabilitation of the economy unthinkable with-
out the close-knit alliance of the working class and collective-farm
peasantry. At the stage of developed socialism, too, this alliance is the
solid political basis of successful communist construction.

The political aspect of the agrarian question is tied in with the
economic aspect. And here the significance of Lenin’s agranan pro-
gram, the cooperative plan, is especially clear. Socialism as a new
social system represents a single system of production relations based
on the public ownership of the means of production. This also re-
quires fundamental social changes in agriculture, a transition from
small peasant holdings to large-scale socialized farming. Departure
from this principle could result in deep contradictions and dispropor-
tions in the economy. True, the forms of socialization and the rate of
change may vary depending on the concrete conditions in different
countries.

In our country, the socialist transformation of agriculture was
economically necessary, because, among other things, it could not
have overcome the backwardness of the rural productive forces on
the basis of small-scale farming in order to reach the broad road of
socialist, communist progress.

This 1s why the Party set its sights on building up large-scale social
production in agriculture.

In considering the social aspect of the agranian question we should

October 1974 17




bear in mind the class differentiation of the peasantry, and that the
social nature of the small farmer is charactenistically dual. ‘As a
working man,’ Lenin said, ‘the peasant gravitates toward socialism,
and prefers the dictatorship of the workers to the dictatorship of the

bourgeoisie. As a seller of grain, the peasant gravitates toward the
bourgeoisie, toward freedom of trade, i.e., back to the ‘‘habitual,”’

old, ‘‘time-hallowed’’ capitalism’ (Vol. 29, p. 389).

The CPSU took this into account in its agranan policy. It knew that
the small farmer’s mentality and habits could be remoulded only on
the basis of a far-reaching social reconstruction of agriculture oriented
on large-scale socialist production. Such reconstruction lays a uni-
form economic base and shapes new rural relations of production. It
brings out the community of interests of the working class and
peasantry in bolder relief, eliminates the kulaks, the rural capitalist
class, radically changes the social status of the peasant, elevating him
to a qualitatively new level of social maturity, and immeasurably
raises his cultural level and standard of living. All of this is of extreme
importance for the final elimination of the major distinctions between
town and village, the gradual eradication of distinctions between the

workers and peasants, the friendly classes of socialist society, and the
establishment of a classless society.

2. As Lenin saw it, the peasant’s road to socialism lay through

producer cooperatives, which he regarded as a way of ‘transition to
the new system by means that are the simplest, easiest and most
acceptable to the peasant’ (Vol. 33, p. 468). He showed that the
character of cooperation depends entirely on the socio-economic and
political system and the dominant form of ownership of the means of
production. In bourgeois society cooperatives are inevitably drawn
into the system of capitalist relations of production, and are geared to
the economic laws of capitalism. In such conditions cooperatives are,

contrary to the exponents of the so-called cooperative socialism,
devoid of any socialist content. Not so after a socialist revolution. . . .

Given social ownership of the means of production, given the class
victory of the proletariat over the bourgeoisie,” Lenin wrote, ‘the
system of civilized cooperators is the system of socialism’ (Ibid., p.
471).

By involving the peasants in the building of socialism through the
cooperatives, the workers’ state is in a position to effect social and
economic changes in the villages with due account of their social
status and the peasant mentality. The collectivization of farming was
a revolution in the peasant’s social status and way of life. What were
the principles underlying that revolution?

First, our Party was guided by the Leninist principles of free will in
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entering cooperatives, correct balance of personal and public In-
terests, and matenal incentives geared to output. Another important
principle was gradual transition from lower to higher forms of cooper-
ation. The CPSU saw big industry as the material base for the trans-
formation of agriculture and gave priority to the swift building of
heavy industry.

The conversion from private farming to large-scale socialist farm-
ing, Lenin warned, was one of the most difficult tasks of socialist
construction. The CPSU was clearly aware of the difficulties. There
were 25 million peasant holdings in the country. The boundanes
between them had to be removed, the peasant’s proprietornial mental-
ity altered, the fierce resistance of the rural exploiters overcome, and
the right and ‘left’ opportunists opposing the Party line swept aside.
Agriculture had to have a new technical base and thousands of
specialists had to be trained to organize and run the projected socialist
farms. The difficulties were aggravated by the external conditions for
our country, then the world’s only proletarian dictatorship, the
novelty of the undertaking, and the unexplored terrain to be covered.
Absence of experience led to certain mistakes. But the Party was
quick to detect, publicly acknowledge, and remedy them.

Guided by Lenin’s teaching, the CPSU overcame the difficulties
and led the peasants along the new road.

The organization of new, socialist farms began in the early days of
Soviet power, the moment land was nationalized. The basic forms of
socialized agriculture were state farms and collective farms. The state
farms, initially set up on former landlord and capitalist estates, were
conceived by the Party as models of socialized farming and modern
land cultivation.

The all-out drive for collectivization was preceded by a tremendous
amount of preparatory work by the Party and the state: extensive
political and organizational work among the peasants, promotion of
various forms of cooperation, matenial and financial support of new
collective farms, founding of machine-and-tractor stations, an educa-
tional drive and a dnive to raise the cultural level in the villages.

The leading force in collectivization was the working class. Not
only did it supply the tractors, harvester combines, automobiles and
other machinery, but, at the Party’s call, also sent thousands of its
finest representatives to head the organization of collective farms.

By the mid-30s, the multitude of small holdings was replaced by
collective farms. A unified socialist system of agriculture emerged,
based on two forms of public ownership - state and collective
(cooperative). Collectivization rid the rural community of kulak
tyranny, class differentiation, ruin and poverty. ‘The age-old peasant
problem,” the CPSU Program says, ‘was effectively solved on the
basis of Lenin’'s cooperative plan.’
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It i1s hard to exaggerate the historical significance of the triumph of
socialism in Soviet agriculture for the general progress of the world’s
first socialist country. It added to the strength of the Soviet state and
its main pillar, the worker-peasant alliance, assured the active partici-
pation of rural workers in political and public life, pressed the advan-
tages of large-scale farming into serving the people, and facilitated the
moulding of the new farmer, encouraging the development of his
abilities. It placed peasants united in collective farms in the main-
stream of social progress, shaping them into a new, socialist class.

Even before the war, the newly socialized agriculture had achieved
major successes. The country built up its food resources, improved
food supplies, enlarged production of commodities made from ag-
ricultural raw materials, and was able to lay in the necessary reserves.

The vitality of the new social system in the countryside was amply
proved in the difficult time of the Great Patriotic War. Together with
all our people, the farmers stood the test with distinction. In spite of
the tremendous difficulties, the collective and state farms provided
the army and rear with essential foodstuffs and raw matenals. Ag-
nculture, like the economy as a whole, suffered tremendous damage.
Thousands of collective and state farms and machine-and-tractor
stations were ravaged and plundered. In 1945 gross farm output was
just 60 per cent of prewar. Yet thanks to the collective-farm system,
the Party and people were able to heal the war wounds in short time,
with farming regaining its prewar level by 1950.

The collective and state farms of today are large, highly-
mechanized enterprises. There are 31,500 collective farms with an
average cultivated area of over 3,000 hectares and more than 17,000
state farms with an average 6,000 hectares.

These obvious achievements make a lie of the hostile contentions
deprecating socialist farming, downgrading its significance and reviv-
ing the long since refuted claim that socialist cooperative enterprises
are not viable and have no root in the peasant’s mentality.

The experience of the Soviet Union and other socialist countries
shows beyond doubt that the transformation based on Lenin’s plan of
peasant cooperation is the only correct way of increasing the produc-
tive forces of agriculture, emancipating the peasantry, and raising the
living standard of the whole people. It is a natural process impelled by
the objective requirements of building and developing the new soci-

ety, a reliable way of the peasants’ gradual transition from socialism
to communism in their best interests.

3. Soviet society’s entry into the period of developed socialism and

the building of the matenial and technical basis of communism, the
interests of continued economic growth, and the Party’s objective of
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substantially raising the people’s material and cultural standards,
have imposed new and bigger demands on the development of agricul-

ture. The Party takes due account of this. ‘Advance in agriculture,’
stressed L.1. Brezhnev, General Secretary of the CC CPSU, ‘is vitally
necessary for successful building of communism.’

A new stage in the development of the rural productive forces was
opened by the March 1965 plenary meeting of the CC CPSU, which,
together with later CC meetings (May 1966, October 1968, and July

1970) and the 23rd and 24th Party Congresses, contributed to the
elaboration of a basic policy ensuring the steady all-round advance-

ment of agriculture, and defining the guidelines of agranan policy at
the present stage. The Party line represents a unity of purpose and
method, and rests on a solid scientific foundation. A great personal
contribution to the elaboration of that line and Party policy in general
has been, and is being, made by CC General Secretary L.1. Brezhnev.

The CPSU policy on agriculture reflects the creative development
of Lenin’s agrarian theory in the new conditions of history and fully
accords with the basic tasks of communist construction. And, like
economic policy as a whole, it is based on an integrated approach,
closer organic relationship between agriculture and industry and har-
monious blending of the interests of the working class and collective
farmers, of town and country, of our society as a whole.

The Party lays special stress on perfecting economic relations and
providing more material incentives to increase farm output and give
collective and state farms a stronger economic base. Among the
measures taken toward that end are the new planning system combin-
ing centralized planning with the initiative of collective and state
farms, which are given stable output plans for years ahead, and higher
purchase prices of farm produce without putting up retail prices.*
There are premium prices for deliveries over and above the plan. We
have introduced guaranteed pay on the collective farms and raised
wages on the state farms. Cost accounting plays a bigger part in farm
economics. These and other measures have made for greater
efficiency and a steadier and more rapid growth of output.

Our agricultural policy is premised on the objective need to
intensify farming, put it on a modern industrial basis and accelerate
scientific and technological progress. To do that we are expanding
the material and technical basis of agriculture, undertaking large-scale
construction and training growing numbers of agricultural specialists.
More efficient farming will benefit everyone and, of course, will
improve the working conditions of the rural population and raise
matenal, cultural and technological standards.

*This contrasts sharply with the situation in many developed capitalist countries,
where the monopolies lower purchase prices and raise retail food prices.
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Now that the country’s economic potential has increased, the CC
CPSU and the Soviet government decided substantially to increase
investments in agriculture. These investments amounted to 48,600m.

rubles, or 20 per cent of the total amount of economic investment,
under the seventh five-year plan (1961-1965) and to 82,200m. rubles,

or 23 per cent, under the eighth. Under the current ninth, five-year
plan, they are to amount to 128,600m. rubles, or 26 per cent, with
about 72,000m. rubles invested in the first three years (1971-1973).

Our agriculture uses machinery and electricity on an increasing
scale: powerful and high-speed tractors and combines, heavy trucks,

special-purpose vehicles and mechanized and automated appliances
for cattle farming. In 1966-1973 its power capacities increased by
almost 70 per cent and electric power available per worker, by 80 per
cent. All collective and state farms today use electricity for produc-
tion and household purposes. Many rural houses have gas.

The Party is taking steps to boost production of farm machinery to
meet the requirements of large-scale specialized farming in conditions
of the scientific and technological revolution. In line with decisions of
the 24th Party Congress, we have stepped up expansion in industries
manufacturing capital goods for agriculture and processing, transport-
ing and storage. We are modernizing numerous tractor and farm-
machine plants.

Recent years have seen important measures to increase the produc-
tion of mineral fertilizers and other chemicals for field and stock
farming. Several high-capacity chemical plants and complexes have
gone into operation. Deliveries of mineral fertilizer are to increase
from 11.4 million tons in 1960 to 64 million tons this year, or almost
sixfold. To this should be added the products of our new micro-
biological industry.

Our farmers operate in diverse, often difficult soil and climatic
conditions. Some areas are periodically hit by drought while others

suffer from too much rain. In the past nine years we added approxi-
mately 12 million hectares of irrigated and drained land, and in 1973

the two accounted for almost 25 million hectares. About 27,000m.
rubles has been allocated for land reclamation under the ninth
five-year plan, or more than double the amount spent under the
previous plan. We are irrigating large tracts of arid land to grow grain.
We are expanding rice, cotton and vegetable crops and cultivated

pastures. The immediate aim set by the Party is to give agriculture the
material and technical basis needed to fully solve the problem of

agricultural production, transform farming and reduce its dependence
on the whims of nature.

In increasing agricultural investments, we strive for maximum use
of all material and technical facilities and draw on the achievements of
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science and practice. Concretely, the goal is higher efficiency stan-
dards, better quality and lower production costs.

Progress in Soviet agriculture is characterized by extensive re-
search, closer links between science and production and organization
of new selection and research centers. There are hundreds of agricul-

tural research institutes, experimental stations and laboratories. The
Lenin Academy of Agricultural Sciences and its branch institutes

head the list. Soviet scientists and experts have recommended many
improvements which are increasingly put to use. The achievements of
our selectionists, who have evolved high-yielding varieties of wheat,

sunflower, cotton and other crops, are known in many countries.
Better organization and management hold a prominent place in the

Party’s agranan policy at this stage. This makes specialization and
further concentration through extensive cooperation among farms
highly important. We already have, or are setting up, new large
agricultural enterprises, inter-collective farm and state farm-
collective farm amalgamations and agro-industrial complexes in many
parts of the country.

In socialist society, cooperation must not be regarded as immutable
— It acquires a new content in the process of communist construction.
The establishment of specialized enterprises by pooling the assets of
collective farms or those of collective and state farms is a qualitatively
new stage of cooperation in production. The new quality lies in the
fact that cooperation today is not based on small individual peasant
farms as in the years of collectivization, but on large socialist enter-
prises, the collective and state farms. The Party considers inter-farm
enterprises and amalgamations an effective form of developing the
country’s productive forces and an important factor in bringing the
state and collective-farm (cooperative) forms of property closer to-
gether.

Bearing in mind the increased possibilities and advantages of
specialization and concentration, in December 1973 the CC CPSU
decided on gradual transition to large-scale specialized production,
with the use of the latest industrial methods. This is now central to the
development of our socialist agriculture.

The social, economic, organizational and political measures
worked out by the Party have led to qualitatively new trends marking
a higher stage in agricultural progress.

First, there is intensive development, with gross output increasing
chiefly through use of more efficient techniques. The result has been
higher crop yields and higher livestock productivity.

Second, agriculture is becoming more dynamic and its development
more steady, less dependent on weather conditions. Even in 1972, a
severe drought year, gross output was five per cent above the annual
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average for the eighth five-year plan penod.

Third, labor productivity, the decisive factor in obtaining higher
results, is rising. Since the March 1965 Central Committee meeting
productivity on collective and state farms has increased by 56 per
cent, the annual growth rate rising by almost half. Profit has risen,
too, so that the farms are economically stronger.

Agricultural production and the purchase of farm produce are in-
creasing. Average gross output per year rose from 66,300m. rubles
under the seventh five-year plan to 80,500m. rubles under the eighth,
and in 1971-1973 it stood at 89,500m. rubles.

Boosting grain output is a major goal, and we have made notable
headway toward its attainment. Average annual output in 1971-1973

was 190.6 million tons, or 60.3 million more than in 1961-1965, and 23
million more than under the eighth five-year plan. A record harvest of

225.5 million tons was achieved in 1973.

Due to the greater amount of technical facilities per worker and to
more efficient cultivation, entire regions and republics now average
25-30 centners of grain per hectare, with Kuban and Moldavia obtain-
ing as much as 33-36 centners. The new lands, too, are making a
weighty contribution to the country’s grain supply. The cultivation of
large tracts of virgin land translated into reality Lenin’s idea of using
our vast land resources to develop the productive forces and gave
added proof of the advantages of the socialist system. It has gone
down in Soviet history as a remarkable achievement of our peoples’
concerted efforts. The new lands now account for 27 per cent of the
country’s grain supply.

Much credit is due to our cotton-growers; their 1973 showing was
28 centners of raw cotton per hectare and a total output of 7.7 million
tons. The pre-revolutionary figure was a mere 744,000 tons.

Still higher yields and production standards in grain and other crops
are seen by the Party as an economic goal of prime importance.

But much is being done also to promote animal husbandry by
producing more and better feeds, improving livestock and poultry
breeds, raising productivity and increasing the livestock population.
In recent years we have achieved a considerable increase in the
production and procurement of animal products. All this makes it
possible to improve the people’s diet.

We are starting more meat and dairy production complexes and
poultry factories, enlarging and reconstructing the livestock sections
of collective and state farms and introducting industrial methods and

progressive technology. Another important factor is production of
more new, effective feeds and mixed feeds, and improvement of
pasture lands.

Our Party will continue taking all requisite measures to advance
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agriculture and solve its immediate and the long-range problems on a
comprehensive basis. This was shown, specifically, by the recent
Party aind government decision on measures to promote agriculture in
the non-black earth zone of the Russian Federation, a decision
adopted on the initiative of L.I. Brezhnev, General Secretary of the
CC CPSU. It amounts to a vast program for land improvement, the
construction of production and general facilities, modern settlements
and roads. When fulfilled, this program, in which 35,000m. rubles will

be invested in the next five years, will transform an immense region,
increase agricultural production and advance our socialist economy as

a whole. It is comparable in scale and importance to our virgin land
project.

The major gains registered by agriculture to date prove that the
Party’s agrarian policy is scientifically sound and realistic. This is one
of the noteworthy results of the Party’s effort and a major achieve-
ment of the Soviet people.

The CPSU shapes its agrarian policy in close connection with steps
to carry forward cooperation and extend socialist economic integra-
tion of the CMEA countries. They are pooling production expernence
and scientific and technological achievements on a large scale and are
working together to give agriculture an industrial pattern. Special
mention should be made of cooperation among selectionists and stock
breeders. Much is being done to develop new techniques and ad-
vanced designs and technologies.

Implementation of the Comprehensive Program of socialist
economic integration and steps to perfect cooperation within the
CMEA make it possible to extend the international socialist division
of labor in the interest of building socialism and communism.

4. A key aspect of the Party’s agranan policy is accelerated social
progress in rural areas, and notable gains are being registered, parallel
with the growth of the productive forces.

Real incomes of collective farmers and state-farm workers are
rising year after year, making for higher living standards. The last 10
years have seen a very appreciable advance. The collective farmers’
average monthly pay almost doubled after 1965 and that of state-farm
workers increased 70 per cent. The farmer gets the bulk of his in-
come, plus all cultural amenities, from work on the collective farm,
and in addition, like the state-farm worker, he derives a certain
income from his household plot.

Old age and disability pensions for collective farmers, on the same
basis as industrial workers, and the introduction of social insurance,
represent an important and social achievement. Rural working people
have ample opportunities to use holiday and health homes.
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More housing and welfare facilities are being built. In the past
decade, every third rural family moved into new housing. More and
more villages have become modern communities with facilities that
would do credit to a town. The people are better dressed, buy more
TV and radio sets, refrigerators, motorcycles, cars.

Culture is gaining ground in the countryside in step with communist
construction. Over half of the rural working population have secon-
dary or higher education. We are now introducing universal secon-
dary education throughout the countryside. Over 110 million copies of
newspapers and periodicals, or an average of four publications per
family, are circulated in rural areas.

Many efficient production organizers, executives and specialists,
men and women of political maturity and broad vision, have risen
from the ranks in the years of socialist development. Almost all
collective-farm chairmen and state-farm directors have higher or sec-
ondary specialized education. The rural population now includes a
wide stratum of intellectuals and more industnal-type workers. In
1973, the collective and state farms had almost four million tractor and
truck drivers, combine and other machine operators. -

Agricultural specialists are trained at 99 higher institutions, 685
technical schools and 1,415 rural vocational training schools. We have
set up an effective system of training and advanced training for every
category of agricultural worker. The Young Communist League has
initiated a movement among youth to master technical professions,
and the time 1s not far off when all rural working people will be in the
high skill categonies.

The growing productive forces in agriculture, its intensification and
the rising cultural and technological standards of the rural population
are changing the farmer’s mentality. He i1s acquiring more and more of
the social charactenistics of the industrnial worker. With communist
construction progressing, survivals of the past give way to new tradi-
tions. Soviet farmers have a collectivist mentality, they are aware of
their social duty, loyal to Lenin’s great ideals, hard-working and
politically active.

The new Model Regulations of the Collective Farm adopted by the
Third All-Union Congress of Collective Farmers (1969) strongly
influence people’s economic activity and political development and
the formation of their socialist and communist outlook. The Regula-
tions are aimed at extending the democratic foundations of life on the
collective farm, increasing the role of production teams and inducing
members to take a more active part in management, in particular
through the elected farm councils functioning in every district, region,
territory or republic and in the capital.

The Communist Party is consistently solving the interconnected
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political, economic and social problems of developing the rural areas,
the fundamental problems of improving agriculture at this stage of
communist building. There is not a single collective or state farm
today without a Party organization. Over five million Communists, or
more than one-third of total Party membership, are in the coun-
tryside. Rural district Party committees and the Party and trade union
organizations of collective and state farms carry on extensive political
work among the masses and organize the socialist emulation move-
ment, which they regard as a powerful means of encouraging the
initiative of the masses and fulfilling the tasks facing the countryside.

The histonical expenience of social changes in the villages and the
progress of socialist farming in the Soviet Union are evidence of the
strength and vitality of the Leninist agrarian policy. By creatively
following Lenin’s advice, the CPSU has made the worker-peasant
alliance stronger than ever. It has united the workers, collective
farmers and intellectuals, all Soviet people, on the basis of their
common progressive ideals and brought about material and cultural
prosperity. In leading the people to communism, our Party is doing
everything to have, along with a powerful industry, a highly produc-
tive agriculture capable of meeting the requirements of communist
society.

Supreme organ of
popular rule

Antal Apro

Member of PB, CC Hunganan
Socialist Workers’ Party,
President of the State Assembly of
the Hunganan People’s Republic

The state and its institutions always serve the ruling class. But where-
as the capitalist state and its mechanism are designed to protect the
exploiting system and suppress the working people, the socialist state
abolishes all exploitation and steadily broadens socialist democracy.

The difference is fundamental and extends to the role of parliament
under each of the two systems. In bourgeois states, parliament is not

the sovereign supreme representative body as it is in socialist coun-
tries. For the bourgeois state is based on separation of the legislative
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and the executive authority, with all real power often concentrated in
the latter.

Together with other democratic forces, the working class consis-
tently fights for a democratic composition of parliament, a democratic
electoral law and for parliament to have directive and supervisory
functions vis-a-vis the government and the machinery of state.

Capitalist electoral laws are expressly designed to serve the
bourgeoisie and restrict the rights of the workers, the poor, the
progressive forces. Bourgeois governments use all manner of elec-
toral and procedural devices to hamper, even prevent, genuine ex-
pression of the people’s will. Everything, in short, is done to produce
a parliament that is a pliant servant of the exploiting classes. The
worker has only as much right as he was able to win.

And when the bourgeoisie finds itself obliged to make certain con-
cessions in the electoral law, it does everything to nullify them by
complicated election procedures. These are some of the widespread
practices. Constituency instead of proportional representation, so
that the minority parties are not represented in parliament at all.
Uneven representation: it takes twice, even three times, as many
votes to elect a deputy in working-class districts as in bourgeois
residential areas. In some countries candidates are required to make
large deposits. The bourgeoisie employs every lying propaganda and
intimidation technique, and has no scruples about violating its own
electoral laws.

All the restrictions and all the corruptive practices of bourgeois
elections and election procedures were used in Hungary before its
liberation. In 1935, for instance, only 33.8 per cent of the population

could vote and only 22 per cent of the voters went to the polls.
Besides, Hungary had what was probably one of the world’s most

undemocratic election procedures. As was only to be expected, there
was not a single worker in the Hunganan parliament. By way of
companson, these figures: in the 1971 elections, 71 per cent, or
virtually the entire adult population, could vote and 98.7 per cent of
the electorate voted.

In the socialist countries there is no division of power. There is, as
Lenin pointed out, a parliament which combines both legislative and
executive functions inasmuch as the working people’s representatives
not only promulgate laws, but in their day-to-day work assure their
implementation. Parliamentanans, Lenin wrote, ‘themselves have to
work, have to execute their own laws, have themselves to test the
results achieved in reality, and to account directly to their con-
stituents’ (Coll. Works, Vol. 25, p. 424).

A distinctive feature of popular representation in the socialist coun-
tries is the constant and uninterrupted link between the deputy and his
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constituents, the latter’s control over the former. The constitutions of
the socialist countries contain these two very important provisions:
deputies must render account to their constituents, and deputies can
be recalled by their constituents. This gives the people direct
influence on all representative bodies.

The socialist system of representation, in contrast to the bourgeois,
presupposes direct cooperation between the deputy and his electors.
The very activity of the representative bodies promotes creative
initiative by the masses, raises their socialist understanding and
contributes to the development of democracy.

In the socialist countries parliament is invested with full power. To
it are accountable all other institutions, including the head of state and
the government. And parliament is the embodiment of the principle of
the unity of authority. Though all socialist countries have common
principles and basic institutions, forms of government, the structure
and functions of parliament differ, depending on history, traditions,

social development and other factors that give each socialist state its
own distinctive pattern. As Lenin wrote, ‘the transition from

capitalism to communism is certainly bound to yield a tremendous
abundance and variety of political forms, but the essence will inevita-
bly be the same: the dictatorship of the proletariat’ (ibid. p. 413).

The leading role of the working class is combined with the leading
role of 1ts vanguard, the Marxist-Leninist party. Guided by the theory
of scientific socialism and basing itself on proletarian internationalism
and the expenence of the international workers’ movement, the party
discloses the laws of social development, determines overall policy,
sets immediate goals and helps the working class devise the appro-
priate organizational forms of its statehood.

The leading role of the Marxist-Leninist party extends to the politi-
cal mechanism of society. But Party decisions are political decisions
and are not binding on the government. The Party and the state are
not identical. The Party’s ideas, its political line, its social and politi-
cal measures and economic policy have to be implemented through
legislation enacted at different levels. In pursuance of the Party line,
state bodies issue binding directives and designate different forms of
responsibility for their implementation.

There are political guarantees that the Party line will be embodied
in legislation. First, 71 per cent of the State Assembly members are
Communists. But that is not the only factor, a much more important
one is that the Party’s policy has the whole-hearted support of the

people, was endorsed by the Communist deputies after careful con-
sideration, and is correct.

The laws passed by parliament regulate public activity, collective
and individual rights and duties, serve to organize society and
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influence the conduct of its members. It thus follows that parliament
is the supreme organ of state power and, at the same time, the
supreme people’s representative organ.

The socialist countries are doing much to expand the system of
representative government. Their new or amended constitutions pro-
vide for a bigger role for representative institutions, which is fully in
keeping with the expansion of socialist democracy.

The composition of their parliaments is itself evideace that the
representative principle is consistently being applied. Members of the
Hungarian State Assembly are elected by universal, equal and direct
vote and by secret ballot, with one deputy representing 30,000 of the
population. Deputies from the same province make up a group and
coordinate their activities.

The territonial principle does not militate against deputies speaking
for various social groups and classes. They see to it that group and
territonal interests find full expression and are harmonized with over-
all national interests. The coordinating role of the Party assures
harmonization of all interests and the primacy of national over group
interests.

Our State Assembly is not a continuation of the old bourgeois or
early postwar parliaments. It is a new, socialist institution that can

function and develop only in a socialist state, in conditions of socialist
democracy.

After liberation and up to the first socialist Constitution of 1949, the
State Assembly followed the conventional pattern of division of au- -
thority and was but a part of the system of central government. But
even at that time, it had a much bigger role than parliament has in the
most democratic bourgeois republics. The 1949 Constitution estab-
lished the principle of the unity of authority, making the State Assem-
bly the supreme organ or power, the bearer of the people’s
sovereignty, which it exercises in conformity with the interests of the
working class, the peasantry, and the working people generally. It is
not only a legislative body; it has the authority to direct and control

the entire mechanism of state. And using this authority the Assembly
has done much to further the interests of the working people by

establishing a system of socialist law. Its work was only temporarily
interrupted by the counter-revolution of 1956.

The Hunganan Socialist Workers’ Party shows constant concern
for developing our political system and strengthening representative
and direct democracy on the basis of democratic centralism. The
Eighth Party Congress (1962) declared that extension of socialist
democracy was the key factor in the continued development of the
state system. And this required better functioning of all representative
bodies, from the State Assembly to rural councils. The Ninth Party
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Congress concentrated on promoting the political understanding of
the masses, keeping them in touch with developments and creating a
political atmosphere conducive to their participation in the affairs of
state as the masters of the country. This, the Congress said, was
central to the extension of socialist democracy.

The 10th Party Congress (1970) set the aim of building full socialism
and re-emphasized the need to extend socialist democracy.
Specifically, the Congress called for more effective functioning of the
central government and more independence to local government.
This, in turn, called for more active participation by the people in the
work of elective bodies at all leveils and, at the same time, more
leadership by the working class and its Party and close cooperation of
all classes and sections of the people.

The principle of one deputy from each constituency, with provision
for nomination of two, three or more candidates, was introduced in
1967 on the Party’s mtiative.! And in 1972, again on the Party’s
initiative, the Constitution was amended to bring it into accord with
the present state of our society and the tasks confronting it.

The country’s development over more than 20 years is formulated
in the Constitution: ‘The Hunganan People’s Republic is a socialist
state.” The program for building a full socialist society, legally con-

solidated in the Constitution, has become our national program, the
common cause of all our people.

The leading role of the Party in public and political life, its influence
and prestige, are stressed in the following Constitutional provision:
“The Marxist-Leninist Party of the working class is the leading force
of society.’

Our Party gives the State Assembly every assistance in the perfor-
mance of its functions and draws on the Assembly’s rich experience
in its political activity. The Communist deputies systematically assess
the work of the Assembly and its various commissions and their
initiative and proposals contribute to their better functioning.

The important part played by direct-democracy institutions and
their cooperation with government bodies is a distinctive feature of
representative government in Hungary. The amended Constitution
stimulates this trend: it expressly provides that citizens share in
managing public affairs through their members of parliament and
directly at their place of work or residence.

The State Assembly is in close contact with the Fatherland Popular
Front, which now plays a much bigger part in elections at all levels,
helps deputies in their work, together with the Pz Party, nominates
candidates to the various government institutions elected by the State
Assembly and has an active share in framing legislation.

The Popular Front and other mass organizations, including the
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trade unions and the Young Communist League, are represented in
the Assembly, so that the latter’s commissions are in close touch with
the public mood and can better coordinate national and group In-
terests.

The Assembly includes many workers, peasants and top specialists
in various fields. Of the 352 deputies elected in 1971, 137 are present
or erstwhile industrial workers, 60 are peasants and 131 representa-
tives of the intelligentsia. Women make up 24 per cent of the deputies,
202 deputies have a higher and 85 a secondary education. Ethnic
groups are adequately represented.

Socialist representative institutions keep abreast of the times, and
we can safely say that despite all the complexities of modern socialist

industry and agriculture and the rapid growth of the economy, they
have not become obsolete, contrary to opinions expressed In

capitalist countries, but continue to act as institutions of democracy
and play an increasing part in directing society.

Thas 1s confirmed by the steadily growing effectiveness of our own
State Assembly. The 1972 constitutional amendments and procedures
substantially enlarged the framework of Assembly activity. The laws
it enacted in the past 10 years have powerfully influenced our socialist
development and have had a beneficial effect on the life of the people.
Mention might be made of the new Labor Code, the laws on local
government, producers’ cooperatives, land ownership, vocational
training, cooperative societies, the youth, public health, the courts
and prosecutor’s office, economic planning, statistics, and the hand-
ling of criminal cases.

The Assembly’s enhanced legislative functions are set out in the
amended Constitution, which contains this clause: ‘The laws of the
Hunganan People’s Republic establish rules pertaining to the basic
rights and obligations of citizens.” The Constitution also widens the
framework of Legislative regulation, sets out the organization of the
state, state assets and the sphere of state economic activity.

The aim 1s for our laws to establish a stable and enduring order in all
branches. Accordingly, we designate special procedures for operation
of the laws. Together with the draft of a law members of the State
Assembly are given the draft of a government decision on how it is to
be cammed out.

In drafting legislation, we solicit the opinions and proposals of
specialists and mass organizations and, through the latter, the opin-
ions and suggestions of a cross-section of the people. Many draft laws
were submitted for public discussion, among them the draft Labor
Code and the amendments to the Constitution.

The care shown by deputies in analyzing proposed legislation can
be judged by the number of amendments. For instance, 167 were
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incorporated into drafts approved by the State Assembly in 1967-71.

In recent years, particularly as a result of constitutional amend-
ments, the State Assembly has played a still bigger part in supervising
the work of the entire machine of government. Besides framing new
legislation, it has from time to time discussed questions directly
bearing on the direction of national policy. In 1960 it expressed its
attitude on so important a question as socialist reorganization of
agriculture. Later it discussed the formulation and application of legal
norms, worked out a long-term conception for development of our
transport system. These are only a few examples. The Assembly will
continue to deal with such crucial problems.

Following the 1971 elections, in compliance with constitutional

provisions, the government presented its program to the new Assem-
bly, which endorsed it after a comprehensive discussion. Later, when

the Chairman of the Council of Ministers reported on the work of the
government, he told the Assembly how the program was being carried
out.

Topical foreign-policy matters are regularly discussed. A short
while ago the Foreign Affairs Commission drafted a statement, ap-
proved by the Assembly, against the terror perpetrated by the Chilean
junta. Another aspect of foreign-policy activity is the reception of
parliamentary delegations and return visits by Hungarian delegations,
and also participation in the Inter-Parliamentary Union. This helps to
strengthen our fraternal friendship with the Soviet Union and other
socialist countries and contributes to peaceful coexistence of coun-
tries with differing social systems and to friendship of the peoples.

The amended Constitution gives to the State Assembly wider
supervisory powers, including control of observance of constitutional
norms. The Assembly can annul any decisions of government bodies
that are contrary to the Constitution or to the interests of society.

All bodies elected by the State Assembly are accountable to it: the
Presidium of the Hungarnian People’s Republic, the Council of Minis-
ters, the President of the Supreme Court and the Prosecutor General.
Their reports are considered every two years.

The Constitution also provides for reports by Ministers and State
Secretaries, who are invited to attend Assembly sessions in a consul-
tative capacity.? Ministers, State Secretaries, the President of the
Supreme Court and the Prosecutor General are required to report to
the appropriate Assembly commissions.

Questions by deputies are an effective and steadily developing
aspect of parliamentary control. There were 32 interpellations at the
last session and 33 at the current one. This traditional parliamentary
procedure is taking on a new content and has become a genuinely
socialist instrument of parliamentary rule. The important thing, of
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course, is not the number of interpellations, but the fact that they deal
with matters of national import, such as shortcomings in operating
one or another law or government decisions. In short, deputies raise
questions that require parliamentary intervention.

Assembly commissions play a very important part. There are 10 of
them; legal and judiciary, foreign affairs, defense, planning and
budgetary, agriculture, industry, transport, trade, culture, social
maintenance and public health. In addition, there is a commission on
parliamentary immunity and infraction of parliamentary rules.?

The commissions deal with questions brought before the Assembly
by its President or the Presidium of the Hungarian People’s Republic,
draw up reports on these questions, and can on their own initiative
deal with matters which they consider important. They can place their
proposals before the full Assembly, the Presidium of the HPR, the
Council of Ministers, or the Minister or Department Head concerned.

The commissions work on a permanent basis and the scope of their

work 1s measurable in the following figures: in the last parliamentary
session they held 201 meetings on 250 questions, of which about 100

were raised on their own initiative. In the current session, from May
1971 to December 1973, there were 166 meetings on 199 questions, of
which 101 were raised by the commissions.* Their activity extends to
practically every area of political, economic and social life and their
expernience, findings and proposals are of immense value to govern-
ment departments.

Commission meetings are attended by ministers or their deputies,
specialists on the problems under discussion and leaders of the mass
organizations. Sub-commissions that include experts are set up to
deal with the more complex matters and submit their findings to the
full commission. Commission meetings are usually held in areas
where there is a special interest in the problem they are dealing with.

And the discussion is always lively, constructive and frank. All this is
proof not only of the competence of the commission members, but of

their close links with local government and the electorate and their
profound knowledge of local as well as national problems.

The purpose of these commissions is to help the Assembly assure
constitutional order. The commissions have the nght, indeed the
obligation, to see to it that the Constitution is strictly adhered to, and
if in their opinion any action or decision of any government body
contradicts the Constitution or the interests of the society, they can
bring the matter to the attention of the Assembly, the Presidium of the
HPR or the Council of Ministers and request the annulment of such
decision or action.

Deputies are in constant touch with the people, their problems and
requirements. The experience gained in such contacts becomes part
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of the work of the Assembly and of central and local government
agencies. Deputies often discuss with their electors the work of the
Assembly, recent laws, Party and government decisions and ques-
tions relating to their realization.

A key principle in all our parliamentary activity is harmonizing local
interests with those of the society as a whole. That is provided for in
the Constitution: ‘Deputies of the State Assembly perform their func-
tions in the interest of their constituents and of the whole of society.’
The status of deputies is based on that and is formalized in the new

procedural standards. These provide, in particular, that the deputy
shall take an active part in the work of the Assembly and through his

proposals and criticism shall contribute to its successful functioning.

The rules of procedure make it incumbent on all government de-
partments to act on proposals submitted by Assembly commissions
and individual deputies. They also define the relation between de-
puties and constituents; and see to it that constitutional and legal
norms are adhered to in their constituencies. The rules also provide
that the deputy shall be recompensed for time spent in performing his
official duties. Lastly, the rules define the functions of the provincial
deputy groups: coordination and liaison between the President of the
Assembly and the deputies.

Better conditions are now provided for the deputy to receive assis-
tance from government departments. These are now obliged to act,
within eight days, on any proposal made by a member of the Assem-
bly, and within 30 days on proposals submitted to the Assembly or its
commissions. The government decision on this score contains de-
tailed instructions on assistance to Assembly commissions and mem-
bers, in particular on access to information. The decision i1s ex-
pressive of the government’s serious attitude toward the work of
Assembly deputies.

Our Party and our socialist state give the deputy every assistance
and support as a representative of the people in performing his duty
and in making a greater contribution to the building of full socialism.

The work of the State Assembly of the Hungarian People’s Repub-
lic offers convincing proof that, by perfecting the system of popular
representation, we are giving fuller expression to the sovereignty of
the people.

1. Up to 1967, there was a single list of candidates for each province - Ed.

2. The State Secretaries include the Chairmen of the People’s Control Committee
and the Water Resources Board, the President of the National Bank, etc. The
commissions can take up any question on their own initiative.

3. The Constitution provides that political, economic or other activity or behavior
that runs counter to the interests of society s incompatible with membership in the
State Assembly. - Ed.

4. The commissions must discuss certain questions before they come up at the full
Assembly. The list includes the budget and report on its fulfiment.
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Organization of
internationalists

Karl Heinz Schroder
Secretariat Member,
German CP

Working-class gains and the achievements of the communist move-
ment are essentially international in character. At each historical
stage life has confirmed the classical postulates of Marx, Engels and
Lenin regarding the dialectics of the national and the international in
the revolutionary process, in building the new society, in Communist
Party activity. The lessons of history are that:

- there is one worker movement in the context of world history, it
is international in essence and develops in different countries accord-
ing to common fundamental laws. Hence, as pointed out by Lenin,*
the basic working-class action plan is essentially the same for all
countries, it must be in keeping with international class objectives; the
internationalism of Communist parties thus rests on an objective
foundation, it has the character of an objective law;

— a party undertaking to organize the working-class struggle should
know how to balance international and national interests in its re-
volutionary activity; it is in the national interests of the working class
to give top priority to the international struggle against impenalism,
for proletarian power, in defense of socialist gains; ‘. .. disregard of
that bond of brotherhood which ought to exist between the workmen
of different countries, and incite them to stand firmly by each other in
all their struggle for emancipation, will be chastised by the common
discomfiture of their incoherent efforts;’*

— priority of the common struggle, that main principle of proletarian
internationalism, is essential for resolving the Communists’ national
tasks, for only correct consideration of the objective laws of social

Continuing our international discussion, ‘The Marxist-Leninist Party of Our
Epoch.’ See WMR, February, April, June, July, September, 1974.

*See Collected Works, Vol. 2, pp. 108-109.

*Karl Marx, Frederick Engels. Selected Works, Progress Publishers, Moscow,
1969, Vol. 2, p. 17.
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development, which operate mainly beyond national frameworks, in
the interaction of systems, makes possible the correct assessment of
the correlation of class and nation at the given moment and in the
given sphere of class struggle;

- the politically conscious, organized vanguard of the working class
must have a clear knowledge of the general laws of revolution and
socialist development, of international revolutionary experience, and
be able to apply that knowledge and experience in specific social and
historical conditions, ‘to apply the general and basic principles of
communism to the specific relations between classes and parties, to
the specific features in the objective development towards com-
munism, which are different in each country and which we must be
able to discover, study, and predict’ (Lenin, Coll. Works, Vol. 31, p.
89);

— proletanan internationalism and bourgeois nationalism are ir-
reconcilable; when bourgeois-nationalist views penetrate the working
class they breed or intensify ‘left’ and right opportunism and under-
mine unity. The workers’ cause can triumph only if Communists fight

against distortions of the concept and principles of proletarian inter-
nationalism,;

~ the strength of the international communist movement lies in its
unity; today, as before, ‘giving effect to united action on an interna-
tional scale calls for both clarity of fundamental ideological views and
a precise definiteness in all practical methods of action’ (Lenin, Vol.
21, p. 372).

Proceeding from these time-tested conclusions, our Party declared
in its Basic Action Statement adopted by the Essen Congress: ‘The
GCP opposes nationalism, which is detrimental to the interests of the
international working-class movement and undermines the solidanty
and joint action of socialist and anti-imperialist forces. The GCP
declares its adherence to the principles of proletanan inter-
nationalism.’

Is it necessary, over and over again, to draw attention to the
problems of internationalism or react sharply to the inventive, but by
now familiar, attacks of bourgeois nationalists, to keep re-
emphasizing the importance of every party’s adhering to inter-
nationalist principles? We think it is; I would even say that today
these problems demand a more sensitive approach. This conviction 1s
based on an analysis of the present-day social developments and the
tendencies within our movement.

On the one hand, the working class of different countries faces
more common tasks, there are greater opportunities for effective joint
action of Communist parties; awareness of this fosters the trend
towards international cohesion in the struggle. This has been espe-
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cially apparent in the development of contacts and joint actions of
Communist and Workers’ parties since the 1969 International Meet-
Ing.

On the other hand, the rate and disparities of economic and social
development, the changing conditions of struggle in different coun-
tries, and their greater diversity, and the fact that more peoples and
social strata have taken the revolutionary road, tend to over-
accentuate national peculiarities and local conditions. This gives rise
to deliberate or subconscious isolationist trends of different form and
degree. Let us consider the general aspects of both developments.

The increase in the number and significance of the common tasks
facing the working class and Communists of different countries i1s a
natural consequence of the continued internationalization of
economic and social processes. Capital is an international force and,
naturally, develops as such, by virtue of both the objective process of
economic socialization of production and the subjective desire of
monopolists, impenialists to join hands to oppose socialism, the work-
ing class and the national-liberation movement. Internationally united
capital can only be opposed by an internationally united working
class.

The conference of Communist and Workers’ parties of European
capitalist countries held in Brussels in January 1974 gave careful
consideration to the extremely dangerous role of powerful interna-
tional monopolies, which are dominated three-quarters by American
capital. They control the technologically advanced industries (elec-
tronic computers, nuclear power, chemicals, automobiles), as well as
some light industries. The degree of concentration is illustrated by the
fact that the value of the operations of General Motors (a subsidiary of
\:vhich in West Germany is the Opel works) exceeds the gross national
product of such developed countnies as Holland, Belgium or Switzer-
land.

The scope of monopoly interference was amply demonstrated by
the monopoly-provoked energy crisis and monopoly price policies.
The monopolies threaten the economic and political independence of
many countries. The Brussels conference pointed out that interna-
tional monopolies control employment, social conditions, science and
technological advance. They can precipitate monetary crises by
transferring portions of their capital from one financial center to
another, speeding up or delaying payments or bringing economic
pressure to bear through other ‘legitimate’ operations. The threat to
jobs by the transfer of production is obvious.

The example of Chile and other countries shows that international

monopoly will go to all lengths to prevent the evolution of progressive
regimes and to turn back history.
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One of the most important results of the Brussels conference was,

In our view, its appeal to the working class and its organizations to

join the struggle against international concerns in the spint of pro-
letarian internationalism. For several years Communist parties have

been working for such joint action and making proposals to this effect
to socialist and social-democratic organizations, and trade unions.

The social evils, contradictions and historical insolvency of the
capitalist system are more apparent than ever. Bourgeois prophecies
about the ‘golden seventies,” the ‘welfare state’ and ‘consumer-
industrial society’ have vanished into thin air. Unemployment, the
cost of living and insecurity are on the rise. Corruption and graft are
flourishing in the corridors of power, crime is growing, moral and
spiritual values are detenorating, and bourgeois ideology i1s in the
throes of a profound crisis. Especially alarming is the enormous
growth of the military-industrial complex, of militarism and fascist
activity.

These are developments common to many countries, and therefore
the working class has many common tasks. Hence the importance of

coordinated action, exchange and generalization of experience. We
hold that these common aspects of our movement can be developed

still further, for present-day conditions objectively increase the effec-
tiveness of collectively elaborated and internationally coordinated
action. On the other hand, playing up secondary differences can
hardly serve any useful purpose.

GCP Chairman Herbert Mies declared at the second plenum of the
Party’s Board: ‘Of course, we Communists do not draw the conclusion
from the aggravation of the general crisis of capitalism that the exploi-
ter society will ‘‘collapse automatically’’. Only the working class
and its allies are capable of restricting and ultimately overcoming
monopoly power and opening the way to socialism. But the changed
conditions have definitely created new opportunities for the anti-
monopoly struggle, and communist responsibility has doubtlessly
grown accordingly.’

The situation calls for a strengthening of the world communist and
workers’ movement on the basis of the prninciples of proletanan
internationalism. The issues are urgent and require a militant class
approach and concrete answers linked with specific action. The main
priorities include stepping up the anti-imperialist, anti-monopoly re-
volutionary movement on the basis of unification of all democratic
progressive forces; greater utilization by every Party of the oppor-
tunities for advancing the interests of its people and, at the same time,
the international cause; more theoretical work by Communist parties
and the communist movement as a whole.

As 1s known, the socialist world system plays the leading part in the
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fight against imperialism and internationally organized capital. Our
Party holds that support and defense of the socialist system has been
and remains the internationalist duty of all Communists. Today there
are a number of new aspects to this task. The Soviet Union and other
countries of the socialist community have launched a powerful peace
offensive, creating favorable conditions for the world revolutionary
process. A Party’s attitude towards, and support of this offensive is a
measure of its internationalism. Strengthening of the socialist world
system is essential for strengthening the alliance of the three main
forces of the world revolutionary process, promoting the confluence of
its three currents. And that is a prerequisite for success in our joint
struggle and one of our main common tasks.

In their efforts to weaken our struggle for peace and social prog-
ress, bourgeois ideologists, ‘left’ and right opportunists recommend
‘keeping at a distance’ from the CPSU and the Soviet Union. Anti-
Sovietism is a major component of imperialism’s global strategy.
Proletanan internationalism requires that it be rebutted in whatever
form it appears. Any retreat from that principle harms the Party and
the international communist movement. At its Duesseldorf Congress
the GCP noted: ‘The Soviet Union has been and will continue to be
the main force of the socialist community of states in the struggle
against imperialism, a prime guarantee of peace, security and social
progress. It was the first in the world to start, in extremely difficult
conditions, building the new, socialist society that rids the working
class of exploitation and oppresion. The CPSU is a Marxist-Leninist
party with the greatest revolutionary experience. The Soviet Union
breached the front of imperialism and paved the road along which
more and more peoples are winning freedom. The USSR constantly
displays solidarity with the national-liberation movement and extends
tremendous help to the fighting peoples. The Soviet Union’s political,
moral and material support of the worldwide anti-imperialist struggle
derives from the very essence of socialism, a society free of exploita-
tion and oppression.

“The GCP is guided by Ernst Thaelmann’s words that a positive
attitude towards the Soviet Union is the touchstone of genuine Com-
munism.’

Today the fight against Maoism is of special significance in
strengthening the unity of the world communist movement on the
basis of proletarian internationalism. Anti-Sovietism and attempts to
split the unity of the socialist world system, the international com-
munist and workers’ movement and the anti-impenalist forces, are
central to Maoist theory and practice. The Maoists’ recent policies of
collusion with the most reactionary impenialist forces are a result of
their complete departure from Marxist class positions. The CPC
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leadership attacks the Peace Program adopted by the 24th CPSU
Congress and the coordinated foreign policy of the fraternal countries
of the socialist community. Its stand inspires the opponents of
détente, the aggressive forces of NATO, and objectively plays into
the hands of imperialism. Can a party of internationalists be indiffer-
ent to such a policy? Certainly not. ...

The five years since the 1969 Moscow Meeting of Communist and
Workers’ Parties, the five years of an all-out anti-impenialist offensive
have, despite difficulties, contradictions and setbacks, considerably
changed the world situation in favor of the revolutionary forces.
These achievements, as well as the new problems and tasks of the
joint struggle of fraternal parties and all anti-imperialist forces, induce
us, like many other brother parties, to support the idea of a new
all-European conference and new international meeting of Com-
munist and Workers’ parties. They would be an important stage in the
development of internationalism and further strengthening of the
unity of the world communist movement in line with the requirements
of the time.

Opposition to all attempts to distort the principles of proletanan
internationalism remains our common task. In this connection I
would like to take up an important and topical point. Our opponents,
we all know, try to drive a wedge in relations between brother parties
by harping on the ‘problem’ of independence of parties as opposed to
international communist unity. They contend that a party’s isolation
is the main source of its strength. There is probably no need to restate
the fact that a party trying to resolve its problems by relying solely on
its own forces, a party that places national interests above interna-
tional, regional objectives above those of the world working-class
movement, to say nothing of pursuing a chauvinistic splitting policy,
as the leadership of the Communist Party of China does today - that
such a party seriously harms the revolutionary cause in its own
country and worldwide. However, nationalism or underestimation of
the principles of proletarian internationalism may not take such obvi-
ous forms. As said before, some people are occasionally prone to
exaggerate the specific features of national conditions and underesti-
mate the experience of fraternal parties. Some swallow the bait of
capitalist propaganda or shy from accusations of ‘dependence on
Moscow,’” which makes them try to emphasize their ‘independence.’
... Our Party does not tolerate such weaknesses and lack of principle
in its ranks and teaches its members to rebuff slanders about the
nature of relations between Communist parties.

In this connection it 1s important to have a clear answer to the

question: What 1s the correlation between Party sovereignty and
communist unity?
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The GCP does not conceal its firm links with the international
communist movement and recognizes the special, outstanding role in
it of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union. But this in no way
limits our independence or freedom of decision making action. We
seek contacts with Communists all over the world not to receive
‘instructions,” as our enemies would have it. We study the nch
experience of our comrades and, naturally, especially value the ex-
perience of the Communist Party which was the first to lead its people
to socialism; we record achievements together with mistakes and
discuss questions of interest as equals.

What is said of each party can equally be said of the communist
movement as a whole: it is a voluntary militant association of like-
minded people - in this case an international association of sovereign
communist brother parties. The independence of each party within
that association 1S as much a norm of relations as cooperation;
sovereignty and international obligations are two interconnected, and
in no way contradictory, aspects. We can repeat the words of Russian

Communists spoken many years ago: We are proud to work and fight
subject to the international discipline of the revolutionary proletanat.

Far from interfering with the national tasks independently set by our
Party, meeting international obligations helps to accomplish them.
Of course, it would be wrong to underestimate specific conditions
of work, the national tasks of a party and choice of appropnate
means. The dialectics of the national and the international is such that
the strength and influence of the communist movement depend on the
work of the Communists and working class of each country. The
Communist Party of a socialist country influences the world revolutio-

nary process mainly by its successes in expanding the economy,
strengthening national defense, shaping new social relations and
creating conditions for the all-round development of the personality.
As noted at the 1969 International Meeting, the greatest contribution
of Communist parties fighting in capitalist conditions to the cause of
socialism and proletanan internatinalism will be the winning of power
by the working class and its allies. Thus, it is the international duty of
each Communist Party to achieve the utmost in its own country.
But this is impossible if a party locks itself up within its national
frontiers and fences itself off from the world communist movement.
This would mean isolation and loss of reliable support — the com-
munist and workers’ movement, all progressive forces of the world -
in its struggle. It would mean a repetition of mistakes already made by
others, amateurism and, ultimately, useless dissipation of forces, if
not defeat. If all parties would take such a stand, one can easily

imagine the result. Obviously, it is a stand that contradicts the ABC of
Marxism-Leninism.
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The principles of proletarian internationalism elaborated by the
classics of Marxism-Leninism, and the positions collectively elabo-
rated by the Communist parties provide a basis for formulating, in the
light of what has been said before, some criteria of internationalism of

the revolutionary working-class party essential in our time, namely:
-~ a national and international policy which helps strengthen the

socialist world system headed by the Soviet Union as a decisive factor
of the world revolutionary process, as the main force in the fight for
peace, democracy and socialism;

- international solidarity with fraternal parties, one of the main
forms of which today is concerted action against impenalism, coordi-
nation of all forms of class struggle — economic, political and ideologi-
cal — with other parties;

- a policy of mutual assistance in every possible form between the
three currents of the world revolutionary movement - the socialist
world system, the international working class and the national-
liberation movement - in the name of common anti-imperialist, anti-
monopoly, socialist goals;

- cultivating among all Party members, workers and all working
people of friendship towards other peoples, realization of the equality
of nations and races, intolerance towards any manifestation of
chauvinism or slight towards other nationalities;

- resolute struggle against chauvinist tendencies, against reactio-
nary nationalism, which splits the workers’ and democratic move-
ment and deprives it of unity, its main weapon in the face of world
imperialism;

- active participation in the collective elaboration and propaganda
of Marxist-Leninist theory, strategy and tactics; use of all forms of
cooperation between Communist parties: international conferences,
bilateral and regional meetings, exchanges of delegations, joint activ-
ity in vanous democratic, progressive organizations, press coopera-
tion, joint publications, etc.

The GCP will continue to build its relations with all brother parties,
with all anti-imperialist forces, in keeping with the cniteria of pro-
letarian internationalism, seeing this as its contribution to the world
revolutionary process, to the interests of our people.
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Culture, intellectuals
and the working class

Louis Baillot
Member of CC
French Communist Party

CRISIS OF SOCIETY - CRISIS OF CULTURE

A deep cnisis pervades all sides of life in the capitalist countries,
particularly France. It shows that capitalism is incapable of resolving
the pressing problems of present-day society. It only adds to their
gravity. The energy crisis showed, for one thing, that the predatory
policy of the multinational companies is damaging to national
independence, economic development, and the conditions of life of
every citizen.

This crisis is a social one. Generated by the outdated capitalist
social system, a roadblock to the scientific-technical revolution, it
also points up the pemicious consequences of the predatory
monopoly line in the cultural field.

Here are a few facts. While the act extending obligatory schooling
in France to children of 16 years of age has not yet been fully put into
force, the authorities backed by a majority in parliament are about to
put through a decision delivering 14-year-olds to employers without
remuneration for their labor. Budget allocations for scientific research
have been cut for the first time, and leading research establishments
are compelled to alter their time-tables or abandon projects com-
pletely. Access to medical studies has been seriously restricted,
though France ranks health-wise among the most backward countries
in Europe.

Cultural statistics show the gravity of the situation all too clearly.
Every second Frenchman is a reluctant reader. Three out of four
factory workers and four out of five farmers never read a book.
Cinema attendances have been dropping steadily in the past 15 years,
and despite efforts by stage enthusiasts, municipalities and enterprise
promotion committees, theatre audiences, too, have declined
substantially in five years.
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Every indicator there is speaks of a cultural crisis. Even building
projects, of which Frenchmen are especially proud (though their
number is dropping), such as the state-projected museum of modern
art in the heart of Paris, have become objects of real estate specula-
tion.

Politicians representing big business continuously assault science,
which they blame for all the mortal sins, and culture and education.
No longer able to construct viable ideological systems, the capitalist
class has gone on the defensive. Sowing doubt, accusing individuals,
advocating fatalism and impotence, or, as an extreme measure, incit-
ing nihilism and rebellion, it tries to distract public thinking from an
understanding of the crisis. Those responsible for the ‘official culture’
resort to authontanan and repressive measures, and cut back

expenditure. Freedom of expression and search, the very right of
culture, are imperilled.

The intelligentsia and the FCP approach

The situation of the intelligentsia is deteriorating. Most intellectuals
are now salary-earners, living like other working people from the sale
of their labor. Cares over employment and the problems of
disqualification and retiring hound them as they do all other workers.
They, too, suffer from the tax burden and the housing shortage, poor
transport, and the general deterioration of the conditions of life. The
free professions often have but one freedom left - that of accepting
dependence on banks and big business.

Like other working people, intellectuals have to contend with the
consequences of the main contradiction of capitalism. True, this
occurs in a peculiar way, but is no less inescapable. The development
of their professions, occupations, disciplines, and sciences requires
deep-going changes at all levels of society. The continuously growing
division of labor is reaching deeper and deeper into various fields of
science, technology, medicine and art. This generates new demands,
first of all for new knowledge, and for working groups that could more
effectively use facilities available to specialists.

The profit-motivated society tends to fragmentize and limit profes-

sional training. Yet the division of technical labor requires socialized
management of research and its practical use.

What is the position of the French Communist Party on this score?
For us cultural policy is as important as any other. We reject Andre
Malraux’ view of culture as the ‘healer of souls,’ escape from reality,
the way to oblivion, and the like. For us cultural policy is com-
pounded with social and economic policy, and inseparable from gen-
eral policy.

Culture is not just literature and art. It is also science, technology,
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professional activity, and physical work. It is part of the relations in
people’s daily lives. And in a class society, where relations are
ultimately dominated by exploitation, culture is bound to bear the
consequences. So, the FCP holds, culture must be urgently aligned to
the capacity and level of present-day knowledge, and also to the
needs of the masses and the national interest.

Culture is neither a luxury nor a commodity, neither solace for
aesthetes, nor a medium of spiritual compensation. It is a vital neces-
sity, and its significance for people, for the nation and society, is
steadily increasing. The development of a democratic, subsequently
socialist, society requires a flowering of culture.

Defining its cultural policy, the FCP follows a tradition as old as the
Party itself. In the past two centuries struggle for democracy and
social progress became closely linked with the struggle for education
and culture. The Communist Party is the successor to the Paris

Commune, which attached great importance to education, science
and art. And in 1936, the time of the Popular Front, Communist

cultural policy was not an adjunct, but an essential component of the
general policy of the FCP.

Alliance of the working class and the intelligentsia

Our Party’s history is associated with such great French intellectuals
as Paul Vaillant-Couturier, Henn Barbusse, Anatole France, Leger,
Picasso, Langevin, Joliot-Cunie, Wallon and Politzer. At every
significant period (the Party’s foundation, the Popular Front perod,
the occupation and the liberation of France), eminent intellectuals
associated themselves with the workers’ struggle.

This shows, among other things, that, first, they recognize the
Party’s vanguard role in the revolutionary transformation of society,
during which culture, too, is radically changed and made to serve the
vast majority of the nation, and, second, that they understand that this
transformation depends among other factors on the alliance of the
working class and a large section of the intelligentsia. This was
recorded by the Eighth Congress of the FCP in 1936. And this
scientifically-grounded idea showing the working class as the bearer
of the nation’s future, advanced by Maurice Thorez, is being steadily
put into practice.

Today, the alliance of the working class and intelligentsia is more
necessary than ever. Soon after the May 1968 events Waldeck Rochet
showed its cardinal importance for the future of the democratic and
revolutionary movement in our country.

The intelligentsia has grown in numbers. Now, it plays a direct part
in production. Intellectuals of a wide range of professions have been
drawn into productive labor. This has added to the importance of
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their part in economic, social, cultural and political development. For
a long time to come the working class and the intelligentsia will play
still admittedly different but converging roles in the revolutionary
process.

Like the workers, technicians and engineers are at the core of
capitalist production, and feel the effects of the exploiting essence of
capitalist industry. They react sharply to its waste of national wealth,
to bureaucratic and authoritarian methods of government, and tend to
contribute to the drive for a strong democratic movement. Other
sections of the intelligentsia are also able to act independently and
successfully if they take account of the sum-total of economic, social
and political factors. The state and communal budgets, health policy
and public education, and exposure of real estate speculation are
fields in which intellectuals are particularly active.

An increasing number of intellectuals are feeling the effects of
monopoly domination. The convergence of their interests with those
of other working people, i1s therefore becoming an objective reality -
and this not only to resist capitalism, but also to lay the ground for a
new society. The relationship between the working class and intel-
ligentsia has today become a relationship of two crucial social forces.

What the Communists offer

The capitalist class 1s aware of this, and is trying to tighten its
ideological grip on the intelligentsia, a social stratum in its own right
but also a medium of ideological influence on the masses. This adds to
the decisive importance of active political and ideological work among
intellectuals.

On the political plane, the FCP is offering the intelligentsia and all
other working people a joint government program subscribed to by
the Communist, Socialist and Left Radical parties.

The joint government program is also a joint program for culture.
Chiefly because it is a social program and includes measures that will
give the people the time and means for a better life, because it will end
social inequality, and give access to a full secondary and higher
education for the vast majority of working-class and peasant children.

It is in the interests of culture, because its economic policy will
favor the growth of science and technology, and will liberate them
from the profit motive. The envisaged nationalization measures are
also crucial cultural measures.

The program 1is in the interests of culture because it is a democratic
program. Real participation of all in the direction of the country’s
affairs, and the responsibility of each, are a cultural stimulus tied in
with the growing demand for information, knowledge and exchange of
ideas. The greater civic responsibilities will be the guarantee for
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freedom of artistic expression and the opportunity for confrontations
of ideas.

In this entirely new economic and political democracy, cultural
activity acquires new aims and new content, also promoted by
specific measures assuring favorable conditions for the flowering of
culture, guaranteeing freedom of artistic expression and providing
matenal and social conditions for the development of the intelli-
gentsia.

The Communist Party is calling on the intelligentsia to fight by the
side of the working people for the success of the joint program. Only a
powerful movement of the majority of the nation will make that
program possible. And all intellectuals have a place in the movement.
They are part of the popular alliance the Communists are working for,
and of which the working class is the core.

The people’s demand to live better and live differently is linked
with the demand of the intelligentsia to work better and work differ-
ently. So struggles for better housing, transport, health services,
town-planning, public education, working conditions and living stan-
dards offer rewarding fields of activity for intellectuals. Popular action
by the masses and action by the intelligentsia are connected and
aimed against the policy of capitalist monopoly, for a radical change
of policy.

On the ideological plane, the Party line was set at the Central
Committee meeting in Argenteuil in 1966. Its guidelines have stood
the test of time and are still the basis for our activity. After the 1968
events, when a tendency surfaced to ‘super-politicize culture,” we
stressed once again that to reduce artistic expression to a purely
political dimension is to impoverish both art and politics. We are also
opposed to the theory of culture’s alleged neutrality. The authorities
encourage attempts to redefine official art, concealing its true nature
behind a cloak of modernism.

The Communist Party stands unequivocally for artistic freedom
and the need for search and diversity of forms, for a confrontation of
different schools and tendencies. But not for the sake of eclecticism,
because Communists are not and cannot be indifferent to the
significance of the arts for society. For example, no film maligning the
workers’ struggle or distorting conspicuous historical events, such as
the Resistance, would get favorable mention from us even if of incon-
testably supernior quality cinematographically.

Here i1s how the 1966 Central Committee meeting put it: ‘The
development of science necessitates discussion and search. The
Communist Party does not intend to oppose such discussion or im-

pose a prion truths, let alone stop discussions among specialists by
fiat.
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‘ Artistic endeavor is inconceivable without search, without a diver-
sity of trends and schools, or without clashes between them. The
Party appreciates and supports the varied contribution of the artistic
intelligentsia to human progress, their free play of imagination, their
taste and originality. The Party wishes them to understand and sup-
port the ideological and political positions of the working class.’

The Communists are on the offensive, because they aspire to
genuine freedom and the flowering of culture.

Our conception of cultural revolution

Last December our Party marked the 25th anniversary of the journal
La Nouvelle Critique. Speaking at the jubilee meeting, Roland Leroy,
member of the FCP Political Bureau and Secretary of its Central
Commiteee, touched on many points of concern to Communists and
described the Communist Party’s approach to the building of
socialism - a question ranking high on the order of the day in France
and all other capitalist countries.

Dwelling on the problem of cultural revolution, of which so much is
being said and written these days, he pointed out that socialist revolu-
tion is not a compound of economic, socio-political and ideological
revolutions. ‘Revolution,’ he said, ‘is a single process whose different
constituents develop at different rates. But in the final analysis the
motive force is the revolution in the sphere of production relations
based on the development of the productive forces, leading objec-
tively to the broadest possible socialization of production. There is no
such thing as a purely cultural revolution any more than a revolution
beginning with a cultural revolution. Ideology and culture have their
roots in the life of society, where they are conceived. The revolution
in production relations will not substitute for a revolution in culture
and ideology, but is necessary because in its absence ideological and
cultural revolution becomes an empty dream or mere play.’

The cultural revolution liberates the creative capacity of all working
people, opens access to different types of culture for the working class
and the popular masses, and extends the opportunities for the
intelligentsia’s participation in work benefitting all society. It helps
root out the contradictions between physical and mental labor in
social relations, sustains the spirit of search thanks to the introduction
of science in all spheres of life, and stimulates literary and artistic
creation. Socialism assures the full social, intellectual, moral and
political development of intellectuals and all working people.

The struggle for the demands of the intelligentsia, the effort to help
it understand the benefits of solidarity with the working class and take

its place in the unfolding historical movement, are an important
element of FCP activity.
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We count thousands of intellectuals among our members. They
have the same rights and duties as their other comrades. But they are
the best fitted to conduct the necessary day-to-day work, which is
part of their professional activity, among their colleagues. The Party
has created organizational forms and methods for the intelligentsia to
conduct this beneficial activity.

Unquestionable progress has been achieved in building the alliance
of the working class and the inteiligentsia. But the striving of an ever
greater number of Frenchmen for deep political changes requires its
further consolidation and expansion. The French Communists are
applying themselves to this assignment with dedication.

Poland:
bastions of socialism

Teodosio Varela

Alternate Executive Member,
CC CP Colombia and its
representative on WMR.

Georg Kwiatowski
Representative of
German CP on WMR

Alexander Volkov
Department Head, WMR

... the main strength of the movement lies in the organization of
the workers at the /arge factories, for the large factories (and mills)
contain not only the predominant part of the working class, as
regards numbers, but even more as regards influence, develop-
ment, and fighting capacity. Every factory must be our fortress.’
Lenin

DIRECT CONTACTS BETWEEN PARTY CENTRAL
COMMITTEE AND 164 BIG FACTORIES

The three towns on Poland’s Baltic coast, Gdansk, Sopot and Gdynia,
are usually referred to as one. They are a typical mixture of the old
and the new: Gothic churches against a background of graceful mod-
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ern buildings; fishing craft in the ports mingle with ocean liners, and
stretching out to the horizon, the new suburbs. The three towns form
a rapidly developing industrial area, centered largely on ship-building.

We Communist journalists from three countries had been invited by
the Central Committee of the Polish United Workers’ Party for a
closer look at Party work. We concentrated on Party Central Commit-
tee work in the larger industrial units, on how their collectives
influence the shaping of Party and state policy, on what part they have
in government. And we examined the situation from this standpoint at

shipyards and seaports, at the Elblag turbine plant, in talks with
officials of the Party Central Committee.

In Warsaw, before our trip to the Baltic coast, we interviewed A.
Gormny, assistant head of the CC Organization Department, L. Baka,
assistant head of the Economic Department, A. Wlodarczyk, assis-
tant head of the Propaganda and Press Department. We had a meeting
with a group of sociologists at the Party Higher School of Social

Sciences. After the trip we were received by Z. Zandarowski,
member of the Central Committee Secretanat.

The following is a summary of what we learned from these talks
and from our visit to Polish factories.

The 164

Central Committee concentration on major industrial enterprises, we
were told, began with a decision of the CC Secretanat adopted on

June 11, 1971. The idea was to make them ‘bastions of socialism.” Of
course the big factories have always been receiving special attention
from the Central Committee, but now 164 were singled out for perma-
nent contact with the central Party leadership.

The purpose, we were told by Comrade Zandarowski, was not only
to emphasize the role of the larger enterprises. The Party relies
primarily on the support of the working class and is anxious to
strengthen its position among the workers. The very problem of the
workers’ trust in the Party and its leadership 1s central to the de-
velopment of socialist society. What is this trust based on? On iden-
tifying the Party’s policy with the vital interests of the working class,
on the workers’ correct understanding of the Party’s policy. Conse-
quently, it i1s important that the workers are well informed on how
things stand in the country, its economic position, the Party’s plans,
and that they share in framing policy, in drafting and adopting major
decisions. Of course, that i1s the point and purpose of the whole
system of democratic management of socialist society, and there 1s
probably no need to describe what is now taken for granted, such
things as workers elected to the Central Committee and the Seym.
Incidentally, such representation has been expanded. What we are
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doing now at the 164 factories is part of that system.

We reflected on this new venture as we travelled from city to city.
The problem of contact between government authorities and the
working class is being discussed in many widely different countries.
And that 1s only natural, for there is no underestimating the strength
and role of the working class. However, events in a number of
capitalist countries have shown that strikes in support of economic
demands can flare up with the coming to power of democratic, pro-
gressive governments. The workers’ desire to improve their condition
is understandable, but sometimes, because these demands cannot be
immediately granted, the new government finds itself in a difficult
political situation that might have regressive rather than progressive
consequences.

The problem is a complex one and requires careful and serious
study. One of its important aspects is worker partnership (as distinct
from bourgeois ‘participation’) in industrial management. In other
words, the problem is how to give the workers a meaningful part in
management, control, distribution, make them aware of the link be-
tween production and consumption, of the realistic economic poten-
tial of the given factory and the country as a whole. In this way the
worker becomes, perhaps not immediately but through transition
stages, a full-fledged and responsible master of the economy. That is
achieved beyond the framework of capitalism, but the movement
toward this goal can and should begin at the democratic, anti-
monopoly stage of the revolution. Experience has shown that
nationalization of part, or even of all, the major means of production
without deep-going changes in production relations and management,
can prove a heavy burden to the new government. Without laying
claim to a full analysis of this complex problem, the following needs to
be said: revolutionary experience has shown that the Communists
must have answers to all these questions in their economic and
political programs. And in this context the experience of the socialist
countries at vanous stages of the revolutionary struggle, in the or-
ganization of production relations and in Party work, is, we believe, of
the utmost value.

But to return to our subject: why the big factories? The answer is
not as simple as it seems. Much of it is contained in Lenin’s words,
written before the socialist revolution, quoted at the beginning of this
article.

We were given the following figures at the PUWP Central Commit-
tee and the Higher School of Social Sciences: the 164 enterpnses
represent 0.2 per cent of Poland’s factories, but account for 26.8 per
cent of total industrial output and for about 25 per cent of the indus-
trial labor force. These, then, are vitally important centers of produc-
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tion and concentration of the working class and technical intelli-
gentsia. They are also important centers of Party organization, ac-
counting for 25.7 per cent of Party members employed in industry.
But we were told that it is not only a matter of numbers. Expenence
over the past 30 years has conclusively proved that these collectives
exert a powerful influence on their particular regions and on the life of
the country as a whole.

And, obviously, these factories provide optimal opportunities for
using the new technology and devising a better pattern of production
relations. They have been the proving ground for many of the expen-
ments that are now part of the economic fabric.

There are many more reasons for concentrating on these leading
collectives. At Elblag one worker in six is employed at the Swierc-
zewski engineering works. Every day, returning from work, he shares
with his family, friends and neighbors his thoughts, concerns, joys
and problems. The socio-psychological climate of the community is
thus, in a way, set by the factory. In the three coastal towns, 17,000
are employed at the Lenin Shipyards and another 12,000 at the Pans
Commune yards, several thousand at the Gdynia and Gdansk ports,
the Dalmor and other big plants. It is hardly surpnising, therefore, that
what happens at these big factories sets the tone for the whole of the
coastal region. And since the social impact of the big plants is a very
real fact, it 1s only natural that the Party should rely on it, give it
direction and use it in directing society. And not merely use it, but
bring more and more workers to share in decision-making on
economic, social and political problems through a system of informa-
tion, consultation and discussion.

How the system works we shall explain further on. Meanwhile,
some of the questions that arose in the course of our discussions.

Kwiatowski: Work at leading enterprises 1s a problem for our Party

too. Why did you choose these 1647 What was the cntenion - the
number of workers employed?

Answer by A. Gorny: Not only that, but also the weight the given
factory carries in its area and in the country. A factory in the pro-
vinces may be smaller than a comparable one in Warsaw, but has a
strong local influence. Besides, if we are to have ‘bastions’ then they
should obviously be located in different parts of the country.

Varela: How does the worker in a big factory differ from his
counterpart in a smaller one?

Answer by A. Owieczko (Assistant Director, Institute of Party
Studies): Well, first he has a higher level of education and general
knowledge, which makes for wider vision and social interests. Sec-
ond, these workers are bolder and more articulate in their judge-
ments, for they are conscious of their strength, of the weight they
carry in society.
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Volkov: Doesn’t special attention to the 164 militate against other
factones?

Answer by A. Baka: Direct Central Committee contact with leading
industnial units does not preclude, but rather complements, Party
work in industry, in the rural areas, etc. Second, provincial and
district committees are following the CC in concentrating on the
bigger factories. The Central Committee has thus set an example in
new forms of contact with industnial and other workers.

Let us take a concrete example to show how it all works.

System of contacts

A new law was being drafted on material incentives, social amenities
and housing financed out of a special fund at the disposal of each
factory. The Party Central Committee Secretariat decided to discuss
it with Party activists and workers in leading industrial plants.

Political Bureau member J. Szydlak and Minister of Labor and
Wages W. Kawalec briefed a large group of Party lecturers, among
them CC and government officials and sociologists. The lecturers
were given an outline of the new law and how it would be carmed out.
They met again four days later, were filled in on some of the details
and went over the draft in preparation for their factory-level consulta-
tions.

The usual procedure was for the lecturer to address a group of
activists, 150-200, depending on the size of the factory, reply to
questions and take down all proposals and suggestions. At the Lenin
yards, for instance, the draft was closely scrutinized: at most factonies
its benefits were immediately apparent, but at the Lenin yards every-
thing had to be carefully weighed, and when it was, the workers
agreed, with several amendments.

Each lecturer drew up a detailed report for the Central Committee,
listing proposals and views expressed by the workers.

Meanwhile the debate continued on the shop floor. Workers would
ask the activists: ‘What is the purpose?,’ ‘Are we likely to lose by 1it?’
‘What did you say at the consultation?” And there were more pro-

posals, additional arguments, all of them studied at higher level, right
up to the Central Committee.

Not all the consultations followed the same pattern. In some cases
the purpose was to bring out alternatives: several vanants of the draft
law were put before the meeting, or the workers were asked for their
opinion on each of the clauses. In other cases the draft could be
approved without much discussion, but it was important to know
what clauses would need more detailed explaining to the workers. But

even in such cases decision was sometimes postponed to consider
more amendments.
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Again, sometimes it was sufficient just to record the workers’
opinion, while in other cases there had to be shop-by-shop discus-
sions. In fact, after several discussions, after the workers had passed
judgement, there were often personal talks with a wide circle of
workers to make sure that everything was understood. Sociological
methods are also used. Information reaches the Central Committee
both in summarized form and directly from the factory. Last, these

consultations are often held in other factories too, but in the case of
the 164 they are obligatory.

We were naturally interested to know if national issues were sub-
mitted to this type of discussion. Many examples were cited: the
Political Bureau theses for the First National Party Conference, the
decision on youth education, the supplementary social maintenance
program and its financing, the exchange of Party cards and, of course,
the items listed above. These are all complex and important ques-
tions. How thoroughly they are discussed can be judged from the
following figures: the draft law was examined three times at the Lenin
Shipyards and the Gdyna port and twice at Elblag. Only after that did
the workers say that all their proposals had been taken into account.

Kwiatowski: Have there been unrealistic demands at these consul-
tations?

W. Uminski (trade union committee chairman at the Lenin Ship-
yards): Yes, for example, at a meeting of trade union activists there
were proposals to reduce the pension age and spend more on new
holiday camps. At the request of the meeting we invited the head of
the Metalworkers’ Union and the chairman of its provincial commit-
tee. They explained the situation, gave us all the facts and figures to
show that at present these proposals were unrealistic, but they indi-
cated when they could be realized.

Zandarowski: There 1s a well-functioning mechanism to collect
proposals and a regular procedure for seeing that they are acted on.
The official to whom the proposal is referred must report back to the
workers. The Central Committee lecturer does not immediately reply
to proposals; very often he refers them to the appropriate authority.
The important thing is that every question, every suggestion must be
acted upon - without that the consultations would be of little value.
There has to be a detailed and early reply, written or oral, to every
proposal and if it does not satisfy the workers, the matter is again
taken up by the appropnate authority.

Varela: What guarantee is there that the lecturer conducting the

consultation will pass on the workers’ opinion without embellish-
ment?

Answer by B. Przywara (Higher School of Social Sciences): As one
of the lecturers, I can say, first, that we return to the same factory
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and, second, what kind of information does the ‘customer’ want,
objective or embellished? We know that the Central Committee wants
a truthful report.

Volkov: And what if the workers remain silent after your lecture?

Przywara: That would be most disturbing, but there has been
nothing of the kind in my experience.

These consultations, on which we have dwelt at some length, are in
many ways a new, but not the only or even main, form of Central
Committee contacts with leading factories. Factory collectives and
their Party branches are kept in close touch with every aspect of the
country’s life through a coordinated information system com-
plemented by centralized data supply. For instance, factory Party
committees get the same information as first secretaries of district
Party committees. This applies to the monthly CC bulletin and similar
matter containing not only information, but also comment and replies
to questions put by workers, particularly at consultation meetings.
Besides, there are annual seminars for secretanes of factory Party
branches and chairmen of trade union committees at which Party and
government leaders explain policy and discuss proposed legislation.
Naturally, every Party functionary takes advantage of these seminars
to put forth the views and proposals of his particular collective, and,
naturally, comes back with firsthand knowledge and orientation on
matters of national import.

Regular appearances of Party and government leaders at the big
factories hold a special place in this system of direct contacts. During
our visits to factories, shipyards, ports, etc., we were often told:
Comrade Gierek was here on such and such a day and we discussed
such and such problems, or Comrade Jaroszewicz told us at our last
meeting. ... As a rule, members of the Political Bureau address
several such meetings each month in addition to receiving representa-
tives from the factories. This frank exchange of views on the most
complex questions is one form in which the workers influence policy
making. Besides, Central Committee functionaries belong to factory
Party branches and this, too, makes for a constant interchange of
VIEWS.

Varela: The Colombian capitalist press maintains that the workers
possess neither the knowledge nor the expenence needed to compe-
tently shape policy, even at factory level. How do things stand in
Poland?

Kwiatowski: That is the usual argument in the FRG, too. But there
is the problem of time: after a day’s work one wants to go home and
be with the family. What time is there for public activity?

Wilodarczyk: Generally speaking, public activity should not inter-
fere with a man’s job. But if the worker has to attend a session of the
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council of which he is a member, or perform some other public
function, he is given time off without loss of pay. Now about compe-
tence: the worker’s !ack of knowledge and of ability to pass judge-
ment on, say, complicated economic questions is grossly exagger-
ated. Actually, I think, there are no questions beyond the workers’
understanding. It’s only a matter of providing and explaining the
facts, and in Poland, as in other socialist countries, this is done
through political and economic study classes. We see to it that the
worker is properly prepared to share in the management of his factory
and of the country.

The entire Central Committee apparatus has a part in these direct
contacts with the 164 factories. The work is coordinated by a special
office in the organization department. Its head, Janusz Kubasiewicz,
accompanied us on our trip. His office, he told us, keeps a file on each
of the 164 and it i1s carefully studied by lecturers so as to know what
questions to expect, what proposals have not yet been acted upon,
etc.

Much could be said about the work of provincial and district Party
committees in this context. In Gdansk, for instance, the Provincial
Party Committee has an advisory group of 100 workers. We also
learned that the consultation method is used in work among
students. . .. But let us return to our main theme.

What the workers think of it.

At the Lenin Shipyards we spoke to Stanislaw Zieba, Party member,
marker - the man who ‘cuts out’ the ship (he’s been on the job for 23
years now) - and Henryk Czermiecki, a younger man, Party member,
assembly worker - he ‘sews’ the ship together. We weren't sure the
interview would work out - we were from four different countnies
talking through interpreters and putting questions that couldn’t be
answered by a simple yes or no. But it did work out, and we were
impressed by the way our questions were answered, by the dignity,
confidence and knowledge of these men.

Kwiatowski: In the FRG there is a sharp struggle over worker
participation in management. There are factory meetings and elected
production councils, but with very restricted powers. They have no
say on planning, investment, allocation of profits, and, of course, no
say on national economic and social problems. What is the position in
Poland?

Varela: In Colombia, the bourgeoisie says the workers should not
go in for politics. What do you think? Can you influence policy
making?

Czerniecki: What does ‘going in’ for politics mean? Certainly not
just talking politics ... At our shipyard management cannot take any
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major decision, whether on production or welfare, without the con-
sent of the worker self-management conference. This is not a purely
local question. In discussing the plan of our shipyard we are actually

discussing a matter of state importance. This apart from the fact that
one of our comrades is on the Party Central Committee ...

Zieba: Yes, Comrade Pacer from our shop. But I myself have taken
part in many consultations, on the resolutions of the First National
Party Conference, the labor code and other important matters, and
my opinion was always heeded. Well, do I have a part in shaping
policy? And then this has to be taken into consideration: Comrade
Gierek has been here three times, also Comrades Jarosczewicz, Szyd-
lak and other leaders, and we know that they always take account of
what we say and propose. ...

Kwiatowski: The West German monopolies, aware of the mounting
discontent among the workers, have set up offices at big factories
where the worker can lodge complaints. But usually nothing happens
- the worker cannot change anything. What I would like to know 1is
how your proposals are acted on.

Zieba: Well, we have no reason not to trust the authorities, but just
the same we make sure our proposals are acted on. For instance, we
gave our delegates to the First National Party Conference a list of
proposals and from their speeches and reports of the proceedings we
could see what was being done. . ..

Czerniecki: There was this instance — a CC lecturer was telling us
about price policy. I said I wanted to be sure that our opinion would
be correctly conveyed to the Central Committee. He said, all right,
let’s both go to the teleprinter and send the message across to War-
saw, and we did.

Kwiatowski: But surely some of your proposals are rejected?

Zieba: We have a commission on suggestions and proposals. It
contacts the appropriate authorities and reports back to the collective.
If we are told some proposal is unrealistic, well, they have to prove it.
Every proposal is carefully examined, we Party activists see to that.

Varela: Look, Comrade Czermiecki, suppose you were made
Minister, would you change anything at the shipyard, add something
perhaps?

Czernieki: 1 would probably add something for the chaps (laughter),
but I would be fair.

Varela: That is your answer, what about the other workers, those
not in the Party?

Czerniecki: They may know less about Party affairs . .. Of course,
you have all kinds, not everyone is politically conscious, some think
only of themselves. Frankly, when I first came here from the village
my attitude was different too.
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Zieba: This is what distinguishes the worker, the activist: he con-
siders himself the representative of all the workers of his plant, and of
the working class as a whole.

That was well said, and evocative of Lenin’s words about the time
when ‘the politically conscious worker would feel that he is not only
the master of his own factory, but that he is also a representative of
the country’ (Coll. Works, Vol. 27, p. 403). And those words came
back to mind when, in Elblag, we talked to Boguslaw Radewicz, a
young milling-machine operator. We discussed industrial moderniza-
tion and occupational training, subjects on which he spoke with
competence. ‘Skilled and devoted workers cannot just be picked up,’
he said. ‘They have to be trained out of the raw youngsters who come
to the plant, and not only taught a trade, but also a feeling of responsi-
bility.” In Gdynia, Waclaw Drabinski, a truck dniver, displayed this
‘feeling of representative of the country’ in discussing wage rates:
“They affect not only operation of the Gdynia port, but have an
important bearing on the national economy.’

We tried to see all this from the standpoint of Party work, of the
Party’s two-way contacts with the workers.

How it helps leadership

These consultations are the prelude to shaping policy decisions. That
1Is obvious, but in summing up what our Polish comrades told us and

what we ourselves saw, we can draw the following conclusions.
The Central Committee receives information directly from the
workers, not standardized and not watered down in the process of
generalization (though generalized information is important too). The
Central Committee is in a position to know what problems are of
especial importance to the workers. The consultations are an indica-
tion of how the working class as a whole will react to one or another
decision; what decisions are likely to arouse doubts or objections;
what aspects of policy require additional argumentation, and so on.
This means that there will be no surprise reactions to policy decisions
from the top. We were told at the Central Committee that the consul-
tations were valuable in another way, too - they provide a better idea
of Party cadres and this is important in improving cadre training.
Also this consideration: direct CC contact with big factonies helps
the workers (mostly on concrete examples) to think in terms of
national policy, assume responsibility for one or another decision, in
short, cultivate what Lenin described as the ‘feeling of representative
of the country.” This helps to overcome a parochial outlook and
makes for closer understanding between the partners in socialist
production. At the same time, it cultivates in the working class the
desire and ability to share in management, at factory and national
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level, and more keenly appreciate its role of leading class of socialist
society.

Kwiatowski: Have there been shortcomings in these new methods,
and what is the outlook for the future?

Zandarowski: We have only come half way and there are still many
shortcomings. But we have built an integral and reliable system of
contacts with the big factories, and now a similar system is being
fashioned for government agencies. We feel that we are on the right
course.

The workers and Party members in the big factories are brought
into closer involvement in the affairs of the state, feel themselves
co-authors of policy decisions, help to explain them to the population,
feel themselves responsible for their implementation. Of course, our
Polish comrades said, all this is still in the making, but, at the same
time, it is a definite achievement. There are still problems. For not all
workers, even among Party activists, have learned not only to put
questions at these consultations, but also to find the answers. But the
big factories are a reliable base of the Central Committee in carrying
out Party policy.

And so, we had a closer look at this very interesting experiment of
the Polish Communists and learned much about Poland’s achieve-
ments over the past 30 years. On concrete examples, relating to but
one aspect of Party work, we saw what has been accomplished in the

all-important effort to devise a new pattern of social relations and
educate the people of the new society.
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Alliance of world
socialism and the
national-liberation
movement

Theoretical conference

As reported earlier, a theoretical conference on the subject ‘Al-
liance of the Socialist World System and the National-Liberation
Movement’ was held in Baghdad under the auspices of World
Marxist Review and the Patriotic National-Progressive Front of
Iraq.” It was attended, in addition to delegations of the journal and
the Front, by representatives of Communist and Workers' parties
from Algeria, Argentina, Bangladesh, Bulgaria, Chile, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic Republic, Hungary, India,
Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Jordan, Lebanon, Morocco, Mongolia, the
Philippines, Poland, Rumania, Senegal, South Africa, the Soviet
Union, Sri Lanka, Syria, representatives of left progressive and
patriotic parties and organizations from Asia and Africa: the Arab
Socialist Union (Egypt), the Awami League (Bangladesh), the
Democratic Party of Guinea, the Zimbabwe African National Union,
the Zimbabwe African People's Union, the Arab Baath Socialist
Party (lraq), the Kurdish Socialist Party (lraq), the National-
Democratic Union of the People’s Democratic Republic of Yemen,
the Yemen Baath Party, the Revolutionary Democratic Party of
Yemen, the Popular Democratic Union (YAR), the People’'s Van-
guard Party (YAR), the Independence Congress Party of
Madagascar, the People’'s Front for the Liberation of Oman, the
Saudi Arabia National-Liberation Front, the Saudi Arabia Baath
Party, and by prominent Iraqi public figures.

We commence publication of conference materials with an ac-
count of the report by Konstantin Zarodov, Editor-in-Chief of World
Marxist Review, circulated among the participants as a discussion

paper.

The problems for discussion, the report says, did not arise in the
seclusion of study-rooms, but in the crucible of revolutionary battles

*See WMR, July 1974,
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against imperialism and for the progress of the new society. These
battles are forging the alliance of the socialist community and the
national-liberation movement. And on its solidity, as all active and
consistent fighters against imperialism know, depends the future of
world development and likewise their own political success.

To be sure, our enemies know this as well. The political servants of
world capitalism spare no effort in their attempts to prevent the
countries that have broken out of colonial servitude from continuing
their development along the road of anti-impenialist struggle, which
objectively evolves into struggle against all forms of exploitation. The
ideologists and politicians of imperialism count on the developing
countries as a source of ‘fresh blood’ for the senile body of capitalism,
hoping thereby to delay its inevitable end. They are making special
efforts to disrupt the time-tested and growing alliance between the
socialist countries and the forces of national liberation.

Hence the heated polemics at international forums and in world
literature over the question of alliance of the socialist countries and
the national-liberation movement. Hence its immense theoretical and
political relevance.

I should like to draw attention to a few points related to this very
broad and important topic.

First of all, a word about the very concept of ‘alliance of the
socialist countries and the national-liberation movement.’

What do we mean by such an alliance and its development? Do we
mean a system of inter-governmental treaties or a clearly formalized
agreement by parties wishing to act in common on the international
scene? Certainly, these are expressions of the alliance of the forces of
socialism and national liberation requiring the observance of mutual
commitments. But a scientific approach calls for an analysis which,
while noting these forms of alliance, would be mainly directed at
establishing its innermost substance.

Examining the alliance of the socialist countries and the forces of
national liberation from this angle, it would be proper to stress, we
hold, that its main content and basis consists in an objectively and
naturally shaping interaction of all three components of the single
world revolutionary process.

This is borne out by facts of remote and recent history. Take the
latest events in Portugal. Progressive forces there performed a demo-
cratic coup. The way for it was paved by the heroic struggle of the
Portuguese workers, all working people, all opponents of the fascist
dictatorship. But is is also obvious that it was the Portuguese army’s
siding with the people that spelled the doom of the fascist regime, and
this was impelled by the heavy defeats suffered by the regime in wars
against African peoples. Joint struggle on two fronts against the
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fascist colonial dictatorship resulted in its collapse in the metropolitan
country before it admitted final defeat in the colomes. At the same
time, while giving due credit to the outstanding role of the national-
liberation struggle in the Portuguese colonies, we should also note the
contribution made to that struggle by the political, economic and
military aid of the countries of the socialist community.

That is the latest graphic example of interaction by geographically
remote revolutionary forces different in class structure, but objec-
tively united by common aims and interests in the struggle against
imperialism, reaction and colonial oppression. It once again confirms
a general law long since clearly apparent in the important events

highlighting recent history and representing stages in the consolida-
tion of socialism and the national-liberation forces.

The socialist revolution in Russia in October 1917 delivered a blow
to the colonial system and helped to convert the masses in the colomal
countries into an active factor of world history, a force undermining
the pillars of impernialism. This, in turn, helped to consolidate the
victory of the revolution and socialist construction in the USSR.

The crushing defeat of German fascism and Japanese militarism in
the Second World War, to which socialism, as represented by the
Soviet Union, made the decisive contribution, resulted in a large
number of new countries dropping out of the capitalist orbit and
marked a weakening of imperialist positions all over the world. This
paved the way for successful national-liberation revolutions in many
countries of imperialism’s colonial periphery. And that, conversely,
produced additional factors for redoubling socialism’s revolutionary
pressure on capitalism.

The emergence and consolidation of the socialist world system, the
principal anti-impernialist force, has radically altered the world situa-
tion and greatly facilitated the break-up of colonial empires under the
mighty assault of national-liberation revolutions. And this, in turn,
greatly helped to strengthen the socialist forces in their confrontation
against capitalism.

It follows that, like the present events, the lessons of history
confirm the interaction between socialism and the national-liberation
movement, their objectively common interests.

In our theoretical analysis of these points, we Marxist-Leninists
proceed from the conception advanced and conclusively substan-
tiated by Lenin, the brilliant continuer of Marx and Engels. The
grandeur of Lenins’s scientific discovery is that, at the beginning of
the century, before the first victorious socialist revolution, at a time
when the colonialists were still firmly entrenched in their possessions
and wielded undivided power over two-thirds of the world population,
he substantiated the inevitability of the formidable growth of the
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national-liberation struggle, and also the necessity of its fusion with

the revolutionary movement of the proletanat.
Elaborating on the ideas of Marx and Engels, Lenin took note of the

historical conditions created by capitalism’s growing into imperialism,
and approached a number of questions crucial for the future of the
world’s revolutionary and social development from a new angle.
What are these questions?

Lenin defined the liberation movement of the peoples in the col-
onies and semi-colonies as a socio-political force on which the world
bourgeoisie will not, ultimately, be able to count as a reserve in the
class confrontation against the proletanat.

Lenin proved that despite its varied social composition and cetain
intrinsic contradictions, the national-liberation movement has an im-
mense revolutionary potential, and is an active and independent force
in the worldwide revolutionary struggie. Therefore, the attitude to it

of the proletariat, of the socialist forces, can only be one of coopera-
tion and alliance.

Lenin showed that the struggle of the peoples for liberation from
impenialism is not only national in substance, and general democratic
In orientation, but that in due course it will ‘turn against capitalism
and impernialism’ (Coll. Works, Vol. 32, p. 482).

Lenin gave a scientific explanation of the possibility in the new
historical conditions of a direct transition of the decolonized peoples to
socialism, bypassing the capitalist stage.

Lenin stressed that in the national-colonial question the Marxist
must not confine himself to merely recognizing the right of nations to
self-determination. It is also essential to support the revolutionary
elements of national-liberation movements by deed, morally and mat-
erially, in the most decisive way (see Coll. Works, Vol. 22, pp.
151-152).

We are deeply convinced that this is still the only scientific ap-
proach to the national-colonial question, and to the very nature of the
socialist world revolution, among whose motive forces Lenin was the
first to include the national-liberation movement.

Lenin’s thinking opened up a clear perspective for the peoples
fighting for national and social emancipation, and provided a depend-
able ideological, theoretical and political basis for consolidating the
alliance first between the proletariat of the metropolitan countries and
the forces of national liberation, and later between the ruling working
class of the socialist states and the peoples of the developing coun-
tries, first of all the laboring masses.

The conception of this alliance i1s part of Lenin’s strategy of broad
class alliances between the proletaniat, marching in the vanguard of
the world revolution, and all anti-impenialist forces — a strategy not
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confined to national-state fromeworks, but applying to the entire
world revolutionary process.

Guided by Lenin’s profound ideas, the Intermational Meeting of
Communist and Workers’ Parties of 1969 stressed: ‘It is of paramount
importance for the prospects of the anti-imperialist struggle to
strengthen the alliance between the socialist system, the forces of the
working-class movement and national liberation.’*

Many prominent leaders of national-liberation movements are also
convinced advocates of the alliance with socialism. Their theoretical
points of departure are often different from those of the Marxist-
Leninists. Objectively, however, their views concerning the alliance
are akin to ours, because they strive to go deep into the substance of
the present historical epoch, to assess accurately the alignment of
forces on the world scene, as well as the role of the socialist system in
the anti-impenalist struggle, and search for the best ways and
methods of fighting for the national interests of their countries on the
basis of this analysis of global factors. This position has paid off in the
struggle for national liberation.

At the same time(and this we cannot overlook) some influential
political quarters in the developing countries display a tendency now
and then to think and act differently - to adopt decisions prompted by
accidental impulses rather than to proceed from a serious analysis of
objective processes. And, certainly, this i1s a source of danger for the
international alliance of revolutionary forces. But the danger 1s grea-
ter still for the national movements influenced by such fallacious

ideological and political trends. For they are bound to lose positions
to international capital, to impenalism. What new developments

should be subjected to theoretical analysis for a better scientific
understanding of the alliance we are examining?

We consider that the most important of them are the new changes
in the alignment of world forces, the incipient reshaping of the whole
system of international relations, the acquisition of an increasing

social content by the national liberation revolutions, and certain
changes which impenalism and neo-colonialism have effected in their

strategy in keeping with present-day conditions.

The alliance of the socialist countries and the forces of national
liberation exists in a definite world environment. It both influences
and 1s influenced by this environment.

The socialist community has registered tremendous economic gains
over the past 10 to 15 years. Economic cooperation among its member
countries has expanded and their political unity has become more
solid. The defense potential of socialism has increased. All this has

*International Meeting of Communist and Workers' Parties. Moscow 1969. Peace
and Socialism Publishers, Prague, 1969, p. 30.
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strengthened the international standing of the countries of the socialist

community and immensely enhanced its international leverage and
influence.

It may be argued that imperialism, too, has been building up its
power, both economic and military, in this period. This is true, but
even so, the world balance of forces has changed in favor of
socialism, all revolutionary forces. Impenialism can no longer carry
out its aggressive schemes with impunity nor count on the success of
its military ventures. The victory of the heroic people of Vietnam, the
powerful blows dealt by the Arab peoples to Israels’ militansts and
imperialism’s plans in the Middle East, and numerous other examples
are conclusive evidence of this.

In the conditions of this changed alignment of world forces, the
Soviet Union and other members of the socialist community launced
an unexampled diplomatic drive widely described today as the peace
offensive of socialism.

The term ‘détente’ does not entirely cover the change brought
about in world politics as a result of this offensive. It would probably
be much more appropriate to stress that we are at the beginning of a

fundamental recasting of the entire system of international relations.
Surely, there is more to that than a relaxation of the military and

political confrontation in Europe or in Soviet-American relations. The
countries of the socialist community take a broader approach and
look farther ahead. Their efforts are directed toward comlementing
political with military détente, that is, with real measures to end the
arms race, and toward ensuring that the campaign for a dependable
collective security system is not confined to Europe but extends to
Asia and then to the rest of the world, that the salutary processes
going on in world politics are supported by growing international
economic cooperation and that, consequently, every element of in-
equality, price diktat or discrimination in tanffs and credits i1s exc-
luded from economic relations between states. ‘Outside a system of
international relations based on peaceful coexistence,” said L.l
Brezhnev at the World Congress of Peace Forces, ‘there can be
neither a substantive approach to the solution of universal problems
of the future, nor successful fulfilment of the numerous pressing tasks
of today.’

Needless to say, the more actively the policy of putting interna-
tional relations on a sounder basis is backed by the national liberation
movement and the developing countries, the more rapidly it will make
fruitful progress.

It 1s precisely over this that new serious problems arise. One of
these 1s the following: The impenalists would like to interpret peace-
ful coexistence as a development blocking the way to the peoples’
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revolutionary liberation activity. By contrast, the foreign policy of
socialism, which is both a policy for peace and a class policy, sees its
task not only in preventing international contradictions from evolving
into a dangerous military confrontation, but in immobilizing the forces
of imperialist aggression and providing favorable conditions for the
working people’s class struggle and for liberation revolutions. The
struggle for a democratic, just peace and the struggle for revolutionary
ideals do not exclude each other but, on the contrary, are two mutu-
ally complementary aspects of the worldwide offensive against im-
perialism.

In today’s atmosphere of détente, as in the past, the countries of the
socialist community are resolved to support the struggle of Afro-
Asian peoples against imperialism and reaction, a struggle which, as
we all know, may assume the sharpest forms, including armed action.
An example of this support today is the Soviet Union’s aid to the Arab
peoples under aggressive attack from Israel and its impenalist accom-
plices. On the other hand, in step with the consolidation of the
Afro-Asian countries’ international positions, they play a bigger role,
with greater responsibility, in the struggle to consolidate and deepen

world political détente. The fight against imperialism must continue,
but in such a way as not to frustrate but to deepen détente, which

benefits all peoples. On the other hand, it must prevent impenalism
from exploiting the new situation to stabilize its shaken positions.

Another important charactenistic of the present period is the
deepening of national revolutions and their entry into a stage at which
many social movements in developing countries are assuming an ever
more marked class character without losing their general anti-
impenalist trend. Within the framework of the deepening content of
national revolution, there is coming about both a growing social
differentiation inside the developing countries and in many of them an
intensification of class antagonisms. The liberation struggle, espe-
cially in countries with a socialist orientation, is turning more and
more manifestly against relations based on exploitation, both feudal
and capitalist. Of course, this is only taking place where the road of
non-capitalist development is not merely proclaimed but followed.

One of the trends stemming from this truly worldwide process and
directly influencing the destiny of the alliance of the forces of
socialism and national liberation is that the community of goals in the
anti-impenalist struggle cementing the alliance is supplemented by
increasingly close social class interests. Indeed, in the countries
where far-reaching anti-imperialist reforms are being carried out
under the leadership of revolutionary democratic regimes and where a
socialist orientation is being imparted to the whole of social progress,
and where (this is especially important) there are united progressive
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national-patriotic fronts, an ever broader social and political basis is
forming on which to extend relations with socialism. This expresses
itself in the growing economic cooperation with countries of the
socialist community, closer relations between states and the de-
velopment of contacts between parties.

However, we must not discount a different trend, for in many
developing countries the bourgeoisie is consolidating its economic

and political domination. Does this mean that their alliance with
socialism against imperialist policy must inevitably erode and disap-
pear?

We should bear in mind that the choice of the road of further social
development is still an open question for many former colonies and
semi-colonies. A political class struggle being fought over it is the
pivot of public life in developing countries. However, it is taking place
at a time when these countries have to consolidate their national
political independence and win economic independence. The various
classes and political forces representing them insist on dissimilar ways
and means of accomplishing this. But, in any case, they see their
prime objective in casting off the remnants of national dependence. In
other words, even antagonistic classes have a common interest in
resisting imperialism. This is why even among the bourgeoisie of
developing countries there is still an interest in alliance with the
greatest anti-imperialist force of today, socialism.

The facts show that more and more developing countries under
bourgeois rule are entering into varied relations with the Soviet Union
and other members of the socialist community. Does that mean that
the domestic bourgeoisie has lost its class instinct? No, it is a result of
sober calculation, for these relations help the bourgeoisie to maintain
its economic independence. More, a large part of the national
bourgeoisie pins its hopes for a vanant of capitalist development
independent of world imperialism on alliance with socialism. The

question may be asked: does not the alliance of socialism with such
developing countries help to reproduce capitalist relations and extend

the sphere of action and influence of capitalism as a social system?
Obviously, the question cannot be answered correctly without taking

into account the specific features and prospects of the struggle be-
tween socialism and impernialism, a struggle which determines the

general course of world development, or without bearing in mind the
anti-impenialist potentialities of certain bourgeois quarters in Afro-
Asian countries.

If we take into consideration the whole range of problems which the

developing countries come up against both at home and abroad, it can
be said that the struggle for a free choice of the road of social

development is central to their relations with imperialism. This con-
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clusion follows from the fact that national revolutions are acquiring
an ever deeper social content and from the manner in which im-

perialism has lately been revising its strategy toward the developing
countries.

The days are gone when imperalism could shape at will the
economic structure of underdeveloped countries and fully block their

economic growth. Today the impenrialists are compelled, in view of
the new alignment of international forces, to adapt to the irresistible

desire of the newly-free peoples to develop their national economies.
Moreover, the international monopolies’ own interests demand, in
view of the present-day technological standards of production, a
degree of modernization of the economic mechanism of the countries
which these monopolies would like to keep as markets and investment
spheres. Besides, it is obvious that foreign government and private
investments there require definite conditions. These factors encour-

age impenalism to grant credits and extend technological aid to de-
veloping countries.

But the impenalists want guarantees that these developing coun-
tries will remain in the orbit of international capitalist exploitation.
The fundamental principle of imperialist policy toward the developing
countries is to back capitalism where it has taken root and buttress it
where it 1s still weak.

In short, neo-colonialist strategy is designed to rob decolonized
peoples of freedom in choosing their road of social development. This
1S the crux of the problem, for the freedom the developing countries

are fighting for now that political independence has been won, is
freedom of social choice.

As Marxist-Leninists see it, there can be no genuine social freedom
without the liberation of labor from the yoke of capital. Hence their
conviction that only socialism accords with the fundamental interests
of the masses of the developing countries. However, the socialist
countries hold that the choice of road of social development is an
internal affair. And for it to be a truly free choice it is most important
to reduce to a minimum and eventually preclude any possibility of
interference by external reaction and impenialism. Hence the need for
the all-round strengthening of the national independence of develop-
ing countries, including economic independence.

This is facilitated, among other things, by promoting economic and
technical cooperation between socialist and developing countnes.
Thus, there can be no doubt that the projects and enterprises built or

being built in these countries with the financial and technological
assistance of the Soveit Union and other countries of the socialist

community contribute effectively to the formation of a diversified,
independent economy. The bulk of their credits and technical aid is
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funnelled into industries making the means of production, the back-
bone of independence.

In promoting this cooperation, the socialist world believes that in
helping each other they engage in mutual assistance, which
strengthens common positions and thus changes for the better the
balance of forces in the historic confrontation with impenalism.

To belittle this cooperation bourgeois propaganda contends that in
physical volume it is much below the economic exchanges of the
highly developed capitalist countries with many developing countries.
In statistical terms this is certainly so. But in the complex processes of
international economic life quality is more important than quantity,
and they can best be analyzed not by the methods of book-keeping,
which deal with numbers, but by the methods of political economy.
Approaching the problem from scientific positions, we must look
beyond each statistical indicator to the reality of class interests, to the
social and economic contradictions on the national and international
scale.

And this reality is that the alliance of the forces of socialism and
national liberation, in its economic as well as other forms, develops on
the basis of equality, mutual support and mutual benefit. Is record is
not besmirched by colonial plunder, that indelible blot on the history
of impenalism’s relations with the peoples of Asia, Afrnica and Latin
America. It has nothing in common with the mechanism of exploita-
tion which to this day enables impernialist monopolies and banks to
extract huge profits and interest on credits. But the main thing is that,
in the long term, impenalism seeks to prevent the peoples of the
developing countries from breaking out of this system of international
exploitation, whereas the whole policy of socialism is to ensure condi-
tions in which they can gain freedom from all forms of oppression.

Another group of problems concerns the obstacles and difficulties
in strengthening and advancing the alliance between the forces of
socialism and national liberation. And here, I think, it would be useful
to concentrate not so much on the obstacles which, as could only be
expected, imperialism tries to erect. These must be resolutely ex-
posed and removed: there can be no other view. But there are other
difficulties: the problems, differences or, perhaps, misunderstandings
that develop within the framework of the two revolutionary currents
and which can, therefore, be resolved only by our own efforts. These
problems are mainly subjective in character.

The first question that arises in connection with this is the need for
a class approach to the alliance. For this it is necessary, first, to

single out the basic goals of the international struggle that objectively
unite the forces of socialism and the national-liberation movement,

and not to make too much of individual differences. Selfish, narrow
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nationalism, which denies any community of purpose and belittles the
importance of the alliance, is also contrary to the genuinely patriotic
ideology of radical anti-impenalist circles in the developing countries
and by its very nature gravitates toward bourgeois pragmatism. It
makes an absolute of the tactics of political maneuver to the neglect of
the strategic goals of the liberation revolution, declaring immediate
results the only worthwhile thing. It will use any means to achieve a
given result, whether or not it is in keeping with the long-term national
interests and, last, whether or not this tactic conforms to the princi-
ples of anti-impenrialism.

It 1s this nationalism that produces various concepts designed to
separate the developing countries from the countries of the socialist
community. Take, for example, the so-called ‘three worlds’ theory
elevated by some political circles to the status of a global strategy. Its
scientific worth can be judged from the fact that it declares the
‘second world,” which includes the former colonial powers, that 1s,
the impenalists, an ally of the ‘third world,’ the ex-colonial peoples.
And it goes on to declare that the enemy of the developing countries is
the ‘first world,” which lumps together the Soviet Union, true friend
of the forces of national liberation, with the impenialist United States.
In effect, it places in the same category countries that are on different
sides of the class barricade. Incidentally, the different attitudes to the
Chilean junta exposes those who side with American impenalism.
And this certainly does not include the Soviet Union.

The authors of the ‘three worlds’ concept, furthermore, see the
‘third world’ in purely formal, not class terms. They disregard its
diversity: countries that reject capitalism as a social system,
bourgeois states with anti-impenalist policies, states engaged in ex-
pansion into neighboring countries, and even openly fascist regimes.

Other ‘theories’ also disregard the class aspect— the ‘two super-
powers’ theory, the ‘world city and world village’ theory, the ‘rich
and poor nations’ theory, the ‘equidistance’ theory, the ‘maneuver-
ing’ theory, etc. And in general, how can one reconcile advocacy of
the struggle for socialism, for friendship with the countries of the
socialist community, with direct or indirect propaganda of anti-
communism and anti-Sovietism? Yet such facts exist.

Another important question concerns the scientific critenia of the
effectiveness of reciprocal economic ties of socialist and developing
countries. While acknowledging the value of such ties and their role in
enhancing the economic potentials of new states, one should not lose
sight of the main thing, which is to achieve the independent develop-
ment of each country on the basis of its natural resources. The
question here is not of ‘self-reliance’ in the vulgar Sense of the term
sometimes used to undermine the alliance of the two revolutionary
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currents. Autarky and economic isolation in the era of the scientific
and technological revolution is a utopia. However, it is important to
avoid the other extreme, which sees outside help as the answer of
practically every difficulty. Assistance is truly effective only in com-
bination with the economic efforts of the newly-independent countries
themselves.

Lately, many questions are being asked in connection with the
problem of economic ties between countries of the socialist commun-
ity and the developed capitalist countries. It is often asked: Will these
ties not come into contradiction with the tasks of the revolutionary
struggle against imperialism, will they not harm relations between
socialist and developing countries? As mentioned before, the best
conditions for revolutionary processes in the world are created by the
international détente won by the peoples, and economic ties are an
important component of détente. World trade is a tool of socialist
policy without which genuine détente is impossible. This tool must
be mastered so that it serves us, not our enemies. We have not the
slightest doubt that the capitalist monopolies will try to use trade to
drive a wedge between socialist and developing countries. We must
be ready to oppose this.

For the countrnies of the socialist community trade within the com-
munity accounts for almost two-thirds of their total foreign trade.
Thus, they can take a firm and independent stand in the capitalist
market, upholding their own interest and those of their friends. Yes,
in conditions of détente trade with the developed capitalist countries
does expand, but this is not detrimental to anyone, and certainly not
to the developing countries, with which ties are strengthening.

A pnmary condition for the cohesion of the forces of socialism and
the liberation movement is unity among both the socialist and the
developing countries. In the case of the socialist countries this unity is
embodied in their community. At the same time, and I say this as a
Soviet Communist, we deeply regret the position of the leadership of
the Communist Party of China. It creates great obstacles for the
strengthening of friendly relations between the peoples of socialist
and developing countries.

Equally important is to strengthen the ranks of the liberation
movement itself. In spite of all difficulties and the diversity of its
component detachments, one should not forget that the general
democratic tasks of liberation revolutions — economic independence,
building up sovereignty — are as relevant as ever; even more impor-
tant, there remains the common enemy: imperialism. Cohesion of
different detachments of the national-liberation struggle, both within
individual countries and in the framework of the movement as a

whole, increases the revolutionary potentialities of the alliance of the
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socialist countries and the national-liberation movement and
strengthens the united anti-imperialist front.

Only a firm alliance of the socialist system, the international work-
ing class and national-liberation revolutions, K.I. Zarodov said in
conclusion, will make it possible to consummate our world-historic

cause: the ultimate defeat of imperialism and social liberation to all
mankind.

Ideological aspects
of the dialogue

with believers

Todor Stoichev
D. Phil. (Bulgana)

Communists determine their attitude to believers according to the
given situation. However, they always remember that it must be
subordinate to the revolutionary party’s main task to carry forward
the working people’s fight against the exploiters. They are positively
against the reactionary bourgeoisie’s attempts to foment religious
hatred so as to divert public attention from really important, funda-
mental economic and political problems. ‘Unity in this really re-
volutionary struggle of the oppressed class for the creation of a
paradise on earth,” Lenin wrote, ‘is more important to us than unity of
proletarian opinion on paradise in heaven’ (Coll. Works, Vol. 10, p.
87).

That Lenin was right in giving priority to the working people’s
political unity in the class struggle over ideological differences is also
evident today, when more and more people are uniting on a common
democratic political platform to fight for peace, democracy and social
progress.

Religious consciousness in crisis.

Steadily pursuing a policy of closer cooperation with believers,’
Communists use the opportunities created by social changes in the
world, including changes in the religious consciousness of the masses
and in the policy of the Church itself.

Present-day social reality, gradually destroying the believers’ no-
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tions of the religious basis of human activity, rouses the masses to
action and fosters their civic and class consciousness. ‘Atonement,’

‘everlasting happiness’ and °‘life in paradise’ - abstract and vague
notions that can no longer reassure the believers’ awakened civic
consciousness — as well as other mystical and mythological ideas,
coexist with the more realistic ideals of human happiness on earth and
are occasionally superseded by them. The growing realism of the
believers’ social consciousness, which takes the most diverse forms,
moves the masses away from the official religious i1deology and at-
tunes their minds to democratic and progressive ideas. These changes
are among the manifestations of the crisis which the ideological foun-
dations of the Church are going through.

The cnisis of religion and religious consciousness is a product of our
epoch, the epoch of transition from capitalism to socialism, and a
consequence of the increasing contradictions of the capitalist system.
It shows in growing contradictions between religious dogma and the
believers’ activities, in free thinking which poses a threat to theologi-
cal principles, in religious liberalism and reformism, the spread of
various left-wing Christian trends stressing the justice of the struggle
against impenalism and reactionary political regimes, and many other
phenomena. The Church cannot but take account of these processes,
which have changed the objective standing of religion in contempor-

ary society, and it tries to adapt somehow to the new conditions.
The adaptation to the political, social and cultural realities of today

is especially intensive in the Catholic Church. After the Second
Ecumenical Council the Catholic Church recognized cooperation be-
tween believers and non-believers to be a necessary form of relations
between people adhering to different ideologies, and declared in sup-
port of movements for peace and peaceful coexistence. It proclaims
freedom and equal rights for all nations and backs some of the work-
ing people’s social and economic demands. Since it can no longer
openly support capitalism for fear of widening the rift between itself
and the working people, the Catholic Church is taking a more flexible
stand.

Stressing the universal character of Christianity is a ploy used by
Catholic theologians to try and strengthen links with Catholic working
people. Catholic workers are told that Christianity expresses the
interests of the whole of society, of all believers, in spite of distinc-
tions in their social class position.

“The Church,’ writes Jean Guichard, a French theologian, ‘would
like to bring everyone into the fold, both the rich and the poor, would
like its word to reach everyone. This determines its objective position
. ... With its financial and institutional standing guaranteed through
links with the ruling classes, the Church strives, on the other hand, to
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preserve its links with the masses.’? Many Catholic theologians see
this feature of Christianity as its greatest asset, saying that it brings
the elements of ‘love,” ‘unity’ and ‘cohesion’ into the human com-
munity.

The social meaning of these theological interpretations is obvious -
‘union in Christ’ is preached among people and social groups differing
in economic and political position. In other words, the advocacy of
social ‘unity’ as the supreme principle regulating the believers’ be-
haviour objectively meets the interests of the exploiting minority, and
not those of the exploited masses, since it denies the historical neces-
sity for the class struggle, the only way for the workers and other
working people to cast off the shackles of exploitation and social
oppression. Jules Girardi, and Italian theoljgian, says that the worker

naturally perceives condemnation of the class struggle as a result of
‘the reflection of a definite way of thinking and culture of the ruling

class.’ Guichard, too, admits that Christian umversalism is fictitious
and has an explicitly conservative class character, for he notes that
‘Christian universalism today is expected to play the role of guardian
of the existing social structures and presents itself as their ideological
guarantor.’# |

It follows that many influential Vatican ideologists visualize the
future of human society as a new phase of capitalism, which is
supposed to be developing in the direction of a ‘reformed,’ ‘democ-
ratized’ and ‘renovated’ capitalism based on the principles of ‘class
peace’ and ‘class cooperation’ and on ‘the Western countries’ rejec-
tion of communism.’?

In trying to adapt to he historical process and maintain, or even
strengthen, its social positions, the Church hierarchy encounters sern-

ous difficulties. The dissatisfaction of large sections of believers with
the Vatican’s policies and social doctrine is one of the reasons for the

rnse and rapid spread of Left reformist and revolutionary currents
among the Catholic rank and file. Some Left Catholic movements try
to revive on a new social basis the ideas of early Christianity, of what
Engels described as the religion of ‘the slaves and freedmen, the poor
and disfranchised, the peoples conquered or dispersed by Rome’ (*On
the History of Early Christianity’). Some Catholic working people see
in early Christianity ‘points of coincidence’ with communism.®

Some Left Catholic leaders declare in support of the socialist aspi-
rations of the working class and are willing to cooperate with Com-
munists in various public fields.

All this is reason enough, as Orlando Millas, a Chilean Communist,
wrote, ‘to speak of two trends in contemporary Catholicism: a theol-
ogy which strives to distract the working people’s attention from the
real problems of today’s world, and a theology which does not pre-
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vent believers from joining in revolutionary battles.’” We are witnes-
sing the formation of a ‘new Church’ opposed to conservative and
reactionary religious doctrines and movements. The Church is no
longer a monolithic entity but an arena of bitter internecine strife
reflecting the development of the great social and political movements
of our time.

The vast variety and deep-going differentiation of Christian senti-
ments and ideas are and important sign of the crisis of religious
ideology and religious consciousness. It is still more important that
trends have formed within the framework of religious ideology which
pave the way for closer unity of action by believers and Communists
for freedom, peace and democracy.

Platform for cooperation

Inasmuch as believers still make up a substantial part of the popula-
tion in a number of countries, alliance with them is of considerable
political importance. The 1969 Meeting of Communist and Workers’
Parties stated this explicitly in its main document: ‘Positive coopera-
tion and joint action between Communists and broad democratic
masses of Catholics and followers of other religions are developing in
some countries. The dialogue between them on issues such as war
and peace, capitalism and socialism, and neo-colonialism and the
problem of the developing countries, has become highly topical; their
united action against impenialism, for democracy and socialism, is
extemely timely. Communists are convinced that in this way -
through broad contacts and joint action — the mass of religious people
can become an active force in the anti-impenialist struggle and in
carrying out far-reaching social changes.’®

Cooperation between Communists and believers meets a pressing
need for a united anti-imperialist front and should help to solve acute
social contradictions which arise and exist objectively. Emphasis here
should be on ascertaining practical measures acceptable to both sides

and supporting specific social and political changes likely to contri-
bute to the solution of pressing social problems.

In evolving a platform for cooperation with religious working peo-
ple, Marxist-Leninists proceed from the fact that social consciousness
1S determined by social being. They are emphatically against ap-
proaching the question of religion ‘in an abstract, idealistic fashion, as
an ‘intellectual’ question unconnected with the class struggle’ (Coll.
Works, Vol. 10, p. 86). The Marxist-Christian dialogue is a distinctive
form of political alliance which does not necessarily presuppose
ideological unity. It has a specific social and political program meeting
the vital needs of the working people, who are capable of uniting in
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the name of common class interests and tasks despite differences in
world outlook.

Thus the basis for the dialogue is joint action for definite social and
political results, formulated and implemented in a setting of an
ideological confrontation. But does this imply that the dialogue is
primarily and chiefly a form of political alliance of religious and non-
religious working people and that the ideological prerequisites of
cooperation and dialogue may be ignored altogether? I think this
deduction would be overhasty and fundamentally wrong.

Obviously, cooperation cannot in this case be based on common
philosophical and ideological positions. However, the fact that the
dialectical materialist philosophy and the religious world outlook are
antitheses does not rule out similarities in some social and political
aspirations and humanist values, though differently motivated
(abolishing exploitation of man by man, establishing social equality,
democratizing public life, and so on), nor a joint condemnation of
certain contemporary phenomena (racism, the threat of nuclear war,
mass poverty, acts of aggression, colonialism and neo-colonialism,
and so on). The facts show that under the influence of revolutionary
struggle in which they take part and of the achivements of socialism,
some believers are capable of assimilating progressive political ideas,
including certain of the Communists’ political conclusions. Needless
to say, joint political action would be impossible without definite
common ideological motives resulting from the unity of social and
economic interests and a common interest in maintaining and promot-
ing peace and social progress.

It will be readily seen that most of the above common ideals and
values belong to the socio-political sphere. This circumstance points
unmistakably to the direction in which the believers’ social con-
sciousness i1s changing, namely, the increasing significance and lever-

age of political ideas, even in their religious shell, in comparison with
other components of religious consciousness. Second, it necessitates

a very careful account of the fact that today the social consciousness
of believers, above all working people, is differentiated, and noting
those of its components that go beyond the elementary belief in the
preternatural and are distinctive forms of reflection of social reality. In
particular, there arise forms of religious ideology which reflect, if very
inadequately, the aspiration of democratic-minded believers to re-
shape society, including also its reorganization on socialist principles.
Does this imply that cooperation in this instance can also extend to
the ideological sphere? Should we not somehow revise the idea of
political cooperation as the basis of the dialogue between Communists

and believers? As we see it, these questions can only be answered In
the negative.
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The platform on which relations between Communists and believ-
ers are built is ‘secular’ and general political, not ideological. What-
ever the forms of religious consciousness or the social and political
doctrines expressing it, it is never compatible with the scientific,
Marxist world outlook. This i1s also true of the outlook of
democratic-minded believers, such as Left Catholics. While sharing
certain progressive social ideals with the Communists, believers con-
tinue to perceive reality from the standpoint of their religious faith and
shape their attitude to this reality accordingly.

Communists cannot, of course, accept this religious ideological
motivation of man’s social conduct. Their social ideals and values are
based on entirely different principles and leave no room for anything
supernatural. In other words, both the Marxist and the Christian
abide, after joining in the dialogue, by the conviction that it 1s his
world outlook that adeguately expresses the social requirements of
contemporary society, and this rules out all concession or com-
promise on ideological issues by either. This 1s why, in spite of certain
‘points of contact’ between the moral and political consciousness of
some believers and that of the working people’s Communist van-
guard, it 1s nght to define the dialogue as a form of joint action by
believers and Communists to achieve definite social and political
results. Emphasizing the ideological aspect of the dialogue instead of
seeking joint action does not make the formation and consolidation of
a political alliance easier and, indeed, runs counter to the very idea of

dialogue as a form of political cooperation between social forces
differing in world outlook.

Proceeding from Lenin’s idea that revolutionary struggle necessi-
tates close cooperation among the working people irrespective of their
religious or philosophical differences, Communists hold out their
hand to all believers who favor cooperation with them.

Winning the masses

We have seen that the dialogue as a form of joint political action has a
meaning only if it involves people who realize the necessity for
common action to solve pressing social problems, while abiding by
their own convictions. Consequently, joint political action by Com-
munists and believers for peace, national liberation and social prog-
ress does not eliminate the need of ideological criticism of religion.
This criticism is not an end in itself and cannot be reduced to the
superficial activity of ‘narrow bourgeois uplifters’ (Coll. Works, Vol.
15, p. 405), let alone to anarchist attacks on religion which offend the

believers. It is inseparable from the tasks of the class struggle, is
necessitated by it and subordinated to its exigencies and takes into
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account the political, economic and ideological conditions prevailing
in the country concerned.

The purpose of ideological criticism of religion is to unite democra-
tic and anti-imperialist forces, remove ideological obstacles to a
common struggle and provide a favorable climate for the awakening
and development of the social and political consciousness of religious
working people.

Communists emphatically reject ideological speculations over the
dialogue designed to impose a philosophical and ideological rap-
prochement between the two sides® as a prerequisite of cooperation.
They closely follow changes in the working people’s religious outlook
that objectively make for closer links with the socialist working-class
movement. There can be no doubt that as democratic Christian
movements gain in scope and political matunity, the inadequacy of the
religious form to the real social content perceived through it will come
out more and more. Along with the general change in the balance of
world forces in favor of socialism, this process is bound to encourage
interest in the scientific world outlook and the assimilation of ele-
ments of the Marxist world outlook by some believers.

It has been said that numerous Christians — workers, members of

the middle strata, and intellectuals - already accept many of the
Communists’ political conclusions, which is an important indication
of the changes taking place in their outlook. In view of these changes
and the objective trends of social development, it is safe to day that
there is an opportunity for the positions of religious working people
and those of the Communists to draw closer together and, in the last
resort, for believers to adopt the scientific world outlook under the
impact of a jointly evolved program for democratic change and the
direct or indirect influence (and not spontaneously) of the working
people’s Communist vanguard.

Closer unity of action between Communists and believers may thus
serve as one of the starting points for the latter’s advance to the
scientific world outlook. Let it be stressed once more that it is not a
question of bringing the philosophical positions of Marxism and re-
ligious ideology closer together but of the prospects of advancing from
religious views to the consistently scientific, Marxist-Leninist world
outlook.

The remoulding of the social consciousness of believers is necessar-
ily a protracted and exceedingly complex process. For a fairly long
time to come, important Marxist ideas may coexist in the believers’
consciousness with the religious motivation of their social and politi-
cal activity.

Not all who come to accept the socialist ideal of reshaping society
will do so as staunch Communists. Some will do so as believers,
others as inconsistent socialists who have yet to shed certain petty-
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bourgeois prejudices, and so on. Communists, never abandoning their
realism, will both seek these people’s support and constantly draw
them into a common struggle against social injustice and into building
the new society. ‘A vanguard,” Lenin wrote, ‘performs its task as
vanguard only when it is able to avoid being isolated from the mass of
the people it leads and is able really to lead the whole mass forward’
(Coll. Works, Vol. 33, p. 227).

It is impossible to advance to the Marxist world outlook outside the
struggle for political and social changes in capitalist society and,
under socialism, for more perfect social relations. Ideas become a
matenal force when they win the masses. But propaganda and educa-
tional work alone are not enough for Marxist ideas to win the masses.
It 1s indispensable to draw the masses into the vast sphere of the class
struggle for democracy and socialism. This is the sphere in which
Marxist ideas ‘acquire substance’ and become a powerful moral force
regulating man’s conduct and social consciousness, and hence a real
material force. Bringing communist ideas to the masses is a very
difficult, contradictory and long process. This makes ideological and
educational work by Marxist-Leninist parties a requisite of success.

The Communists are the vanguard of the working people and the
whole of progressive mankind engaged in a titanic battle for peace,
democracy and socialism. Their devoted activity to free the peoples
from capitalist exploitation and impenialist oppression and to achieve

genuine happiness for all working people, is a source of inspiration to
millions of men on our planet. Religious working people find their
place among these millions inspired by the Communist ideal.
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Parliament and
the class struggle

REPRESENTATIVES OF THE COMMUNIST PARTIES
OF BELGIUM, BRITAIN AND DENMARK
DISCUSS ELECTION LESSONS

The communist attitude to bourgeois parliaments and the theoreti-
cal questions involved in using parliament in the fight for democ-
racy and socialism have been repeatedly discussed in the pages of
this journal. Most of the discussion focussed on the experience of
the West-European Communist parties which for many years have
had a stable parliamentary representation and which regularly ob-
tain from a fifth to a quarter of the vote (France, Italy, Finland).

The general elections in Denmark (December), Britain (end of
February) and Belgium (March) offer a convenient opportunity to
analyze the experience of Communist parties which have a small or
no representation in parliament.

The problems this poses were discussed at an exchange of views
in Prague by /b Ngriund, CC Executive and Secretariat member,
Communist Party of Denmark; Jean Terfve, Deputy Chairman,
Communist Party of Belgium; and /dris Cox, representative of the
CP Great Britain on World Marxist Review. They concentrated on
the practical, rather than theoretical, aspects of what Lenin once
described as ‘the arduous job of utilizing reactionary parliaments
for revolutionary purposes’ (Coll. Works, Vol. 31, p. 64).

The last parliamentary elections in the three countries were held
against the background of the profound political, social and economic
crisis that has gripped capitalist Europe in the 70s. This laid its imprint
on the campaign and the results. There have been visible changes in
party alignments. In Denmark, the number of parties represented in
the Folketing has doubled from five to 10. In all three countries there
has been a distinct malfunctioning of the alternating mechanism. In
Britain, for example, neither of the traditional ruling parties managed
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to obtain an overall majority and form a stable government. For the
first time in 50 years Britain has a minority (Labor) government, with
new elections inevitable later this year.

The sharpening crisis, growing inflation, a heavier tax burden, less
expenditure on the social services, tough wages regulation and factu-
ally unlimited growth of monopoly profits combined to heighten the
workers’ struggle, with more strikes and other mass actions. The
Communists have an active part in this, devotedly defending the
interests of the working people. This has raised the authority of the
parties and has strengthened their influence and positions in the trade
unions and other working-class organizations. But while devoting
maximum attention to work on the shop floor, the Communists have
not relaxed their activity on the parliamentary front. And here there
have been both setbacks and successes, the latter serving as a good
augury for the future.

Facts and figures

The Communist Party of Denmark, which had not been represented

in the Folketing since 1960, won six seats and polled 110,000 votes
(3.6 per cent), thus surmounting the two per cent barmer. The Com-

munist Party of Belgium won five seats and polled 3.75 per cent of the
vote. The Communist Party of Britain put up 44 candidates; none of
them was elected and only one obtained the 12.5 per cent minimum

needed to get back his deposit.
Gaping disparity

In discussing the outcome of the election, Idris Cox drew attention to
the gaping disparity between the Party’s growing influence among the
workers and its poor showing at the polls. The Party is influential in
the factories and mines, in the unions and other mass organizations,
has been able to bring millions into mass campaigns, but its support in
general elections i1s measured only in thousands of votes. This is the
most surprising and contradictory feature of British political life.
Even opponents of the Communist Party know that the votes cast for
it are out of all proportion to its real political weight. One indication of
that 1s that the Tories (and the Labor right-wing) made much of the
‘communist menace’ (‘Reds under the bed’) in their election cam-
paign. Yet only one out of every 100 electors voted Communist in the

constituencies contested by the Party. This presents a serious prob-
lem for the British Communists.

Analyzing the reasons for this, Cox first pointed to the specific way
in which the labor movement in Britain developed, with the result that
the Labor Party has, in effect, monopolized political representation of
the working people. Traditionally, the Labor Party is regarded as the
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political arm of the trade unions through which they uphold their
economic and political rights. Second, the electoral system is de-
signed to make permanent the arrangement by which the two ruling
parties alternate in government. Up to 1924 the two were the Tones
and Liberals and since then the Tories and Labor. Their main concern
is to keep out a third party. Third, the undemocratic election laws. It
1s enough for the successful candidate to obtain even one vote more
than his nearest opponent on the principle of ‘the first to reach the
post wins.” In practice, this favors the traditional parties, whose
candidates are often elected by a minornty vote. In fact, more than

half of the present parliament, both Tory and Labor, are there ‘by the
will of the minonty.’

Deposit or fine?

The election deposit (£150) is lost if the candidate fails to poll at least
one-eight of the vote. To all intents it 1s a fine imposed on the smaller
parties. If the Communist Party were to put up candidates in all 635
constituencies, it would have to raise about £100,000, or nearly a
quarter of a million dollars, in deposits, and this in addition to the
heavy costs of running an election campaign. Obviously a working-
class party cannot raise that much money.

In the past it was mostly the -Communists who pointed to the
injustice of the electoral system. Now its injustice is being painfully
felt by the bourgeois Liberal Party. In the last elections the Liberals
polled more than 6 million votes (the the Conservatives’ roughly 12
million) and obtained 14 seats in Parliament (to the Conservatives’
296). In other words, the Liberals had to poll 400,000 votes for each of
their MPs, whereas the Conservatives needed only 40,000.

With proportional representation there would now be between 10
and 20 Communists in Parliament - dozens of Communists are re-
turned in municipal elections, particularly in Scotland and Wales. And
so, the Communist Party’s fight for democracy includes so concrete
an aim as democratization of the electoral system.

The fact that there are no Communists at Westminster, Cox em-
phasized, does not mean that the Party is i1solated from Parliament
and exerts no influence on it. We have ties with dozens of Labor MPs,
especially on the leftt We can meet with them, discuss pressing
problems, suggest initiatives. Some of them regularly write for the
Morning Star - the Labor Party has no daily paper of its own.

Nor should the fact be overlooked that the Communist aim in the
last election was to defeat the Tories, oust them from office and return
a Labor government which would repeal the anti-labor laws and
pursue and progressive policy. In a broader sense, therefore, the
election campaign justified our expectations, though the Labor
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Party’s indecision and general half-hearted attitude have prevented it
from winning a majority. The fact that our candidates were not
successful 1s nothing to be happy about, of course. But the Com-
munist Party’s struggle has doubtlessly had its impact on the outcome
of the election just as it has had its impact on British political life over
the past years. Though not represented at Westminster, the Party has
been able to generate a mass struggle outside Parliament to influence
legislation, government policy and the present changes in the cor-
ridors of power.

The discussion revealed that in Belgium and in Denmark, too,
though less obviously, there is a disparity between the Party’s politi-
cal influence and its voting strength. It is no exaggeration to say,
Terfve remarked, that the real influence of the Communist Party of
Belgium i1s much greater than its membership. That view is shared
even in bourgeois circles and that explains the failure of repeated
attempts to politically isolate the Party.

The ‘wasted vote’ syndrome

Attention was drawn also to this paradoxical situation: growing
Communist strength in the trade unions is not matched by growing
success in municipal and parliamentary elections. Popular workers’
leaders, people elected to trade union positions with considerable
majorities, often fail to poll an appreciable vote in general elections.
One of the reasons is that a large part of the voters, including workers,
believe that a vote cast for a Communist is a vote ‘wasted.’

The first to notice this phenomenon was Engels. Over 80 years ago
he wrote that under the bourgeois electoral system a vote not cast for
the candidate of one of the two main parties is considered wasted:
“The Amernican, like the Englishman, wants to influence the state and
does not cast his vote to the winds.’
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