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Détente, disarmament
and social progress

feature

Jesus Faria
General Secretary,
CP of Venezuela

The growth of international relations is making its impact on social
life and i1s a characteristic feature of contemporary world develop-
ment. As humanity progresses toward socialism, it will undoubtedly
assume growing importance. Internai policies are being increasingly
influenced by the changes at work in the world and by the positive
turn from the cold war to détente, to the gradual practical assertion in
international life of the principles of peaceful coexistence of countries
with different social systems.

The relaxation of international tension has been brought about by
the joint efforts of the revolutionary and peace forces and particularly
by the consistent foreign policies of the socialist countries. We com-
munists advocate peaceful coexistence not only because it is in the
interests of socialism, the working class of the capitalist countries,
and the national-liberation movements. As exponents of true
humanism, the communists are striving to make the objective course
of social development, the class struggle in the international sphere,

and the inevitable victory of progress as painless as possible for
humankind, and one of their chief aims is to prevent a world ther-

monuclear disaster. To quote Marx, the communists do not want
human progress to resemble ‘that hideous pagan idol, who would not
drink the nectar but from the skulls of the slain’ (Marx and Engels,
Selected Works, Vol. 1, p. 499). Humanity today has no alternative to
establishing the principles of peaceful coexistence if it wishes to avoid
nuclear catastrophe.

The grave problems (unemployment, inflation, and so on) that
millions of working people in the capitalist countries have to face
cannot be solved in the context of a continuing arms race, escalating
military budgets and permanent confrontation with the socialist
world. Suffice it to say that overall world military expenditure in 1977
came to more than $350 billion, with the Unmited States (where un-
employment runs at 8 million) accounting for 40 per cent of that sum.
This explodes the arguments designed to justify war preparations as a
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means of restoring the health of the U.S. economy. Growing numbers
of working people in the capitalist countries are coming to realize that

the arms race is one of the main causes of the decline in their standard
of living.

We believe that there are real possibilities of eliminating the danger
of world war if the peoples act even more resolutely than they have so
far and compel the ruling circles of the impenalist countries, who
initiated the new military build-up, at first to gradually reduce arms
and the armed forces, and then to agree to general and complete
disarmament. This may seem utopian, but if we consider the terrible
dangers that the new weapons hold for all nations, if we bear in mind
the constant increase in military budgets (which continues even dur-
ing the détente), it is not hard to see that in the immediate future the
demands for general and complete disarmament will acquire a most

important meaning for the broad masses and an urgency that was not
clearly enough perceived in the past. Daily life provides us com-

munists with arguments for convincing the working people that the
great ‘Utopia’ of disarmament, like the other great ‘Utopia’ that
socialism appeared to be for many years and ceased to be 60 years ago
when, thanks to the Great October Socialist Revolution, it became a
reality, will surely also be translated into real life.

The bourgeois humanists of the past fell into the trap of idealism
when they imagined that states would voluntarily cease to arm them-
selves through merely becoming aware of the disastrous conse-
quences that war could have for humanity. Historical experience

seemed rather to confirm the aphorism of the Romans, who believed
that if you wish for peace you should prepare for war. But this

aphorism should not be divorced from its specific historical context.
The important new conclusion to be drawn from the current situation
iIs not that military preparations cannot safeguard peace (that was
made amply clear before 1914 and before 1939), but that the arms race
IS a serious obstacle to social progress and retards economic de-
velopment.

The working people of both the developed and the developing
capitalist countries realize that militarization of the economy and
SOCIO-economic progress are two incompatible processes, that in-
creased military spending inevitably reduces expenditure on health,
education and housing, and adds to the tax burden. And the most
obvious outcome for the working class i1s that, unlike in former times,

the growth of the war industry and of the armed forces today goes
hand in had with a rise in unemployment that has had no precedent

over the past 40 years. In this situation of falling living standards the
bourgeois governments have only one policy to offer. Under the
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hypocnitical slogan of austerity they freeze wages and maintain high
prices on consumer goods.

The working-class organizations and particularly the communist
parties unanimously point to the only correct and effective solution, a
solution that is in the interests of the working people and all mankind.
The seolution 1s immediate cessation of the arms race, which would
make it possible to ease international tension and stimulate world
economic relations as the basis for peaceful coexistence.

The positive changes in the world affect not only the sphere of
relations between the socialist countries and developed capitalist
countries. They also have direct bearing on the developing countries
and are entirely in their interests. It is well known that the cold war,
its very atmosphere, were used as a pretext for violation of the rights
of the developing countries, perpetuating the privileges of the im-
perialists and masking neo-colonialist plans. It allowed the im-
perialists to draw countries into aggressive military alliances and
enmesh them in a network of military bases, and to erect barriers to

their political, economic, scientific, technological and cultural coop-
eration with the socialist countries. The turn toward détente helped to

make possible the enormous successes recently achieved in liberating
formerly dependent peoples and their acquisition of political and, in
some cases, economic independence. Cooperation with the Soviet
Union and the other socialist countries has played a major role in this
respect.

It 1s impossible to ignore the direct connection between the atmos-
phere of détente and the broad movement for satisfaction of im-
mediate economic demands put forward by the countries of the so-
called Third World in recent years. Thanks to the new climate of
international relations, thanks to the joint actions of the socialist
countries and all democratic forces, the peoples dependent on im-
perialism now have before them roads of struggle that were practi-
cally closed to them before. One of these roads is the active participa-
tion of the countries defending their legitimate national interests in the
non-aligned movement, whose diplomatic and political influence now
stands very high in the world.! The ‘Group of 77, which today
embraces over a hundred countries, has become an important factor
in international life. The imperialist monopolies particularly fear its
actions in the economic field.

The fight for fair prices on raw materials and for the right of every
people to exercise sovereign control over its natural resources is one
of the key slogans of such organizations. The solidarity between these
countries opens up new broad opportunities for each of them. As
Carlos Andres Perez, the President of Venezuela, stated recently,
without alliance with other countries of the Third World and without
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their support Venezuela would not have been able to nationalize
either her oil or her mining.

The transition from cold war to détente is a complex process
demanding a deep analysis of the international situation by the rev-
olutionary parties, and that they should act with due regard for the
changes that have taken place. It i1s a fact that détente has not yet
spread across the planet and has not become irreversible. It has not
yet had any deep-going effect on many countries, particularly in Latin
America.

Although it undoubtedly continues to be the leading trend in world
development, détente has not yet taken firm enough root. The
policies of imperialism, i.e., neo-colonialism and all other forms of
oppression and exploitation, remain the chief threat to peace, inde-
pendence and equality of the peoples, particularly on our continent.
Unquestionably, changes that testify to the beneficial influence of

détente have occurred in the relations between individual countries of
Latin America. Specifically, one should consider the political pres-

sure that some governments exert on others. Even governments that
conduct internal policies which are not fully approved by the demo-
cratic forces may play a positive role in demanding an end to the
repressive measures practised in Chile, Uruguay, Paraguay,

Guatemala, Nicaragua, El Salvador, Haiti, Brazil, Argentina and
elsewhere. As for Venezuela, it may exert an indirect influence on

certain Central American and even South American countries such as
Bolivia, for example. For a number of historical reasons (the very
name of the country derives from that of Simon Bolivar), the Ven-
ezuelans cannot refuse to help Bolivia, whether in matters of credit
or, far more importantly, in moral and political support for the Boli-
vian people’s just struggle for access to the sea.? In this case it is not a
matter of helping the dictator Banzer, but of helping the Bolivian
people. The Communist Party of Venezuela cannot fail to approve of
such assistance because it believes that Bolivia should have access to
the sea for both historical and economic reasons. If Simon Bolivar
were alive today, he would also be fighting for Bolivia’s legitimate
right. The positive solution of this issue, and of some others, speci-

fically the border issue, would considerably reduce tension on our
continent.

When people criticize the Venezuelan government for granting
Bolivia credits, it seems to us that they forget the fact that these
credits carry none of the onerous terms stipulated by the North
American bankers, and that Bolivia’s financial dependence on the
USA is thus to some degree mitigated. For the Latin American

countries, being in debt to Venezuela is not the same thing as being in
debt to the U.S.
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All this, in our view, constitutes an element of the transition from
cold war to détente in the complex conditions of Latin American life,

when U.S. impenalism and the local oligarchy are building up their
attacks on the democratic forces. It should be remembered that when

the cold war began, Venezuela enjoyed the democratic government of
Romulo Gallegos, against which the dictatorial regimes of Latin
America, led by the USA, devised conspiracies aimed at overthrow-
Ing it and setting up a tyrannical regime. They achieved their aim. For
ten years Venezuela was ruled by the dictator Perez Jimenez, whose
position was reinforced by the personal intervention of the then U.S.
Secretary of State John Foster Dulles. This dictatorship was in the
interests of the cold war.

Nor is it inappropriate to consider the process of détente in connec-
tion with the impenalist propaganda over the ‘lack’ of human rights
and freedoms in the socialist countries. The facts show that this
campaign has boomeranged against the imperialists themselves. I
have in mind not only the growing world protest against the hypocriti-
cal campaign launched by President Carter, whose government is

incapable of guaranteeing even such a basic human right as the right
to work in the United States itself.> There can be very few people

who do not know that in this richest and most powerful capitalist
country tens of millions of men and women are deprived of many civil
rights through racial discrimination, and that the rights of the un-
employed and the millionaires, the exploited and the exploiters are
equal on paper. We are also aware of the fact that the notorious
‘defense of human rights’ campaign is not evoking in Latin America
anything like the response that the U.S. ruling cirlces counted on, that
1S, an explosion of anti-Sovietism and anti-communism. Our peoples
are demanding from their governments the democratization of the
national life and a firmer anti-imperialist line. This is to be seen, for
example, in Venezuela, Guyana, Panama, Peru and Mexico, i.e.,
countries whose foreign policy is on the whole positive.

As for the activity of the government of President Carlos Perez, we
communists supported (with certain reservations) only its foreign

policy. We resolutely oppose its line on home affairs, particularly in
the socio-economic sphere.4 Perez’s much-publicized statements on

freedom and human rights, designed for ‘export,” and his ‘heretical’
speeches at the United Nations and other forums have all been made
at a time when in Venezuela itself, as the saying goes, the ‘furnace is
breathing fire,” when the opposition is growing. Never a day passes
without the speculators jacking up prices, while the right to elemen-
tary food and shelter, the child’s right to a glass of milk, remain
unattainable. The health service i1s far from satisfactory and public
transport i1s In a state of chaos. Consequently, not a single self-
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respecting party can support the home policy of the present govern-
ment.

In the light of what has been said I should like to put the question:
what is the relationship between détente, peaceful coexistence and
social progress? But as a prelude to this I must explain our attitude to
social progress.

In our view, social progress acquires its highest expression in the
replacement of the old socio-economic formation by a new, more
progressive formation. Such i1s the onward movement of history. In
the present age this means abolishing the obsolete exploitative system
and building a just, socialist and communist society. But a certain
degree of social progress is possible even in the framework of the
society divided into antagonistic classes. The realization of the
bourgeois-democratic program, with its important though limited so-
cial reforms, which we communists have always advocated, also

implies fulfillment of specific measures in the interests of the masses.
This 1s a matter of democratization of social life and particularly

working conditions, improvement of the wages system, and a fairer
distribution of the national income and of taxation. It is the advance of
society as a whole that constitutes the essence of social progress. This
is possible in capitalist society if there is growing activity on the part
of the progressive forces, if their opposition to all forms of reaction
and discrimination has mounting intensity, if there is a drive to spread
knowledge and culture among the broad masses, and an ever more
dedicated struggle for democracy and world peace. I have touched on
some aspects of this many-sided and complex problem in this article.
Since a fuller examination demands more detailed research, I shall
deal only with the problem of social progress in Venezuela in the
conditions of détente.

At present the Venezuelan state makes annual profit (mainly from
the sale of oil and iron ore) of )11,000 million. It has a population of
nearly 13 million. These funds are credited to the government. But
the huge sums concentrated in the Treasury are not used to raise the
standard of living of the Venezuelans. This standard has, on the
contrary, been falling because of inflation, the rising cost of living and
speculation. Those who do not take part in sharing the profits from

the sale of oil are still receiving the same wages they have had for
many years and are now ever worse off than they were before the

boom in oil prices. Paradoxically, the social, economic and other
problems afflicting our society have not only not been solved by the
increased oil revenues, but have actually become even more acute.

The nationalization of the oil industry did not fully satisfy the
country’s democratic forces because it left three urgent problems

unsolved: the sale of oil, its transportation, and the technology of oil
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extraction. The communists launched the slogan of nationalization of
the o1l industry back in 1931. At first our enemies ridiculed us. Then
they began to hound us, claiming that the communists’ slogan ran
" counter to Venezuela’'s national interests. This was the period of the
cold war. Today the bourgeois politicians have reconciled themselves
to our slogan and even adopted it, by nationalizing the oil industry.
Naturally we supported this nationalization not only because it was
an old demand of ours, but also because nationalization enables us to
pursue the struggle for a consistent solution to the problem of use of
oil resources in more favorable circumstances.

Today the question on the agenda is not whether the oil belongs to
us or not. Now the question is whether Venezuela will sell the oil
itself or try to find intermediaries. There is also the question of who is
going to transport the oil. Is it to be carried in Venezuelan or foreign
tankers? Who 1s to supply the technology? Are we to buy it from the

USA? Or can Venezuela find another source of supply on more
favorable terms? From this standpoint it would be absurd to renounce

the advantages of a situation that is favorable to the strengthening of
national independence, a situation created by the positive influence of
détente.

The governments of the United States and other countries are
buying oil from Venezuela not to help Venezuela but because they
need our oil. Energy resources are gradually being used up, with the
result that such countries as the USA want to husband their own oil

resources and at the moment prefer to buy oil abroad.
What then, in the communists’ view, should be done today, in

capitalist conditions, to accelerate social progress and above all to
raise the people’s standard of living?

I must say at once that it is not easy to achieve social progress in
Venezuela under the present government because that government is
entirely .committed to the service of the oligarchy. The Venezuelan
bourgeoisie has achieved considerable success and grown rich, but
who apart from the ruling élite would venture to claim that this is
social progress? Some splendid modern buildings and bridges, some
first-class highways have been built. But even this 1s not social prog-
ress, because technical progress, like the general growth in productiv-
ity of labor, represents only a possibility of social progress.> Every-
thing, even corn and beans, is being purchased abroad. But the fact
that Venezuela can provide a vast market for exporters of food, cars
and luxury goods cannot be regarded as social progress either.

Social progress for Venezuela means above all the coming to power
of a truly anti-imperialist democratic government closely linked with
the people, the masses, sensitive to their opinions and striving to
satisfy their demands. It means everything that could reduce un-
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employment. It means the possibility of uniting and channelling all
financial resources in the interests of the nation.

It means the rational and planned use of the enormous national
wealth that we have in oil, the creation of new jobs, the fight to curb
unemployment for the good of the country. In this sense Venezuela 1s
in a happy position because it stands upon a sea of oil.

We believe that to achieve all this the economy must be diversified
and made less dependent on oil, which at present is practically our
only export item. The huge financial resources at the disposal of the
government must be used to industrialize the country, to develop the
state sector, so that hundreds of thousands of new jobs can be created
within a very short period and unemployment thus drastically re-
duced; they must also be used to carry through genuine agranan
reform to its logical conclusion. All this would enlarge the internal
market for the output of the country’s new industries and its own
agriculture. The program of industrialization proposed by the Com-
munist Party i1s based on the great opportunities that exist for develop-
ing petrochemicals, the iron-ore industry, ship-building, farm
machinery, and so on. It is a fundamental plank in our platform that
all the basic industries should be in government hands and we there-
fore reject the idea of setting up mixed enterprises in these industries.
It must be acknowledged that the more recent bourgeois governments
have taken some important steps in this direction, but the country still
depends almost entirely on its oil exports while importing goods that it
could make itself.

Along ‘with a policy of diversifying the economy, our party insists
on a radical redistribution of the national income with increased
wages for the workers and all wage and salary earners. It also insists

on better services for the whole population and a fairer share for all
Venezuelans in the use of the huge natural wealth.

The oil extracted in our country belongs to the whole nation. It
should not therefore be a source of enrichment for a minority.
Present-day realities demand the redistribution of the vast property
concentrated in the hands of individuals as a result of the blatantly
unjust distribution of the national income. To reduce the number of
poor people in Venezuela, and these, we should note, account for
three-quarters of the population, the state must take measures to

control capital, to prevent the monopolies from making super-profits.
This could be laid down in anti-trust laws, as is already done in some

developed capitalist countries. Tax reform with the aim of shifting the
main burden on to the rich is equally urgent. This would mean that the
Venezuelan state would have sufficient financial resources for its
current expenditure. Most of the revenue from the sale of oil and the
output of the iron-ore industry could be ploughed into a state program
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for industrialization and the development of agriculture. Some of the
funds could also be used for a special program of large-scale housing
construction, child care, the organization of leisure facilities for the
masses, and much else.

The aim is to return to our people some of the billions which rightly
belong to them thanks to the country’s o1l wealth, but which have
been taken by the local bourgeoisie and its imperialist partners.

In other words, social progress in our country is possible if there is
a firm anti-moncpoly policy aimed at taming the appetites of both
foreign and local capital, decisively undermining the positions of the
oligarchic circles, circles that have been ‘trained’ not to pay taxes to
the state and that enjoy all kinds of privileges granted to them by the
bourgeois governments no matter of what hue — dictatorial or
liberal-democratic.

Although peaceful coexistence i1s a prerequisite for the peoples’
accelerated progress both in the socio-economic and in the political
fields, the communists do not forget the basic propositions of
Marxism-Leninism that peaceful coexistence between countries with
different social systems cannot in itself be a substitute for the class
struggle.

Détente does not undermine the foundations of capitalism, but it
does to a certain extent contain the aggressive imperialist circles and
create conditions in which many of its internal contradictions reveal
themselves with special force and clarity.

Under the system of exploitation of wage labor, that is, under
capitalism, there is no substitute for the organized efforts of the
working people, their struggle for economic, social and political
rights. The exploiting classes and the state that expresses their in-
terests stand in the way of the working people’s aspirations. From
this point of view peaceful coexistence is not in the long run some
magical remedy ensuring social progress. It only creates more favor-
able conditions for the working people to step up the struggle for their
interests. In our day it offers the best possibility for developing the

class struggle on a global scale without the risk of a global armed
conflict, and for the social advance of all humanity.

1. As was shown by the Fifth Conference of Heads of State and Government of the
Non-aligned Countries in Colombo (August 1976), despite the attempts of pro-
imperialist reaction to split its ranks, anti-imperialism, anti-colonialism, the struggle

for peaceful coexistence, economic independence and cooperation continue to form
the basis of the movement.

2. Bolivia lost its access to the sea and a considerable part of its territory as a result
of the Pacific War (1879-83), into which Chile, Peru and Bolivia were drawn through
the maneuvers of British imperialism.

3. The hollowness of this campaign is acknowledged even by some representatives
of the ruling Democratic Party, Congressman Donald M. Fraser has stated, for
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instance, that ‘the problems of hunger and unemployment should be addressed in a
far more substantial way than the United States has been addressing them over the
last decade’ (Newsweek, July 11, 1977).

4. In Venezuela the right to strike enshrined in the Consitution and the Labor Code
does not exist in practice. So the Communist Party has had to appeal to the Pro-
curator General of the Republic in a special document demanding that the govern-
ment should respect the working people’s right to strike. This right was won in the
course of many years’ hard struggle. According to data supplied by Pedro Ortega

Diaz, a member of the Political Bureau of the CC CPV, and published in the
Venezuelan press, out of 179 strikes in 1976 only one was held legally, all the others
being declared illegal by the government.

5. There have been many cases when technical progress has served inhuman ends.

The creative
revolutionary approach
in the struggle

for socialism

Rene Urbany
Chairman, CP of Luxembourg

When people say that time now flies faster than ever before, they are
also saying — and with good reason — that there is a perceptible
acceleration of the socio-economic and political development of the
world. This is usually ascribed to the unprecedented advances in
science and technology. Of course, it would be wrong to under-
estimate their role, but let us bear in mind that, when all is said and
done, it is not machines but men that make history. That is why one
must realize that the rapid changes in the international arena and
within the individual countries are rooted mainly in the social sphere
and that the activity of the democratic, revolutionary forces is a most
important accelerator of change in social life.

Indeed, if the world today is so markedly different from what it was
a half-century or even a decade ago, this is essentially the result of the
gains and the enhanced influence of socialism, the international work-
ing class and the national-liberation and democratic movements.

The world 1s being changed by the activity of the revolutionary
forces. But the converse is also true. The deeper the changes in
society, the greater the number of new problems and new tasks in the
revolutionary transformation of the world. We consider it to be quite
natural, therefore, that the current development of the international
revolutionary movement is closely bound up with intense creative
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search for effective solutions to the problems which are posed before
the working people and other democratic masses by the realities of
our day with its wealth of concrete and original features.

This presents some questions, which we feel, require further re-
flection. What is the creative approach in the revolutionary struggle
today? Is it possible to formulate a set of principles for making a
fruitful contribution to the theory and the present-day political prac-
tice of the working class?

These are, undoubtedly, very broad questions, but they confront
the communists, and we must discuss them.

Here I shall try to provide at least some partial answers to these
questions, proceeding from the views and experience of our party.

Soon after the 22nd Congress of the CPL, a weekly paper voicing
the interests of our country’s industrial magnates gave an assessment
of the ideological and political stand of the communists of Luxem-
bourg. In the spirit which is characteristic of the bourgeois press, it
wrote: ‘The local communists have continued to insist on their ‘‘un-
flagging loyalty’’ to proletarian internationalism, which means that
they remain adherents of a system of political power that sets them in
flagrant contradiction with all the democratic parties concerned with
rights and freedoms.’! The article as a whole abounds in charges of
‘dogmatism’ against our party, while its title, ‘Nothing Has Changed,’
unambiguously expresses the Luxembourg bourgeoisie’s regret that

we have not abandoned, and have no intention of abandoning, our
‘dogmatic’ stand.

At about the same time, a leftist newspaper wrote the following:
‘The CPL has once again shown itself to be a reformist party. Its
terms for it are ‘‘national’’ and ‘‘democratic’’. .. That is the kind of
adaptation to bourgeois nationalism and parliamentarism that makes
it a reformist party.’?

We find that, in contrast to the big bourgeoisie, which is worried
about our ‘dogmatism,’ the petty-bourgeois arch-revolutionaries are
more agitated by an absence of it, and so they undertake the duty of
curing us of ‘reformism.’

The party’s own experience has taught it to see both the true
substance and motives for such criticism, which only appears to be
contradictory. We know that ultimately there 1s no fundamental con-
tradiction between those who fear our ‘dogmatism’ and those who
dislike our ‘revisionism’ (or ‘reformism,’ or any other ‘ism’ by which
they prefer to designate our urge to escape from the bondage of
ossified formulas). Actually, both are at one in their hostility to the
communists. Both have no other aim than to blame us for the defects
which they ascribe to us. They want us to be dogmatists and doc-
trinaires out of touch with the hving realities of the class struggle.
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They realize that this would soon result in our political death and
would, in consequence, fully meet the class interests of capital. They
are just as avid in wishing us to be revisionists or, more simply,
pragmatists and opportunists without principles, without any clear-

cut theoretical guidelines in our political activity. That, too, would be
in the interests of the bourgeoisie.

Today, we communists are already a real force in Luxembourg,
with a growing popularity and prestige, without whose participation
no national problems can be solved with any success. Of course, our
party is still numerically small (like our country itself), but the Marx-
ist-Leninists have never judged the revolutionary efficiency of a pro-
letarian vanguard merely by its size and national-territorial indicators.
If we have been acting as a real party, the main thing i1s undoubtedly
our actual role in the country’s social and political life.

Here is what the facts show. Since the 22nd Congress the CPL has
strengthened its ties with the masses, and its activity has become
more vigorous. At the enterprises, in the trade unions, in Parliament
and in the municipal councils, wherever the Luxembourg communists
work, they are engaged in a day-to-day effort to pursue the line of
their party and to fulfill the tasks collectively mapped out by our
Congress. The activity of the party branches in production is of the
utmost importance. The communists have a growing influence in the
trade union movement. The CPL has been intensifying its ideological

and political work among the young people, and this was expressed,
in particular, in the recent establishment of a national Communist

Youth Organization. The CPL, consistently standing up for the in-

terests of the working people and all the other democratic sections,
has helped further to promote the laying of a foundation for a genuine

alhance of the left-wing forces, the communists and the socialists in
the first place. For over 30 years now, the communists have been
represented in Parliament and have used it as a rostrum in the struggle
for democracy and social progress. Our party maintains solid posi-
tions In many communities and municipalities, especially at
Esch-sur-Alzette, the country’s major metallurgical center. Even
those who do not like this are coming to realize that in the recent
period the communists’ parliamentary and extra-parliamentary activi-
ty, which has clear class purposes, has established them among the
people as a necessary factor of the nation’s social life.

But what lurks behind the criticism, which has alternately accused
us of ‘dogmatism’ and ‘revisionism’? It is the class fear of the bour-
geoisie in face of the working-class movement, which is equipped,

first, with the scientific theory of the revolutionary struggle, and
second, with the skill to apply it creatively in the concrete social and

political situation. These are, after all, the qualities which the com-
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munists carry into the political activity of the working class and the
other working people. These are-the qualities which we in Luxem-
bourg seek to develop to the utmost within our party itself. The
communists of Luxembourg regard the creative approach, which
takes account of the specific features of the historical situation and
local conditions as being obligatory and of exceptional importance.
We leave 1t to our adversaries to continue confusing themselves in
their attempts to decide whether we are ‘dogmatists’ or ‘revisionists,’
and we reassert that loyalty to Marxist-Leninist theory and the crea-
tive attitude to it are indivisible. We are sure that in the present con-
ditions no revolutionary creative approach — whether in theory or
practice — 1s possible unless it is based on the fundamental scientific
ideas of Marx, Engels and Lenin, and the whole experience of the
struggle for socialism in the 20th century has borne this out. Of

course, attempts at social, political and spiritual innovation are also
possible with other ideological and theoretical premises. Such at-
tempts are not only possible but actually take place in practice. When
they serve the interests of social progress, we are prepared to support
them, and actually do support them. But whenever it is a matter of
revolutionary creativity by the communists and, consequently,
whenever the immediate interests of the working class become the
touchstone for assessments and judgments, we are deeply convinced
that any creativity outside the context of Marxism-Leninism inevita-
bly develops into utopian visions or leads away from revolutionary
positions.

The Communist Party of Luxembourg is a revolutionary party of
the working class. It seeks to take a creative approach to every
problem in theory and practical activity. We strive to look ahead and
believe it to be our constant duty to improve our theoretical assess-

ment of the new and changing conditions in our society and the world,
seeking to find and implement the most effective solutions of the

concrete problems which arise in present-day conditions.
When bourgeois and reformist leaders accuse our party of lacking

creative independence, they ascribe to us an urge blindly to imitate
what the Bolsheviks did in revolutionary Russia. Let me put this quite
bluntly. Had we lived in the Russia of 1917, instead of the Luxem-
bourg of the late 70s, we would undoubtedly have tried to do exactly
what Lenin’s party did in rousing the people to socialist revolution.
However, our struggle is carried on in a different place and time. That
is why, as our 22nd Congress declared: ‘The Communist Party of
Luxembourg ... loyal to Marxism-Leninism, is advancing to social-
ism along its own way, which accords with the experience and tradi-
tions of the Luxembourg people and the social relations which have
taken shape in the country.’® This is, of course, an expression of our
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position, which amounts precisely to the CPL’s independent and
creative approach to the tasks before it. Such an approach i1s quite
naturally determined by the very substance of the Marxist-Leninist
science, which requires a concrete analysis of the concrete situation.
Our conception of the way which will lead the people of Luxembourg
to socialism has been worked out in accordance with this re-
quirement.

However, while being aware of and emphasizing the national
specifics of our way to socialism, we are also aware of and emphasize
the fact that these specifics can be scientifically comprehended only in
the context of the general regularities of the revolutionary struggle to

do away with the power of capital and to establish the new social
system.

The Marxist-Leninist theory shows these regularities, which are
universal. We do not see this in the primitive sense that the theory
contains ready-made solutions for all the problems which arise in the
living movement of history. On the contrary, it requires constant
creative solution of ever new problems in the revolutionary struggle,
which are always unique in their concreteness. It also says that there
can be no mechanical copying of existing revolutionary models.

The theory of Marxism-Leninism helps to bring out the ultimate
class substance of development or change of form in social life in the
concrete historical or national situation. Reliance on the Marxist-
Lenmist theory helps us to avoid mistakes and not to succumb to
illusions for which a political movement always provides the soil if it
is oriented only upon the uniqueness of the situation at home, with-
out taking into account either its place or perspectives in the context
of the universal laws of the class struggle and social development.

That 1s why we do not regard as scientific any attempts to enshrine
as general theory that which is patently of limited local significance.
We regard as absurd the premise that every country or region can
have i1ts own theory of social development and revolutionary struggle.

Our party has characterized the socialist restructuring of society in
Luxembourg as a democratic way, thereby indicating two very essen-
tial features of our revolutionary strategy. First, we emphasize the
conviction, which 1s common to all the Marxist-Leninists, that social-

- 1sm 1s inconceivable without democracy and cannot be established by
‘obviating’ it or outside the context of democratic development. Sec-

ond, in this way we declare our determination to use what we believe
to be an existing possibility of relying in the struggle for socialism on

the democratic forms of social and political life which have taken
shape in Luxembourg.

Our view of this problem is fundamentally different from the
bourgeois and reformist conceptions, which frequently propose di-
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verse ‘democratic ways to socialism.’ Here, it is not the words but the

content that 1s important. Our ideological adversaries lay emphasis on
the form of political action, a form they tend to absolutize and

deliberately to elevate above the ultimate goals of the struggle. Quite
often their recipes for ‘a democratic way to socialism’ are converted
into the ‘democracy is more important than socialism’ slogan. By
contrast, the most important thing for us is the class, socialist goal
which has to be reached along the way we have defined as demo-
cratic. What is more, we believe that any contrasting of socialism and
democracy i1s impermissible, as this would contradict our theory and
all the traditions of the communists. It would also clash with our
socialist 1ideal, which in political terms is nothing but the establish-
ment of the power of the people, that is, of democracy in the true
sense of the word.

So much for our principles. But there are also the lessons of life, the
lessons of history, which cannot be ignored when we consider the role
and importance of democracy and its various forms on the way to
socialism. What do these lessons teach us? They teach us, we be-
lieve, that forms of revolutionary struggle need to be chosen not in
accordance with some scheme but with the real conditions in which
this struggle develops. That 1s not to say at all that in one case the
socialist revolution can be ‘more’ and in others ‘less’ democratic. The
socialist revolution i1s always a maximum of democracy, that is, the
maximum of active, conscious and concerned participation of broad
masses of people in it. But the forms of their participation — whether
it 1s limited to, say, voting or political marches, or takes the form of
political strikes and even armed action — are indeed a question for
which, as historical experience testifies, there can be no stereotype
answer. To suggest such an answer i1s to suggest a dogma, and to
close one’s eyes in advance to the realities of class relations, to any
changes in the arrangement of political forces, swings in the enemy’s
behavior, and so on.

It 1s quite another thing when the question of the forms of rev-
olutionary struggle i1s decided with full consideration of living
realities. Thus, in the light of the concrete conditions in Luxembourg,
our party has drawn the following conclusion: ‘By virtue of our
people’s stable democratic and parliamentary traditions, the demo-
cratic parliamentary form of state can become an acceptable basis for
the working class to advance to power and build socialism. The
premises for this bloodless way to socialism consist of a close alliance
of all the sections of the working people under the leadership of the
working class, with the use of all the parhamentary and extra-
parliamentary forms of struggle, and the people’s firm resolve to
crush any embryonic attempt by reaction to narrow down democracy
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or eliminate it, or to resort to force and sabotage in resisting socialist
legality. At the same time, the democratic way to socialism does not
rule out fierce social and political clashes with the forces of the old,
moribund order. The existing democratic institutions, rights and free-
doms have to be restructured, improved and enlarged even under the
present regime. Parliament must become a truly sovereign legislative
and executive organ for the expression of the people’s will.™#

We do not, of course, claim that this i1s the only or the best way to
socialism, whatever the circumstances. We are merely saying that our
choice of forms and methods of struggle for Luxembourg’s socialist
future follows from an analysis of the correlation of class and political
forces actually taking shape in the country.

Consequently, we believe that when it comes to choosing the forms
of the working-class struggle and the ways of advancing to socialism,
there can be no question of any uniform and universally obligatory
stereotype. This opens the broadest scope for revolutionary creativi-
ty. But even then there is a principle by which we are guided and
whose observance, we believe, allows us to take a truly creative
revolutionary attitude, instead of being carried away by well-
intentioned illusions. This principle is to assess the role of every
political institution and the importance of every form of revolutionary

action, always putting our assessment in the general context of class
relations and the class struggle, for after all the problem is not to make

a choice between political democracy and some form of police tyran-
ny. The problem is to defend democracy and to seek to develop and
deepen it, without losing sight of the fact that it is a form of class
struggle.

In the recent period, as we predicted at the 22nd Congress of the
CPL, the contradictions in our country have been sharply aggravated.
The crisis recession in our steel industry, the key one in Luxembourg,
combined with other manifestations of the general crisis of the
capitalist system, has increased social and political tensions. The
constant reduction in output and jobs is having especially painful

consequences. Mass unemployment has emerged for the first time
since the war. The country’s economic future has been jeopardized.

Ever larger sections of the working people are involved in social
conflicts and are coming to realize the need to change the existing
soclo-economic order.

In these conditions, the CPL has redoubled its efforts to secure
broader support from the working class and other democratic sections
of the population. We have been working hard to make our party the
leading national force in the people’s political struggle against
monopoly capital, and for democracy and socialism. It is impossible
to advance to socialism unless the Communist Party is at the head of
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the mass movement. Thisis our firm conviction, which is backed up
by our own and international experience. ,‘

Other parties in our country have also proclaimed socialism to be
their goal and i1deal. Such i1s the Luxembourg Socialist Party, which
has ruled the country since 1974 together with the Democratic Party
(Liberals). Until then, the socialists were in opposition for six years,
and then they were lavish with promises of far-reaching reforms.
Once in power, these promises were forgotten. Today, their state

policy does not advance the country one step toward socialism and is,
on the contrary, aimed to safeguard the interests of monopoly capital.

The consequences were soon at hand: employment has shrunk, and
the working people’s important social and democratic gains whittled
down. In particular, there are grave apprehensions over the present
coalition government’s urge to deprive parliament of some of its
powers and to vest these in ‘social partnership’ agencies, which are
not elected by the people.

This example shows very well that the working people of our
country will never find the way to socialism if their social and political
movement 1s led by parties like the Socialist Party of Luxembourg. Is
it surprising, therefore, that we have no doubt that it would be
irresponsible on the part of the communists to fail to insist on the need
for joint action by all the democratic forces and on our party’s leading
role in this joint struggle?

Our adversaries frequently say that the communists’ determination
to lead the mass movement gives away our urge to impose our
political and ideological will on other parties and on the people as a
whole. This is a totally groundless charge. The fact i1s that our task i1s
not to subordinate the masses to our party’s interests, but on the
contrary to gear the communists’ whole effort and activity to the

interests of the people, to the working people’s class goals and aspira-
tions.

We have not invented, let alone sought to impose on anyone,
demands cutting across the demands expressed by the working
people themselves. As I write these words, the CPL 1s in the process
of arranging many public meetings across the country, especially in
the industrial cities of the south and the central regions. At these
meetings attended by many people (among them by many workers
and employees belonging to the Socialist Party) the idea of nationaliz-
ing the steel industry i1s being discussed openly for the first time and is
gaining support. Let us recall that only a few years ago it would have
been simply inconceivable in Luxembourg to contest the claims of the
all-powerful multinational concerns to dominate this industry. Now,
the masses have themselves advanced to an understanding of the
need to keep big business in check. We communists believe it to be

April 1978 19




our duty to produce a clear-cut program making it possible to realize
this urgent need.

Another remarkable thing is that as the trade union and political
struggle in defense of jobs and for ensuring the economic basis of the
people’s livelihood 1s further advanced, broad sections of the popula-
tion have shown growing interest in and approval of statements by the
communists, who insist on immediate provision of full employment, a
ban on the massive export of capital, democratic control of invest-
ment, and formulation and implementation of an overall economic
and social five-year plan, taking into account the available resources
and their use for the benefit of the whole nation.

All of this, we believe, has a direct bearing on the problem of
revolutionary creativity. Indeed, we feel that it i1s of fundamental
importance to emphasize that the social and political energy of the
working masses themselves 1s the best source of such creativity and
its fruitfulness. Any new slogan, new idea or new form of social
movement 1S bound to remain a dead letter in practice, instead of
amounting to creativity, if it originates in a purely speculative way,
instead of emerging as a theoretically and politically well-considered,
scientific summing-up of the forward-looking aspirations and de-
mands which arise in the midst of the people. Through their skill in
summing up and giving political expression to these demands, the
communists are gaining the leading role in the democratic revolution-
ary movement of the masses.

In the polemics over Luxembourg’s socialist future, we have con-
stantly come up against our adversaries’ strident idea that in our
country socialism must, at any rate, not be similar to any existing
socialist society.

Whatever the arguments being used to back up this demand, they
always clearly reveal the bourgeoisie’s very definite political hopes. It
1s, of course, hardly concerned with the specific features that
socialism may have in Luxembourg. If it is truly a matter of socialism,
and not of a social-democratic counterfeit, it 1s not acceptable to the
capitalists in any case. And if they are still willing to keep talking
about a socialism for our country that will be ‘different,’ ‘better’ and
‘more in line with the national conditions,’ that i1s only because in this
way they expect, here and now, to push the working class and the
communists of Luxembourg to some distant ideological and political
position away from the international revolutionary movement and the
other communist parties, above all the ruling parties of the socialist
countries. _

Quite naturally, we cannot afford to lose sight of this political trick
on the part of our class adversary, and for this reason alone we take a
very cautious attitude to any attempt to interpret our conception of
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Luxembourg’s socialist future as some special, national model differ-
Ing in principle from existing socialism, from its scientific and theoret-
ical image which Marx, Engels and Lenin created.

At the same time, we have no doubt that Luxembourg’s national
features and traditions will leave an imprint on the structure of

socialist society in our country. This standpoint of the CPL has been
expressed with sufficient clarity in its programmatic propositions, as
formulated by the 22nd Congress. Anyone who takes the trouble to
read them will see that we want socialism that i1s inseparable from the
specifics of Luxembourg’s national history.

However, it would be absurd to claim that the following fundamen-
tal conclusion of the CPL springs solely from Luxembourg’s specific
features: ‘Socialism is not a regime of unification, levelling or anar-
chy. It will create for the Luxembourg people material conditions for
unfolding all the capabilities and endowments of the individual, a
higher standard of social morality, which is free from man’s exploita-
tion of man, a morality under which labor will cease to be a source of
enrichment for the few, but will be a source of weli-being and a
splendid life for all in true human dignity.’3

Quite clearly, this 1s an expression of the general, law-governed
features of socialism.

Consequently, in our conception of Luxembourg’s socialist future
the general conclusions and ideas of the Marxist-Leninist theory of
socialism are developed and enlarged in the light of our local condi-
tions. We are entitled to regard this conception as a new and original
one, if only because no one, except us, has tried to present a real

socialist perspective for our country in the light of all the real condi-
tions of its development and traditions.

We are sure that this perspective is a truly realistic one and that
what we envisage can be put through. It is quite possible, of course,
that practice will bring out any of the omissions and flaws that our
conception may have. It may quite possibly have to be modified and
expressed more concretely in some details. In short, we still have a
long way ahead of us, and many difficulties to overcome, to prove in
fact that our program is viable and that we are capable of guiding its
implementation.

There may be mistakes and failures along this path. We have no
guarantees against them. But we believe that there is a way of reduc-
ing these to a minimum, and it is an in-depth scientific analysis of
Luxembourg’s realities, concern for the revolutionary experience of
the fraternal parties, the experience of the victorious socialist revolu-

tions, and also for the lessons which follow from the defeats that have
fallen to the lot of fighters for socialism.

We regard this kind of constant additional verification of our con-
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clusions and positions, verification carried out through a comparison
of our experience with that of the other communist parties and of the
international revolutionary working-class movement, as the key prin-
ciple of our creative approach to tackling the intricate tasks in the
struggle for socialism in Luxembourg.

1. D’Letzeburger Land, January 7, 1977.

2. Klassenkampf, January 10, 1977.

3. 22. Kongress der Kommunistischen Partei Luxemburgs, Luxemburg, 1977, p.
279.

4. Tbid., p. 278.

5. Ibid., p. 279.
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(L Leninism and the
'. Party

“ experience "eV0|Uti0nary renewal
\ \4 of the world
-

Konstantin Zarodov
D.Sc. (Hist.), USSR

Never before has the international revolutionary movement had such
important gains behind it or exerted such a powerful influence on
world development as it does today. The successes of the revolu-
tionary forces are an embodiment of the fundamental propositions of
Marxism, of the ideas of V.I. Lenin, the 108th annmiversary of whose
birth 1s now being marked by progressive mankind.

The CPSU regards Leninism as a doctrine which has absorbed
everything created by humanity’s best minds, and which sums up the

worldwide experience in the working people’s class struggle and
blends it into a single whole.

Ours 1s a period of profound shifts and sharp changes in the interna-
tional arena and in the social life of individual countries. Accordingly,
ours 1s a peniod of especially rigorous verification of the social
theories, ideological doctrines and political conceptions expounded
and defended by various classes, parties and trends.

What does a comparison of Marxist-Leninist ideas with the actual
course of history in the 20th century show? It is important to examine
this because the communists have always regarded practical experi-
ence as the chief touchstone of the truth or error of various ideas.

The events of our century show that the fundamental line of world
development is 1n accord with Marx’s perspective for the revolu-
- tionary advance from the bourgeois formation to the communist
formation, and with Lenin’s proposition that the substance of the
present epoch would be worldwide transition from capitalism to
socialism. That is the first and most important conclusion which

follows from a comparison of Marxist-Leninist theory with historical
practice.

Life shows that the communists’ revolutionary theory has never
before exerted such a powerful ideological influence, as it does today,
on the ideological, social and political attitudes of individuals, whole
classes, sections and groups of the population comprised in the most
diverse social structures and constituting a truly multiform pattern of
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national cultures and traditions that embraces the whole world. That
is the second conclusion which one must necessarily draw 1n seeking
to establish how the ideas of Marxism-Leninism correspond to the
realities of our day and to the requirements and moods of our con-
temporaries.

Finally, the third conclusion is that the communists’ revolutionary
theory has developed together with the objective development of the
world. The fraternal parties’ theoretical thought has steadily ad-
vanced the doctrine of Marx, Engels and Lenin, enriched its content
and made productive use of its methodology in analyzing the new
problems which arise in the world revolutionary process. The com-
munists’ active and creative approach to the solution of these prob-
lems has an outstanding role to play in helping the international
communist movement solidly maintain its positions as the most in-
fluential political force of our day.

We have seen fresh confirmation of Lenin’s idea that revolution
and counter-revolution should be considered in their interconnection
as ‘an integral social movement developing in accordance with its
own inner logic’ (Coll. Works, Vol. 13, p. 115). This logic has been
clearly expressed in the current spate of theoretical discussion on the

problems arising from the inevitable social transformations that are
taking place within the historically obsolete system of capitalism. It 1s

also expressed in the fact that together with the development and
enrichment of revolutionary thought and practice by the communist
parties the bourgeoisie has stepped up its ideological counter-
offensive in an effort to divert the creative energies of the working
class and of the whole of the left-wing democratic movement into a
channel where it would not harm the interests of capital.

The time 1s past when the bourgeoisie hoped solely to i1solate the
communists in society. Although the imperialists and reactionaries
still resort, wherever they can, to repression and persecution of the
communists and try hard to keep them from government, bourgeois
ideologists are now forced to admit that the policy of ‘quarantine’
with respect to the communist parties has failed. Ever more fre-
quently they urge the need to take another tack, and switch the effort
from ‘quarantine’ to ‘vaccination.’! The advocates of this
‘ideologico-political therapy’ make no secret of their hope to inject a
solid dose of social-democratic ideology into modern Marxism so as
to induce ‘an immunity to Leninism’ among those who take that
stand.? ’

The purpose of this ideological campaign is to get ‘Marxism to draw
closer to reality.” The bourgeoisie is once again using a method which
it first tried out in the early years of this century. At that time, the
working-class movement was first faced with the problem of develop-
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ing Marxist theory in a historical situation that had undergone a sharp
change, in conditions which Marx and Engels could not have known
or analyzed. But then, as now, it was not a question of whether
Marxism had to be developed or not. The question was how to
develop it.

This was answered in their own way by the social democrats
grouped round the right-wing leaders of the Second International and
‘officially’ claiming to be the successors to Marxism. For their
theoreticians, the novelty of the epoch provided the ground for taking
‘a new look’ at the future of capitalism and at the tasks and prospects
of the working-class movement.

They noted that fact that free-competition capitalism had given way
to monopoly capitalism. But they did not see this as the basis for the
aggravation of all the contradictions of the capitalist economy but as a
possibility of its transformation into an integrated, rationally function-
ing trust organized on a world scale.

Nor did they fail to notice the swing to political reaction induced by
imperialism. They saw that this posed a threat to bourgeois democ-
racy itself. But their defense of this democracy in effect developed
into support for the power of capital.

The rnight-wing social-democratic leaders sensed, even if they did
not comprehend, that the historical imtiative had passed from the
bourgeoisie to the working class. And they did their utmost to confine
the activity of the worker masses to a purely trade-unionist, craft-
guild movement, to prevent their political role from going beyond
election campaigns or beyond efforts to push through parliament
modest proposals for reform.

Nor did they ignore the impenalist-induced danger of a world war,
Issuing warnings about it and signing anti-war manifestos. But when

the guns began to roar in 1914, they slid down to social-chauvinism
- and justification of the imperialist slaughterhouse.

Finally, they were forced to realize that the capitalist world had
been brought to the threshold of socialist revolution by the course of
history itself, but they recoiled from assuming the role of its organiz-
ers and leaders. In effect, they acted as the ideological and political
defenders of the interests of the bourgeoisie.

That was the picture of the new epoch presented in the speeches,
writings and political practices of the leaders of the Second Interna-
tional. It is quite clear that when in 1913 Lenin said that this epoch
had brought fresh triumphs for Marxism, he did not mean this ‘of-
ficial’ social-democratic Marxism at all (see Vol. 18, p. 585).

It was Lenin’s Marxism that triumphed, for he had carried the
development of Marxism along a path that was fundamentally distinct
from the errant ways of the ideological and political leaders of the
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Second International. The substance of this distinction stands out
clearly from a comparison of the views expressed by Lenin and by the
social-reformist theoreticians on the i1ssues of the period considered
above.

In contrast to the reformist conception of an ‘organized capitalism,’
Lenin created his scientific theory of imperialism and carried it to the
conclusion that monopoly capitalism is the last stage of the bourgeois
formation and the eve of socialist revolution.

In contrast to the reformist advocates of bourgeois democracy,
Lenin showed that the struggle for democracy is inseparable from the

struggle for socialism; he produced a comprehensively substantiated
and elaborate theory of the bourgeois-democratic revolution growing
into socialist revolution.

In contrast to the opportunistic attempts to ‘integrate’ the

working-class movement with the political system of bourgeois soci-
ety and the state, Lenin showed that the proletariat’s hegemony is a

factor which determines the triumphant development of the revolu-
tionary struggle of the working masses and of all the progressive and
democratic forces against the oppression of the monopolies and capi-
tal, and that the working class needs its own, consistently revolution-
ary party, if it is to exercise its leading role effectively.

In contrast to the conciliators, who yielded to the clamor of
militarism and chauvinism, Lenin drew, from the fact of the military

exacerbation of the contradictions of imperialism, his conclusion that
the international solidarity of the working people was of paramount
importance for the maintenance of peace, and put forward, for the

contingency of an imperialist war breaking out after all, his revolu-
tionary slogan of converting it into a war against the oppressors and

exploiters and those who were the social vehicles of militarism.

Finally, in contrast to the social-reformists, who dreaded the very
idea of an early takeover of power by the working class, Lenin
produced a coherent theory of socialist revolution, proved that it
could and actually had to win initially in one country, tirelessly taught

his party and the masses of working people the art of revolutionary
struggle and personally led the immediate preparation and consum-
mation of the Great October Revolution of 1917.

Lenin’s ideological polemic with the Second International leaders
was ultimately not a dispute about the theoretical letter of Marxism,
but a clash of opposite class approaches to Marx’s doctrine.

Indeed, while using the whole panoply of Marxist terminology, the
social-democratic reformists in practice adapted themselves to the
interests of capital and safeguarded them by their ideological and
political maneuvering.®> Subsequently, on those numerous occasions
when they managed to take hold of the levers of state administration,
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they invariably confirmed by their own acts, without a single excep-
tion, that their interpretation of Marxism led to no more than a change
of the political scenery, which was used to cover up the power of the
monopolies and capital.

On the contrary, Lenin took the proletariat’s class positions as the

basis for his approach to the fundamental problems of the day and,
accordingly, to the development of Marxism. The criteria for Lenin’s

thinking were the supreme goals of the working class, the possibility
of attaining them and the ways for their most effective realization in
the concrete conditions of this or that country. As a result,
Marxism-Leninism became the ideological and theoretical guide in
the revolutionary struggle, which has brought the international work-
ing class its epoch-making victories. The history of the 20th century
itself has shown that there is only one correct answer — Lenin’s
answer — to the question: ‘How 1s Marxism to be developed?’

That 1s something the bourgeoisie has long since understood. That
1Is why i1t has not abandoned its attempts to convince the masses of
workers that the old social-democratic recipes are the best way to
solve the new problems which arise in our day, and has urged them to
reject the ‘Leninization’ of the working people’s political movement.

Lenin believed that the most important feature of Marx’s doctrine,
a feature even Marx’s opponents recognized, is the remarkable con-
sistency and integrity of his ideas. We also have Lenin’s well-known
view that the philosophy of Marxism is ‘cast from a single piece of
steel,” so much so that ‘you cannot eliminate one basic premise, one
essential part, without departing from objective truth, without falling
a prey to bourgeois-reactionary falsehood’ (Vol. 14, p. 326). Lenin’s
own theoretical thinking was dedicated to maintaining the integrity of
the revolutionary science created by Marx and Engels.

The advances in the scientific thinking of Marx and Engels are fully
retained in the theoretical accomplishments of Leninism, in the whole
system of ideas which are organically linked with Lenin’s name.
Lenin’s own philosophical works, which contained a scientific
summing-up of the discoveries in natural science and the changes in
the socio-political life of the world, did not invalidate but, in accor-
dance with the new conditions and the new horizons in scientific
knowledge, gave more concrete form and depth to the fundamental
propositions of dialectical and historical materialism. Lenin’s doc-
trine of imperialism did not invalidate but developed and ennched
Marx’s political economy of the capitalist society. Lenin’s theory of
socialist revolution and construction of a socialist society, for all its
wealth of new and bold ideas, rested firmly on the foundations of
scientific socialism laid by Marx and Engels.

As a result, the integrity and consistency, which are organic to
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Marx’s doctrine, were fully preserved as distinctive features of
Marxism-Leninism, the integral revolutionary science of the interna-
tional working class.

The ideologists of the bourgeoisie and reformism are well aware of
the tremendous power of this integrity of the theoretical legacy of
Marx, Engels and Lenin. That is why they are constantly engaged in
seeking out internal contradictions in Marxism-Leninism in an effort
to create the impression that some of its component parts are incom-

patible with others, that the application of its methods all but refutes
the achievements of its own theory, and so on. They have tried

especially hard to contrast Lenin with Marx and Engels, and
Leninism with Marxism.

The claim that Lenin had ‘departed from Marxism’ was first made
by right-wing social democrats over six decades ago. Karl Kautsky
(only one among many) wasted reams of paper in writing about the
‘revisionism’ of Lenin and his party. Today, this invention 1s being
propounded by bourgeois and reformist ideologists with redoubled
energy. This miss no opportunity to urge ‘exposure of the true mean-
ing of Lenin’s revisionism, which substituted something else for
Marx’s doctrine.’#

The usual and main argument used in the attacks on Leninism is the
idea that Lenin’s doctrine contains nothing except ‘revolutionary
militancy.’® This is what is supposed to distinguish it from the
‘academic’ Marxism of the 19th century. They suggest that Marx’s
theory does not contain the explosive revolutionary force with which
the whole system of Lenin’s views 1s permeated.

But 1s this at all true? Was it not Marx, after all, who declared that it
was not enough to explain the world and that it had to be trans-
formed? Was it not Marx who first gave scientific proof of the inevita-
ble revolutionary substitution of socialism for capitalism? Was it not
Marx who believed that one of his main achievements was that he had
extended the theory of the class struggle to the idea of the dictatorship
of the proletariat? Only on the assumption of universal ignorance is it
possible to depict the founders of Marxism as ‘moderate liberals’
shunning the revolutionary world outlook.

As we have seen, Lenin took the Marxist approach to the develop-
ment of Marxism, that is, he was guided by the class interests of the
proletariat. Lenin’s own theoretical thinking rested on the scientific
propositions of Marxism and did not revise but developed them.
Similarly, the revolutionary spirit of Leninism springs directly from
the revolutionary substance of Marx’s doctrine itself.
~ This does not mean, of course, that there is no difference between

the sum of the ideas set forth in the works of Lenin and those in the
writings of Marx and Engels. There is a difference, and this is natural
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because Marxism is a living theory reflecting the objective world,
with all the changes going on in it.

The 20th century turned out to be much more revolutionary than
the 19th century, and Lenin appraised the substance of the new epoch
in a truly Marxist way, reflecting in his writings its revolutionary
tenor, which is its hallmark. It is natural, therefore, that in his works
the various aspects of the science and art of revolution are considered
and analyzed much more frequently and more concretely than they
are in the works of the founders of Marxism. If this is a ‘revision’ of
Marx, it 1s such, of course, only from the standpoint of those who do
not like the revolutionary character of our age itself.

No one was so consistent as Lenin in standing up for the basic
principles, ideas and propositions of Marxism. At the same time, no
one was more insistent than Lenin in urging the need to correct this or
that conclusion in view of the changing situation or displayed such
boldness in developing revolutionary theory, strategy and tactics.

It was Lenin who insisted that ‘a Marxist must take cognizance of
real life, of the true facts of reality, and not cling to a theory of
yesterday’ (Vol. 24, p. 45). This idea, an indispensable principle of his
whole theoretical and political work, was formulated by Lenin at a
relatively early period of his revolutionary activity as follows: ‘We do
not regard Marx’s theory as something completed and inviolable; on
the contrary, we are convinced that it has only laid the foundation
stone of the science which socialists must develop in all directions if
they wish to keep pace with life’ (Vol. 4,pp. 211-212).

Leninism itself has been a doctrine that has advanced Marxist
thought in every direction. In doing so it takes its stand firmly on the
foundations laid by Marx and Engels.

It is true that the period in which Leninism was in the making falls
within the last decade of the 19th century and the first quarter of the
20th century. But even now, when this century of ours is drawing to a
close, the ideas of Leninism illumine the way for the revolutionary
political parties of the working class on every continent of the world.

It is also true that Lenin’s name is closely connected with Russia,
with the movement and struggle of its working masses and with the

October Revolution. But the fighters for freedom and socialism, on
whatever latitude or longitude they may be, have always regarded
Lenin as a leader not only on the Russian scale, but of the greatest
international stature.®

Today, Marxism-Leninism, as an indivisible whole, continues to
provide a reliable scientific foundation for the communists’ further
development of revolutionary theory in accordance with the require-

ments of living practice. Our time poses many problems for whose
solution 1t would be futile to seek any ready-made formulas. The
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communists do not, in fact, look for any such formulas either In
Marx’s or Lenin’s writings. They take a creative approach to
Marxist-Leninist theory, constantly enlarging and developing it,
believing that it is not only legitimate but also essential to discover the
ways and means which in the conditions of their countries could bring
the working people to a socialist society. This 1s, in fact, completely
in accord with the substance and spirit of Leninism.

Lenin used to say that since socialism had become a science it had
to be pursued as a science (see, Vol. 5, p. 372). It 1s as a science, and
not as a collection of dogmas or a ‘political catechism’ that Leninism
is regarded by the vanguard forces of the present-day revolutionary
movement. Conversely, denial of the scientific content of Leninism is
now the most prominent element of the ideological offensive being
carried on by the bourgeoisie and the reformists against the working
class and against socialism.

In their efforts to ‘delimit’ the significance of Lenin’s theory, they
try to tie it down not merely to a definite historical period but to

certain specific events in the past. This has produced, for instance,
the idea that Leninism is ‘inconceivable’ outside the context of the

conditions created by the First World War. Attempts have even been
made to present Leninism as a primitive scheme consisting of a few
propositions, and even these are presented outside their logical and
historical context.”

Those who urge such a view of Leninism dodge any discussion of
its principal subject-matter and its chief conclusions. Its subject mat-
ter 1s the general laws of the revolutionary transition from capitalism
to socialism and the construction of a socialist society. Its principal
conclusions concerning these laws have been fully confirmed by the

- whole revolutionary experience of the 20th century. They have been
confirmed by the practice of all the victorious socialist revolutions.
Conversely, they have in a way been proved by the defeats which
revolutionaries have suffered on some occasions in the struggle for
socialism.

‘The sum total of experience in the development of world
socialism,’ Leonid Brezhnev has said, ‘provides convincing evidence,
among other things, of the following:

‘Power contigues to be the main issue in a revolution. It is either
the power of the working class, acting in alliance with all the other
working people, or the power of the bourgeoisie. There is no third
possibility. _

“Transition to socialism is possible only if the working class and its
allies, having gained real political power, use it to end the socio-
economic domination of the capitalist and other exploiters.

‘Socialism can win only if the working class and its vanguard, the
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communists, are able to inspire and unite the masses of working
people in the struggle to build the new society, and transform the
economy and all social relations on socialist lines.

‘Socialism can consolidate its positions only if the working people’s
power is capable of defending the revolution against any attacks by
the class enemy (and such attacks, both internal and, most probably,
external, are inevitable).®

The ‘cntics’ of Lenin’s doctrine know full well that while showing
the fundamental laws of the revolutionary transformation of society it
does not deduce from them any universally obligatory stereotypes.
They know that Leninism does not exist without the need ‘to seek
out, investigate, predict and grasp that which is nationally specific and
nationally distinctive in the concrete manner in which each country
should tackle a single international task’ (Vol. 31, p. 92). But, the
bourgeois and reformist ideologists argue, if a revolutionary theory
emphasizes the need to reckon with the specifics of the concrete
conditions of struggle, it tends, by virtue of that fact, to negate itself,
its own unmiversal significance. They claim that the concrete applica-
tion of Marxist-Leninist theory in different national or regional situa-
tions amounts to ‘theoretical pluralism,’” which is what Marxism must
ultimately and inevitably amount to .°

What the opponents of Leninism prefer not to notice in this case is
Marxism’s discovery of the dialectics of the general, the specific and
the individual in the struggle for soc’alism and in socialist construc-
tion. The strength of Lenin’s doctrine lies in the fact that, on the one
hand, it orients revolutionaries upon the most creative use of every
opportunity provided for their advance of the struggle by the condi-
tions connected with the specifics of time and place, and on the other,
it gives them an understanding of the objectively necessary directions
in this struggle, thereby safeguarding them from being carmied away
by unwarranted hopes for which some grounds can always be disco-
vered in the ad hoc political situation.

This revolutionary dialectics, which 1s one of the most potent
aspects of Leninism, is expressed in the Marxist-Leninist parties’
consistent line of independently working out their own strategy and
tactics, being guided by the propositions of general theory, while
simultaneously conforming to the concrete local conditions.

Lenin emphasized that revolutionary dialectics is the crucial ele-
ment of Marxism (see, Vol. 33, p. 476). However, it does not follow
from this, whatever bourgeois and reformist ideologists may say to
the contrary, that the ‘rest’ of the Marxist-Leninist doctrine, that is,
its theoretical truths elaborated by means of this method, are ‘doctri-
nal dogmas’ which become meaningless with the passage of time, and
that the theory of Leninism turns out to be ‘much too narrow’ to
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encompass the real social, revolutionary development of the world in
the 20th century.

We have already noted that the organic part of the Leninist theory
— its laws of revolutionary transition from capitalism to socialism —
has not in any sense been ‘superseded’ by historical practice. But let
us take a broader look at the matter. Let us consider the key problems
in humanity’s life today and in the world revolutionary process.

Such is the question of war and peace, the question of détente, of
restructuring the whole system of international relations to consoli-
date the universal security of the nations. Is it not, after all, Lenin’s
idea of the peaceful coexistence of states with opposite social systems

that provides the progressive, democratic forces with a scientific basis
for its solution?

Such is the problem of the interaction of socialism, the international
working-class movement and the national-liberation forces in the
worldwide anti-imperialist struggle. Was it not Lenin who formulated
and circumstantially elaborated this problem for the first time in the
history of Marxist thought?

Such 1s the problem of class alliances, of broad anti-monopoly
fronts, and of their role in the struggle for socialism. Is it not Leninism
that contains a fully elaborated theory based on the need for such
alliances for the working class and showing the unfeasibility of so-
cially ‘pure’ revolutions?

Such is the question of the creative use of concrete historical and
national conditions for enriching the forms, ways and means of build-
Ing a socialist society. Was it not Lenin who first gave an example of
successful application of the general principles of Marxist theory to
the specific actual practice of building and triumphantly establishing
the new social system?

However, the lasting scientific — and consequently, universal —
significance of Leninism is not to be determined merely by listing the
cardinal problems of our day, for whose solution the Leninist theory
has offered the most cogent answers.

It 1s determined by the fact that Leninism presents the whole
inexhaustible wealth of its ideas as an organically coherent doctrine
reflecting the equally inexhaustible diversity and intricate conjunction
of processes and phenomena of the objective world.

As 1n the period of struggle for power by the proletariat of Russia,
so today in the creative endeavor of the developed socialist society,
the Soviet communists confidently follow Lenin’s ideas. The resolu-
tion of the CPSU Central Committee, ‘On the 60th Anniversary of the
Great October Socialist Revolution,’ says: ‘Marxism-Leninism has
been and remains the only correct science of communism, the unsur-
passed art of politically guiding the people’s revolutionary creative
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effort. Loyalty to Marxism-Leninism, to its powerful life-asserting
creative spirit 1s a cardinal condition and assurance of success in
communist construction, in the struggle for the interests of the work-
ing class, of all working people.’!°

It goes without saying that the outstanding role of Lenin in develop-
ing Marx’s doctrine in no way detracts from the positive contribution
to the enrichment of Marxist theory by other leaders of the revolu-
tionary working-class movement in the 20th century, for their creative
thinking, as that of true revolutionaries, has necessarily run along the
same lines as Lenin’s own thinking. Lenin always highly valued his
associates in the theoretico-ideological and political struggle who
continued and developed the doctrine of the founders of Marxism.

For their part, prominent leaders of the international revolutionary
movement have always paid a tribute to profound respect for Lenin’s

theoretical genius for his activity and personality. Impressive evi-
dence of this was provided by the Address on the occasion of the
Centenary of V.I. Lenin’s birth, which was unanimously adopted by
the 1969 Meeting of Communist and Workers’ Parties, and which

1Issued a call to raise higher the banner of Leninism in the struggle for
the revolutionary renewal of the world.!!

. That is the exact meaning and actual terminology of a conception expounded on
the pages of a U.S. foreign-policy quarterly which in the capitalist world is regarded
as a highly authoritative publication. (See Foreign Affairs July 1977, p. 814)

2. This 1s exemplified, for instance, by the writings of the Italian bourgeois jour-
nalist Arrigo Levi, who believes the task is to make the followers of ‘Leninist
communism’ undertake a ‘reappraisal of their traditional ideas’ (Survey, Summer/Au-
tumn 1976, p. 94). Elsewhere he adds that it is desirable to induce a repudiation of
‘revolutionary Leninism’ in favor of a policy which is essentially social-democratic
(Foreign Policy, Spring 1977, p. 28).

Similarly, Enc Heffer, a prominent member of the British Labour Party, urges the
communists to ‘return to ... concepts which existed before the Russian October
revolution,’ that is, the ideological and political positions of the social democrats of
the Second International (The Times, November 7, 1977).

Socialist International leaders, like Bruno Kreisky, have frankly voiced the hope
that if these calls are heard ‘nothing of what was specific to communists would be left
and they would become social democrats but with slightly more revolutionary talk’
(Socialist Affairs, September/October 1977, p. 119).

3. As far back as the turn of the century, the bourgeoisie. including its most
reactionary circles, learned to promote their own interests by using ideas and concep-
tions draped in *‘Marxist’ form. Let us recall that in Russia, for instance, the tsarist
government even gave some encouragement to the teaching of ‘legal Marxism’ at the
universities, expecting abstract speculation about the laws of social development (in
the spirit of those now being peddled by present-day bourgeois *‘Marxologists’) to
deflect student minds from the mutinous ideas bequeathed by the People’s Will (a
populist trend).

4. That i1s precisely what Heinz Abosch has been saying about Lenin’s ‘re-
visionism™ in the weekly of the Social-Democratic Party of Germany (Vorvarts,
January 27, 1977, p. 29).

One could also refer to Raymond Aron., a well-known spokesman for bourgeois

B
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political thinking, who has alleged that in Lenin’s writings Marxism was ‘subjected to
revision.” (R. Aron, Plaidoyer pour I'Europe decadente, Paris, 1977).

5. Aron wants his readers to believe that Lenin made no contribution to Marxism
except ‘revolutionary idealism’ and ‘fanaticism’ (see L’Express, November 7-13,
1977, p. 63). A leader of the Italian Socialist Party, Bettino Craxi, claims that ‘the
Marxism of Lenin’ is ‘nothing else than ... a concentrate of voluntarism and ex-
tremism’ (Socialist Affairs, July/August 1977, p. 88).

6. Antonio Gramsci expressed this idea as follows: ‘Ilyich was profoundly nation-
al, and his Europeanism was just as profound’ (see his Prison Notebooks).

7. Professor Robert Wesson of California University, for instance, says that
Leninism is no more than Russian Marxism, a Marxism which was given a new lease
of life by the God-sent curse of universal war (see, R. Wesson, Why Marxism? The
Continuing Success of a Failed Theory. New York, 1976, pp. 49, 59). SDPG Chair-
man Willy Brandt says that Lenin’s analysis of capitalism and its contradictions bears
only on ‘the completely different kind of background of Russian history’ (Socialist
Affairs, July/August 1977, p. 92).

8. Information Bulletin, Peace and Socialism International Publishers, Special
Issue, Prague, No. 23-24, 1977, p. 17. _

9. Ennique Tierno Galvan, the Chairman of the People’s Socialist Party of Spain,
welcomes varying interpretations of Marxism and says that this kind of ‘pluralism’
amounts to progress. He also advocates the idea of ‘regional Marxism’ (E. Tierno
Galvan, Espana y el socialismo, Madrid, 1976, pp. 225-227).

We also find Aron discovering a ‘trend towards pluralism’ in the present state of
Marxism-Leninism. He says that this is a natural trend and hopes that it will result in
‘socialism losing itself’ (op. cit.).

10. Information Bulletin. No. 3, 1977, p. 21.

11. International Meeting of Communist and Workers' Parties, Moscow 1969,
Peace and Socialism Publishers, Prague, p. 41.

Our interviews

ISOLATION OF ANTI-COMMUNISM — A TARGET
FOR ALL COMMUNISTS

WMR correspondents asked leaders of the international com-
munist movement to give their views on:

— the characteristic guidelines and gimmicks of anti-
communist propaganda in different countries;

— how to make the drive against anti-communism and anti-
Sovietism more effective in present conditions.”

William Kashtan
General Secretary, Communist Party of Canada

We have always striven to show that anti-communism is in fact a

*These contributions continue the discussion of the characteristic trends and
features of anti-communism in the late 70s begun by Ezekias Papaioannou, General
Secretary of the Progressive Party of the Working People of Cyprus (AKEL) (see
WMR, February 1978).
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smokescreen for an anti-people’s policy, a weapon of imperialism in
its expansionist drive, a weapon to divide the working class and trade
union movement and open the door to reaction.

We should avoid any illusion that the current anti-communist and
anti-Soviet campaign is short-lived. While the cold war has ended, it
has not brought in its train an end to anti-communism and anti-
Sovietism. This i1s understandable from the point of view of im-

perialism, which sees itself engaged in a long-term struggle with
socialism. Indeed the current spate of anti-communism reflects the

contradictions between two different social systems. The specific
Issues may change but the thrust of anti-communism and anti-
Sovietism will continue as long as capitalism exists.

This 1s not to say that anti-communism may not be exposed and
isolated, particularly if a united democratic alliance is achieved and
the positions of monopoly are narrowed down.

We are fully in agreement that one should avoid placing all oppo-

nents of the Communist Party in the camp of anti-communism and
anti-Sovietism. There is always the need for a skillful differentiation

between opponents of the Communists Party and inveterate anti-
communists. It 1s these elements we must strive to 1solate and defeat
at the same time as we work to overcome prejudice and misconcep-
tions of the Communist Party and of socialism.

One should bear in mind that the bourgeoisie pursues a policy of
differentiation vis-a-vis the socialist countries, sometimes picking on
the Soviet Union, sometimes on another socialist country. We need
to respond to all these attacks and work to expose those behind them
from class and democratic positions.

The open manifestations of anti-communism and anti-Sovietism in

Canada are intensified and supplemented by the lack of knowledge
and exploitation of the prejudices fostered by the monopoly-owned

media. This process is repeated in education and other fields. The
trade union movement has discarded anti-communist clauses without
discarding, on the part of the right wing, a continuous effort to
prevent the left and communists from achieving positions in the trade
union movement at all levels.

All this is part of the ‘insurance’ policy of capitalist states, designed
to ensure that an easing of international tensions does not lead to
organized support for socialism, the communists, the Soviet Union.

Arne Jorgenson
Secretariat member, Central Board, Communist Party of Norway

In Norway, as in other capitalist countries, the capitalist-controlled
mass media keep up a relentless anti-Soviet campaign. The right-wing
forces try frantically to present matters as if there were a threat to
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peace and the security of Norway emanating ‘from the East,’ from the
USSR, from the country that in 1944 came to the aid of the Norwe-

gian people. After the war a memorial bearing the words ‘Norway
thanks you’ was erected in honor of the Soviet soldier. But these

words were forgotten by the government and Parliament in 1949,
when Norway, despite the protests of the communists, joined the
NATO imperialist military bloc. Since then the arms race has steadily
escalated. In 1949 Norway’s military budget came to 250 million
Norwegian Kroner. Today it is 5,200m. kr. To make their policy of
militarization a viable proposition the NATO politicians have to de-
pict the Soviet Union as an ‘enemy,’ as a ‘potential threat.” And this
i1s why the right-wingers whip up anti-communist and anti-Soviet
hysteria.

This campaign also has another aim: to hinder the growth of
socialist forces in Norway and to weaken their influence.

To isolate anti-communism we try to explain to people in our
country the truth about the Soviet Union and other socialist countries
and tell them about the great things these countries have achieved in
the economic, political, material and cultural spheres. Giving reliable
information on these subjects also presupposes, of course, describing

the negative phenomena and the unsolved problems. To isolate anti-
communism it is also vital for the Communist Party to work for broad

unity of the masses against their real enemy: national and foreign
monopoly capital, whose urge to maximize profits brings it more and
more into conflict with both manual and intellectual workers. Our
party 1s helping to make people understand that monopoly capital
cannot escape economic crises which generate mass unemployment
and inflation. Monopoly capital cannot provide a solution, even
though it has the state apparatus at its disposal. It makes no difference
who formally controls this apparatus — the social democrats or the
bourgeois parties.

The changed balance of world forces in favor of the revolutionary
and progressive movements suggests that the opportunities of isolat-
Ing anti-communism are better than ever before. Our great advantage,
the strength of the communists, ljes in the fact that we are united by
the ideology of Marxism-Leninism, that we represent not only a
national force, but also an international movement. In view of this,
one must always be wary of the ‘divide and rule’ policy that various
enemies of the working-class movement try to use against us.

The Communist Party of Norway is aware of its historical respon-
sibility 1n this respect. It fights monopoly capital and those that the
monopolies rely on for support. It advocates united action by all

left-wing forces in the labor movement and resists attempts to shift
the burden of the crisis on to the shoulders of the working people. It
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demands that the right to work should be made a reality for all. To
ensure peace and security for Norway, we demand that it should
leave NATO and we believe that proletarian internationalism is the
translation into life of the ideas of the Communist Manifesto.

Karl Hainz Schroder
Board Secretary, German Communist Party

In the FRG recently there has been a stepping up of attempts to
galvanize anti-communism and anti-Sovietism in their aggressive,
militarist and also their nationalist-tinged forms.

The anti-communist forces actively exploit nationalism, and use it

mainly against the GDR. Despite the treaty on the principles of
relations between the GDR and FRG, they try to encroach on the

national sovereignty of the first socialist state to exist on German soil.
It 1s claamed, for instance, that there is a certain ‘special internal
German’ relationship, a relationship ‘within one and the same nation,’
between the two German states. Another manifestation of anti-
communism in the FRG is the spy mania that is whipped up from time
to time and the publication of ‘documents’ allegedly providing evi-
dence of crimes against the Germans during the Second World War.

The change in the balance of world forces in favor of peace,
democracy and socialism has deepened the crisis of bourgeois ideol-
ogy and anti-communism. While the socialist world gets on with
solving current problems in the context of the technological and
scientific revolution, thus ensuring a steady rise in the material
well-being and culture of the working people, the capitalist system
displays its total inability to cope with them, as the peoples of the
capitalist countries are made painfully aware from day to day. More
and more people are beginning to acknowledge that socialism and
peace are indivisible, that only socialism can guarantee the basic
human rights: the right to work, to education, to professional training,
to choice of profession, the right of free admission to government
service, equality for women, freedom of opinion, the press and infor-
mation. This is why the people in our country who are intensifying the
offensive against democratic rights, who are using the ‘professions
ban’ (Beruftsverbot) against communists, left-wing social democrats,
liberal democrats and other progressives, and who bear the respon-
sibility for unemployment, are raising a hullabaloo about human rights
in the socialist countries. In so doing they imitate the criminal who
cries ‘stop thief’ to save himself from exposure.

It 1s not 1n doubt that the crisis of anti-communism will deepen as
the socialist countries move ahead and by the force of their example

influence the minds of people in the non-socialist world, as the com-
munist and workers’ parties and the workers’ movement in the
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capitalist countries spread understanding of the need to bring in
anti-monopoly reforms and ultimately to change the nature of
government in favor of the working people, as the alliance with the
national-liberation movement and all anti-imperialist forces grows
stronger.

The crisis of anti-communism is also revealed in the way its sup-
porters are building up their connections with the Trotskyites and
‘left’ opportunists and using their arguments.

It was in our country that anti-communism and anti-Sovietism
emerged as an ideology of aggression and of clamp-down on dem-
ocratic rights and freedoms. Guided by past experience, we believe
that for the drive against anti-communism and anti-Sovietism to be
effective there must be: an uncompromising attitude toward
bourgeois ideology; keen appreciation of the harm caused by anti-
communism and anti-Sovietism to the working class and working
people, the whole people; unity and joint struggle on the part of the
communist and workers’ parties, cooperation between them, based
on proletarian internationalism and a positive, friendly attitude to-
ward existing socialism.

Because they remember the bitter experience of our people In
conditions of anti-communism and anti-Sovietism, the non-
communist democratic forces of our country express their readiness
to carry on the policy of détente and mutual understanding, of build-
ing peace by means of effective measures to secure disarmament, of
opposing the restriction and erosion of democratic rights, and the
‘Berufsverbot.” In the spring of 1977, hundreds of people, including
social democrats, liberals, Christians and non-party people, scien-
tists, writers, artists, clergymen, trade union leaders and workers,
signed a statement warning against the harmful effect of anti-
communism and anti-Sovietism and appealing to the public: ‘Don’t
allow yourselves to be intimidated. In the interests of humanity, of
democracy in the Federal Republic, in the interests of peace and
disarmament, take a firm, irreconcilable stand against the anti-
communist and anti-Soviet campaign.’

In the spirit of the Berlin Conference of Communist and Workers’
Parties of Europe we shall go on working to isolate and overcome
anti-communism and anti-Sovietism, thus furthering the aspirations of
the popular forces for progress and democratic development.

Marcelo Santos
Executive Committee member, CC Brazilian Communist Party

Anti-communism is one of the main elements in the ideology of the
Brazilian brand of fascism. According to the official doctrine of the
‘Redeeming Revolution’ of 1964, the chief target of the fascist regime
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at home and abroad is to combat a ‘communist threat’ and defend the
"Western Christian world.” The mass media launch successive cam-
paigns of slander against the socialist countries, against Brazilian
communists and other anti-fascist forces in our country.

In our view 1t 1s impossible to inflict any serious defeat on anti-
communism without a constant struggle against the prevailing
bourgeois ideology. In our country, on which fascism was imposed by
the reactionary ruling classes, anti-communism can be defeated only
by 1solating and destroying the fascist dictatorship. The fascist regime
has caused a deterioration in conditions of life and work for the vast
majority of Brazilians. It has launched brutal reprisals against all
democratic forces.

The struggle against anti-communism in Brazil can succeed if all its
democratic and patriotic forces join hands; if a broad democratic
coalition, with the working class playing a key role, is formed; if the
unity of Brazilian democratic forces with the whole international
revolutionary and democratic movement grows stronger, and if right
and ‘left’ opportunism, and anti-Sovietism, are resolutely rebuffed.

Jose Meseguer
CC member, Communist Party of Spain

The main aspect of anti-communism in the context of Spain may be
described briefly as follows. First, there is the frenzied aggressive

anti-communism of the fascist forces. In the years of the dictatorship
the out-and-out anti-communists used the most brutal forms of

repression as their main weapon. Now they resort to threats, slander
and abuse. But with the restoration of democratic freedoms the
anti-communist violence is steadily losing ground although the most
reactionary circles are still fiercely attacking communism and particu-
larly the Communist Party of Spain. Secondly, there is the sophisti-
cated anti-communism of the bourgeois forces, which see the failure
of blind anti-communist violence practised by Francoism. This 1s a
form of anti-communism that seeks to exploit the shortcomings and
mistakes committed in the socialist countries and the differences of
opinion between the communist parties. Its exponents try to present
themselves as champions of civil rights and liberties, while asserting
that communists want to abolish these rights and freedoms if they
come to power.

The non-Marxist or Marxist forces that do not share our views and
oppose us politically but observe democratic standards should not be
regarded as anti-communists. In Spain the Christian Democrats, So-
cial Democrats and Socialists fall mainly into this category.

It is equally ‘wrong to identify our political opponents who, though
disagreeing with us, shun anti-communism, with the aggressive and

April 1978 39




professional anti-communists. With them we hold dialogues and de-
bates and explain our views and positions to them.

As things are at present, the party sees the chief way to defeat
anti-communism in getting rid of the caricature notion of communism
that the fascist dictatorship built up over 40 years, using the mass
media and the educational system, which were totally at its service
for dispensing anti-communist slander. The Communist Party of
Spain is rebuilding its image in the eyes of the masses as a democratic
party defending the interests of the working people, all sections of the
people and the national interests. Our party does not indulge in verbal
aggressiveness or resort to crude attacks on its opponents because the
ideological and political struggle against anti-communism can be ef-

fective only by showing the masses the justice of the communists’
aims and the sincerity of their intentions.

We believe that to defeat anti-communism we must fight on all
fronts. To combat sophisticated anti-communism we must use
flexible methods, admitting our mistakes and shortcomings to the
masses and putting them right, while pointing out ways of solving
problems and defending the interests and rights of the masses. Anti-
communism must be defeated not merely by words but by deeds.

Aggressive fascist anti-communism and sophisticated verbal anti-
communism are both in retreat in Spain. This is largely due to the
defeat of Francoism, to the political and ideological activity of the
Communist Party and to the elimination of the misconceptions about
it created by the anti-communists, who accused us of totalitarianism,
hegemonism and authoritarianism. Our ideas, the ideas of scientific
socialism, of Marxism, are spreading; our policy 1s winning more and
more friends; it is becoming better understood not only by our friends
but also by our opponents.

Ib Norlund

Executive Committee member and CC secretary,
Communist Party of Denmark

It 1s noteworthy and extremely significant that in most cases the
charges brought up by the anti-communists amount to the idea that
socialism brings the same evils that people suffer from under
capitalism: exploitation, unemployment (even if it is ‘latent’), absence
of democracy, national oppression, a potential threat of aggression,
violation of human rights, and so on. All these concoctions are
designed to make people in the capitalist countries accept the evils
inherent in capitalist society, since, allegedly, the situation under
socialism i1s ‘no better.” Such a line can be taken only because many
people are ignorant about life under socialism. So it is clear that the
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desire to keep up this ignorance is an important element of anti-
communist propaganda.

In a situation where anti-communist prejudices are persistently
spread by all mass media, anti-communism naturally exerts a certain
influence. But this does not mean that it is invincible. Its main
weakness is that it contradicts the reality, the truth. As time goes on,
and prejudices are confronted with the truth, they fall to pieces. There
1Is ample evidence of this. But, of course, the truth must be helped to
win. And our party holds it necessary to carry on this work, and
combine ideological struggle with practical political struggle for
peace, with the effort to prevent the regime from shifting the burden

of crisis onto the people, and with the fight for democracy and
progress.

Rubens Iscaro

Executive Committee and Secretariat member, CC
Communist Party of Argentina

The practical realization of the ideals of justice and progress, libera-

tion and peace 1s predicated on dialogue and cooperation between the
communists and all other democratic and peace-loving forces. This 1s
how we arrive at our criteria for assessing the political positions of

parties and individuals. Contrary to allegations made by the
monopoly and right-wing press, we do not regard as anti-communists

everyone who disagrees with us or adopts a critical attitude toward
the Communist Party. The isolation of anti-communism and anti-
Sovietism 1s one of the essential conditions for building up and ex-

tending the dialogue and cooperation between the democratic, popu-
lar forces.

Experience shows that the anti-communist campaigns, although
targeted on the communist parties, the socialist countries and above
all the Soviet Union, are aimed not only against communists, but also
against other democrats and democratic freedoms. So the fight
against anti-communism is in the interests of all the popular forces
that want to see the victory of social progress, democracy and peace.

These 1deals are increasingly becoming a force for broad unity of the
working people, the masses.
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Development, reforms,
revolution

Luciano Barca

Member of ICP Leadership;
department head, CC ICP

SOME REFLECTIONS ON THE WAYS OUT OF THE
STRUCTURAL CRISIS IN ITALY

Italy continues to toil in a deep structural crisis, whose gravity has not
been eased by the short-term results achieved in 1977. These results
are of considerable importance, especially as regards inflation and the
balance of payments. They became possible in consequence of the
policy of national solidarity and democratic unity pursued by the
Italian Communist Party. But these results also testify to the limited
nature of the measures, which fail to affect and modify the structures
in accordance with an organic plan of reforms, because of the in-
adequacy of political solutions. After all, the results were secured
mainly due to the influence of the overall political climate in the
country after the parliamentary elections of June 20, 1976, rather than
through implementation of the program accord between Italy’s dem-

ocratic parties, an accord which the Andreotti government largely
failed to honor.

The system’s inability simultaneously to attain two goals —
economic development and monetary stability — is the clearest
expression of the continuing grave structural crisis in Italy. Whenever
the task 1s to ensure economic development and increase employ-
ment, the system is plunged into a spiral of unbridled inflation;
whenever the task is to contain inflation, the country moves into a
depression or, at least, stagnation. At the same time, depression no
longer automatically creates the conditions for a cyclical upswing, as
it did in the earlier phases of capitalist development. Thanks to the
gains of the trade unions and the strength of the working-class move-
ment, capitalist efficiency schemes, through the sacking of workers
from enterprises, are workable only to a limited extent (the first to be
hit by unemployment are the young who have yet to get their first
jobs). Most frequently, depression reduces the average labor produc-

tivity and increases outlays by industry and the state for various types
of aids.
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These specific features of the crisis in Italy (bringing out its more
general features) show the futility of Keynesian neo-capitalist policy.
Keynes's writings do contain a set of instruments that Marxist
economists can also use for their research, but the recipes proposed
by Keynes and his followers do not provide a way out of the crisis.

Let us recall that these recipes amount to a manipulation of aggre-
gate demand. Nowadays, however, even the most subtle manipula-
tions, whether of total demand or of its various components (con-
sumption, inventories, net investment), merely tend to increase the
amplitude of the swings between depression and inflation. In Italy it 1s
increased mainly by the vast balance-of-payments deficit, the meas-
ures used to cover it and the austerity in spending on social needs.
What 1s also essential is that government intervention designed to
increase investment has a negative effect on imports and the balance
of payments (with a multiplicator! in excess of unity) long before it
has any positive effect on development and employment.

How 1s the country to escape from this blind alley? The ICP has
suggested intervention which has an effect not only and not so much
on quantitative macro-economic magnitudes characterizing demand
as on the quality of its various components. Consequently, this 1s
intervention which tends to change the qualitative characteristics
both of consumption and of investment.

The practical motives for putting forward this political proposal are
self-evident. Selective intervention in consumption and investment
makes it possible, first, to avoid the traditional antithesis between the
need to reduce consumption (and this always means the working
people’s consumption) and the need to increase investment. Second,
it helps to assess the effect of various types of consumption and
investment on the balance of payments. The ICP proposals also take
into account the fact that there is much waste of resources in Italy due

to the need (or habit) of satisfying requirements through costly indi-
vidual decisions, which are sastified in the socialist countries and also

in some capitalist countries on a collective basis, whether free or for a
charge. This relates to transport, public health, infrastructuring of
industrial and residential areas, education and some types of every-
day services. The expansion of social and collective consumption
could undoubtedly help to economize on resources, without reducing

the satisfaction of the people’s needs, while creating a new reference
point and new guidelines for investment.

The theoretical and practical problems arising in connection with
the ICP’s political initiative become much more complicated when
this initiative is considered in the context of the Italian communists’
overall political line and tied in with the basic premises of our strategy
of advance toward socialism, with the conception of a secular and
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democratic state, recognition of and demand for pluralism of social
and political forces, an ‘open market’ and consequently of market
mechanisms (incidentally, acceptance of such mechanisms follows
from the pluralism and freedom of choice for the consumer and the
producer).

How is one to reconcile the qualitative intervention in consumption
and investment which implies maximum programming and, con-
sequently, conscious direction of the economic process, with preser-
vation of the market mechanisms and a pluralistic political and social
order which also allows for a multiplicity of decision-making centers?
Does not pluralism, by virtue of its very nature, rule out such com-
prehensive — both quantitative and global — intervention in the
functioning of major complexes?

These are the problems and questions that are being put forward
today for discussion by the ICP proposals. Two reflections will help
to clarify their meaning.

The first concerns the differences between quantitative inter-
vention on the macro-economic level? (which any capitalist state
effects) and qualitative intervention. It is not true that intervention
in macro-economic magnitudes does not lead to conflict with
democracy, above all with the historically rooted forms used in
practice to put through procedures allowing the adoption of
collective decisions through elected representatives (of which the
Italian parliamentary democracy is a form). After all, such
intervention is almost always effected outside these forms, outside
the framework of the elected bodies, and this tends to invalidate
their powers. Ultimately, however, it is accepted and assessed as
something self-evident, because. it takes place behind the backs of
the consumers and the producers in the guise of technical measures
or purely ‘technical’ decisions (the payments procedure, inter-min-
isterial ties, management of the treasury, the bank lending rate,
etc.). Regardless of the level — from the highest to the lowest — at
which intervention is effected in political decisions, any decree
solemnly adopted by Parliament is transformed into an absolutely
ineffective technico-economic decision. By contrast, qualitative
intervention is always explicitly political. So whenever it does not

accord with the decisions of sovereign bodies elected by the nation,
the contrasts and conflicts are glaring.

The second reflection which can help us to achieve a better
definition of a problem that is of crucial importance for a period in
which economic development depends on selective, qualitative
intervention by the state, bears on the answers which social-democ-
racy has traditionally always proposed.

In the most general and consequently inadequate terms, one could
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say that the ICP proposal on selective programming of consumption
and investment means a maximum approximation of and simultane-
ously maximally critical, polemical comparison of its views with
those of European social-democracy on the whole-range of issues
bearing on the relationship between development, reforms and
revolution in the dominant mode of production.

The drawing closer to social-democracy, with all the positive
elements that it could contribute to a dialogue making for unity of
the left forces, 1s not confined to the premises which the ICP has
made the basis of its own strategy with respect to democracy,
pluralism and the non-ideological character of the state. The
discussion of democratic programming does not mean a mere
adoption of some propositions which the social democrats put
forward long ago and a refusal to wait for the disaster which 1s
allegedly inevitable as a result of the succession of ever more
frequent and ever less manageable crises (and which is supposed to
create more favorable conditions for a socialist revolution). Such a
discussion also implies a direct and active commitment by the
working class to prevent the crisis itself from ending in disaster. But
it 1s in the conception of programming, as in the interpretation of
some other general premises and links (like those of the market),
that the profound differences are most clearly revealed.

The programming suggested by the social democrats (like the one
the center-left government tried to practise in Italy in the 60s)
promises a capitalist mechanism of accumulation and its ability to
guarantee a sufficient degree of development. It is designed mainiy
to correct a posteriori the discrepancies caused by this type of
development. Such programming is not necessarily doomed to
immediate and complete failure, as it was in Italy. Whenever the
state apparatus and the fiscal system are more efficient and the
structural discrepancies less grave, it has yielded some results, such
as putting within the reach of families some real services and
guaranteeing a definite level of well-being. But even then, the
financing of the mechanism of accumulation tends inevitably to run
Into a crisis, despite the growing share of the profits going to the
state. Because of the very large share of surplus-value going into
rent and bank interest, Italy slid into a crisis which produced a
situation of ungovernability as soon as the system was deprived (as

it was from 1971 to 1973) of props like the low cost of raw materials
and on the whole relatively low wages.

This brought out the urgency of the demand put forward by the
communists in the early 60s in their criticism of the center-left
policy, for programming that would assume responsibility for the
problem of accumulation itself, and so move on from reforms
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redistributing incomes to reforms capable of creating structurally
new conditions for accumulation itself.

The austerity policy proposed by ICP General Secretary Enrico
Berlinguer stems from the need for such a switch, a need the
communists emphasized in the past as well. Indeed, the Italian
communists do not regard austerity as abandonment of some
quantitative demands in order to allow the capitalists once again to
set in motion their mechanism of accumulation and their market, but
as assumption of responsibility by the working class for the
problems of investment, accumulation and demand.

The difficult process through which Italy 1s now passing i1s
characterized by the adoption of just such a responsibility, in the
face of resistance from the bourgeois classes and also from within
the working class, which for long years was in the habit of
demanding of others the solution of some problems and which has
now undertaken to propose and put through the relevant decisions
together with the other forces; with all the difficuities arising from
the fact that the transition of the Italian working people from the
condition of exploited to the condition of architects has been taking
place in historical conditions and circumstances which are totally
new and differ from the experience of other countries.

The differences from the traditional social-democratic responses
become even more obvious in the course of this transition. Indeed, it
is one thing to tackle the problem of the relationship between
programming and the market in a situation in which programming
has the task only of re-establishing the equilibrium and mediating
between the classes within the framework of the capitalist mode of
production. It is quite another to tackle this problem in an effort to
practise a type of programming which — while the market
mechanisms are preserved — calls in question the characteristic and
basic distinctive feature of the dominant mode of production,

ignoring use-value and regarding the growth of accumulation as the
ultimate goal.

There is no doubt that the programming proposed by the Italian
communists implies deep-going changes in the system. Any
intervention designed for a qualitative regulation of investment
affects not some abstract wealth but the concrete social wealth and

its various use-values. Whenever the working class, whose strength
lies in its independence, and which is sustained both by its historical

memory which stores all its experience and by its awareness of
taking part in the great process of the transformation of the world,
demands of state intervention (which has now become fundamental
for development) that the process of accumulation should serve to
satisfy priority instead of minor requirements, it exposes the
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antagonisms in the dominant mode of production and clashes with it.
There 1s good reason why the Italian communists’ struggle for
reforms is not only an economic or even only a political struggle, but
also a struggle in the sphere of culture. It is designed to rally forces
round conceptions of way of life and consumption and establishment
of values which differ profoundly from the individualistic and
consumer attitudes engendered by the capitalist market. But to what
extent can this programming coexist with the market, with its
mechanisms, with the remaining autonomy of enterprises and the
development of individual freedoms?

The ICP has tried to answer this difficult, and, as I have said,
largely new and complicated question by making use of Lenin’s idea
about the need to develop democracy to the utmost, to find the
forms for this development, and to test them by practice (see V.I.
Lenin, Coll. Works, Vol. 25, p. 452). We have been working to
introduce into the market — which continues to be a capitalist
market — new protagonists and to range alongside the traditional
individual consumers collective consumers capable of imposing on
the market a demand which differs qualitatively from traditional
demand. These new consumers are the regions, provinces, com-
munes and voluntary collective associations (cooperatives, for
example) capable of expressing the requirements of the masses in
transport, culture, housing and energy, and exerting an influence on
the market that is collective and social, instead of individual.

One of the most characteristic aspects of social and political life in
Italy is that millions of people have been discussing plans for
developing railways and energy, and electing school and neighbor-
hood councils. Acting in this way, they establish with each other
relations which no longer assume the form of relations between
commodities, between exchange-values: these are direct relations
between people, who decide on the use of various things. These
relations, in which the working class intervenes with the whole
strength and prestige of its political and trade union organizations
and its capacity for critical analysis, which has been fostered by
Marxism, convert individual requirements into the collective
demand for building railways (specifying which railways in particu-
lar), into the collective demand for the construction of schools,
homes for the people, etc., giving priority to collective requirements
over individual approaches. This helps to advance the crucial
element of socialism, which is the socialization of power, producing
deep changes in the structure of the state (its proper functions
expand and at the same time its repressive character i1s limited) and
in the nature of the capitalist market.

Of course, this process is not a straightforward one. There 1s
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constant evidence of the twofold character of state capitalism,
which is simultaneously a stage in the state’s subordination to the
monopolies and a stage in the transition to a higher economic and
social order. Bureaucratic and centralist tendencies are constantly
revealed in the course of clashes, which are frequently acute. Again
and again there arises the danger of democracy’s degeneration
(hence the need for unity and joint responsibility) into a democ-
ratism which does not rally the working people round this or that set
of priorities and reforms, but divides them on the basis of private
group interests and individualism. This is where the Communist
Party should, and does, display its urge constantly, at every
moment, to be a ‘party of struggle and leadership,’” a party capable
of keeping in touch with the needs and feelings of broad masses of
people and with the perspective of the transformation of society;
this is where the importance of a policy not only of social and class,
but also of political alliances (in accordance with the i1deas of
Gramsci and Togliatti) is brought out, a policy aimed to unite all the
democratic forces, starting with the socialist forces aspiring to
ideals, values and way of life which do not coincide with those of the
capitalist society.

There 1s no doubt that now and again such values and conceptions
of way of life also include pre-capitalist values (we have in mind
chie”ly the Christian-Democratic Party), which are unacceptable in
their literal sense and even less so in the distorted forms which have
produced notions of the state as a kind of ‘charity,’ clientism and the
exaltation of rent. In contrast to these pre-capitalist values and
conceptions, the protest by capitalist enterprise appealing for ‘thrift’
frequently turns out to be justified and cannot be ignored. But even
with an eye to such degenerations and unacceptable notions, it
remains true for millions of Catholics, as Enrico Berlinguer has
emphasized, that the religious conscience ‘can stimulate the believer
to persevere in seeking a renewal of society along socialist lines.’?

Hence the importance of the dialogue (which goes well beyond the
framework of tactics) that the communists have started with the
Catholic world and with the Christian-Democratic Party, inasmuch
as 1t 1s inspired by definite ideals. This dialogue is necessary not only
because a rift between the communists and the Catholics, as
Toghatti warned in 1963, would do grave harm to the cause of peace
and the salvation of civilization, but also because in the secular,
non-integralist state which we intend to build there is room for
various contending systems of values, including the system of
Christian values, which could make an important contribution to the
transformation of society and the establishment of a new way of life,
production and consumption. The nostalgia for the past which
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carries with it the illusion that the past is more just as compared with
the inequality and social injustice of the capitalist society, springs
from the fact that it is not always easy to induce certainty and faith
in a future that 1s capable of embracing, however critically, all of
mankind’s achievements, and all the truths of the revolutions which
marked new stages in the history of the world. We Italian

communists believe it to be our duty to induce this certainty and
faith in the future.

. A term denoting the quantitative relationships between the size of the national
income and the volume of investment. — Ed.

2. On the macro-economic level economic processes are regulated in the context
of the economy as a whole, with an examination of the relations and proportions

between aggregate national-economic magnitudes: national income, investment, sav-
Ings, consumption, etc. — Ed.
3. Rinascita, October 14, 1977, p. 4.
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Disarmament:
a pressing task

viewpoints

Hamid Safari
Executive Bureau member, CC,
People’s Party of Iran

WHY THE PEOPLES OF THE DEVELOPING COUNTRIES
ARE AGAINST THE ARMS RACE

The approval by the 32nd Session of the UN General Assembly of
proposals to further détente and avoid the danger of nuclear war, and
the submission of the disarmament question to the special session of
the UN General Assembly due to open in May indicate that the
political climate of our planet 1s becoming healthier and that new
opportunities are opening up for the peace forces of the world. Mil-
lions feel increasingly confident that mankind will succeed in calling a
halt to the drive for the manufacture of weapons of mass destruction,
which wastes power and resources so urgently needed for the solution
of vitally important problems.

The peoples of the developing countries pin great hopes on the
consolidation of détente and on the prospect of an end to the arms
race and of disarmament. We mean primarily the peoples of countries
with an underdeveloped economy, one-commodity specialization in
industry and agriculture, a low level of productive forces, a multi-
structural economy, and lastly, a small volume of GNP per capita.
Nor is this accidental, for the road of détente and disarmament offers
these peoples real and appreciable opportunities to eliminate their
inherited backwardness, quicken the pace of their development, and
win and build up their independence. The magnitude of this problem
and the pressing need to solve it are seen in a recent UN report on the
economic and social situation in the developing countries in the
1971-75 period. The report states that the rate of per capita production
growth should have been roughly 3.5 per cent a year but that only one

in five countries on the average achieved this rate. In the South Asian
group of states, which accounts for nearly 44 per cent of the popula-

tion of the developing countries, the growth rate approximated to one
per cent, ranging from 0.1 per cent in Bangladesh and India to 0.9 per
cent in Afghanistan and 1.3 per cent in Pakistan. Of the 1,200 million
persons living in the most underdeveloped countries, 750 million
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subsist in incredibly hard conditions, on incomes never exceeding
$100 a year. Health care is in a deplorable state. In Africa there is one
doctor for every 9,000 inhabitants, in Asia for every 3,000 and in
Latin America for every 2,000. Mortality in the developing countries
1s much higher than in the rest of the world. In more than half of them,
every year sees 15 in 1,000 inhabitants die, and in more than 40 per
cent of these countries the mortality rate stands at 20. The difference
in the case of child mortality is appalling; in the first year of life, it is
from 10 to 20 times as high as in the more developed countries.

Without trying to delve into the whole range of problems facing the
developing countries, I would like to touch on a group of questions
reveling the direct connection between the struggle for peace, détente
and disarmament and the effort to speed these countries’ social,
economic and cultural progress.

The feverish arms race now going on is one of the greatest prob-
lems mankind has ever come up against. After all, the $350,000m.
spent annually for military purposes (according to the most conserva-

tive estimates) 1s — let it be said plainly — if not a direct cause, then
at least one of the most important indirect causes of the suffering,

hardships and poverty of hundreds of millions. According to UN
statistics, it would take a mere $8,000m. to feed millions who suffer
from malnutrition and starvation. If the world’s military spending
were cut by at least $150,000m. this would make it possible, for
instance, to lower taxes by from $30,000m. to $40,000m. in the
countries bearing the brunt of military spending. Besides, over
$100,000m. would be released for the most pressing economic, social
and cultural needs. Military expenditures today exceed by 150 per

cent what is spent by all countries on public health and by 50 per cent
what they spend on public education. Yet roughly one per cent of the
funds spent for military purposes would make it possible to offer the
developing countries not less than $2,000m. in additional aid through
the UN alone.

Spokesmen of the military-industrial complex often describe the
arms race almost as an ‘economic incentive.’ But even leaving out the
developing countries, analysis of the economy of the leading capitalist
countries since 1945 shows that countries which spent more on ar-
maments had a lower rate of national income growth, and vice versa.
In the 1950-76 period Japan annually spent less than one per cent of its

aggregate national income on armaments while the United States
spent from 7 to 12 per cent. In those years Japan’s national income

grew 40-fold while the U.S. registered only a six-fold increase. This
also applies to Britain, which after 1945 kept military spending very
high and ultimately fell behind many countries in production growth
rate. While differences in economic development level between these

April 1978 51




countries are due to a variety of causes there is no question that

military spending has an adverse effect on the growth rate of the
national economic potential and the condition of the population.

The disastrous effects of the arms race are even more marked in the
developing countries. In 1976 the military budgets of these countries
(not counting the OPEC countries) totalled $31,000m., or about four
per cent of their aggregate GNP. The military spending of the OPEC
countries added up to $23,000m., or 5.9 per cent of the world total. In
Iran, for instance, military expenditures in 1976-77 amounted to
$8,100m., or 27 per cent of all budget expenditures and over 12 per
cent of the GNP. According to rough estimates, the cost of arma-
ments and military aid to the developing countries, including the
OPEC countries, may average an annual $10,000m. for the next few
yvears. This means still greater inflation, mounting prices and greater
hardships for the working people.

By involving developing countries in the arms race, supplying them
with arms worth thousands of millions of dollars and setting newly-
independent states against one another, the impenralists want to
shackle them with new neo-colonial chains and to prevent them from
achieving complete independence. The Peking leadership contributes
its share to this process. In line with its non-class, anti-Marxist theory
of ‘three worlds,’ it 1s making itself a direct accomplice of imperialist
powers by backing reactionary, militarist alignments and activities in
various parts of the globe.

As well as fomenting tensions and conflicts between developing
countries, imperialism spares no effort to galvanize existing military-
political blocs, such as CENTO or ANZUS, and to set up new
military alliances encompassing Asian, African and Latin American
countries. U.S. imperialism has lately been increasing its pressure on
the ASEAN countries to induce them to form a military bloc, a front
of non-communist Asian countries. It is trying hard to turn Regional

Cooperation for Development (RCD), an organization comprising
Iran, Pakistan and Turkey, into a military alliance involving certain

other countries. The U.S. impenrialists are striving in common with
local reactionary regimes to form a closed military-political bloc in the
Red Sea area. At the same time the Pentagon is planning a South
Atlantic military alliance that would group South Africa, Braazil,
Argentina, Paraguay and Uruguay, with the U.S. participating as an
unregistered member.!

In defining the real aims of impenalist policy toward the developing
countries, including the arms race and the policy of military blocs
which are imposed on these countries and hold back their economic,
political and social progress, it must be pointed out that this policy is
often carried on behind the smokescreen of slanderous allegations by
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reactionary capitalist circles and by Maoists to the effect that the
Soviet Union i1s ‘endangering’ the security of the developing coun-
tries. But while these allegations are still likely to influence this or that
nationalist leader or group of politicians, they are increasingly disbe-
lieved by the masses. The peoples of the developing countries see
that the Soviet Union is pioneering a qualitatively new type of inter-
national relations on the principles of equality, mutual benefit and
independence. These relations help numerous newly-free states to
uphold their independence in an atmosphere of peace and security, to
develop their economy and culture and overcome the age-old
backwardness engendered by colonialism and neo-colonalism.

Unlike the impenialist powers, the Soviet Union and other socialist
countries never attach political strings or practise discrimination in
promoting economic relations with the ‘third world.’ All the projects
built under agreements with socialist countries are the national pro-
perty of the developing countries concerned.?

[t 1s safe to say that without the political, economic, military and
moral assistance and support of the socialist community, primarily
the Soviet Union, the young developing countries would have been
unable to hold out against impenalist violence and many of them
would not have attained even their present economic level.

Obviously, the real danger threatening the security of the develop-
ing countries lies elsewhere. Indeed, while the pressure of the
national-liberation movement has forced international imperialism to
retreat here and there, the nature of imperialism is unchanged, which
means that it still aspires to aggression and that the danger of im-
perialist intervention and use of force persists. It is revealing that
James Chace, managing editor of the quarterly Foreign Affairs, called
attention in the New York Times to numerous signs suggesting that
U.S. commitments may well go beyond the forms of diplomatic,
economic and other interference in the affairs of other countries used
in the past. He believes that interference will not necessarily be
motivated by such long-familiar ambitions as the desire to contain
‘communist expansion on a global scale.” The theory of ‘interdepen-
dence,’” and the growing dependence of the United States on the raw
material resources of developing countries lead Chace to conclude
that U.S. military intervention will most probably be prompted by
fear of losing raw material resources. He writes that if resources run
short, intervention may even be demanded by Congress instead of
being only a result of action by the executive.

The top military of the chief imperialist powers frankly identify
themselves with this political writer’s views. For instance, the annual
report submitted to Congress by the Chairman of the U.S. Joint
Chiefs of Staff says that the vast African continent is worthy of

April 1978 53




attention in view of both its strategic situation and its growing value as
a source of raw matenals.

The program of further struggle for peace adopted by the Soviet
communists’ 25th Congress, as well as calling for the early convoca-
tion of a world disarmament conference and the conclusion of a world
treaty on non-use of force in international relations, proposes the
following:

— consider as crucial the international task of completely eliminat-
ing all vestiges of the system of colonial oppression, of preventing any

infringement of the equality and independence of peoples, and
abolishing all centers of colonialism or racism;

— work for eliminating discrimination and all artificial barriers in
international trade, and all manifestations of inequality, diktat and
exploitation in international economic relations.

These proposals provide the key to solving the developing coun-

tries’ problems. They form the substance of the developing countries’
fight for new international economic relations. The problems of their

economic development are closely linked with the need to resist
imperialist aggression, that is, with the struggle for peace, which is
also borne out by the experience of the past few years. This exper-
ience shows that the peoples of a number of developing countries
have been able to make certain gains in striving for an end to the
domination of multinationals in their economy, for the restitution of
natural resources, a fair pricing of raw materials, and so on. These
gains include the OPEC countries’ steps to nationalize the oil industry
and fix oil prices, and the wave of nationalization and expropriation of
foreign property that has swept many countries. The peoples of the
developing countries remember well that in the past such steps were
stubbornly resisted by the imperialists. A case in point was the tragic
events in Iran in the early 50s which ended in overthrowing the
Mossadegh government and installing a repressive regime.

In the climate of détente resulting directly from a global change in
the balance of class forces in favor of peace, progress and socialism,
the developing countries have been able with full support from the
socialist community to carry out a series of joint actions, including the
convocation of the sixth and seventh special sessions of the UN
General Assembly (April 1974 and September 1975), which discussed
problems of raw materials and economic development. The 29th
Session of the UN General Assembly (December 1974) adopted the
Charter of the Economic Rights and Obligations of States laying down
the principles of equality and democracy which must underlie
economic and political relations between states.

The improved political climate has afforded new opportunities for
the developing countries to join efforts in fostering inter-regional
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cooperation. Joint projects have already been worked out to develop
the power industry, agriculture, transport, communications and edu-
cation and to combat illiteracy. Work is under way on long-term pro-
grams for the judicious exploitation and preservation of water re-
sources, the harmonious use of natural riches, the formation of re-
gional alignments to resist foreign monopoly capital, etc. The incipient
restructuring of the entire system of international relations on the
Leninist principle of peaceful coexistence provides ample oppor-
tunities for cooperation between the developing countries and the
socialist-community countries. Peoples are offered truly unlimited
possibilities of developing and of fostering equitable, mutually bene-
ficial relations in every economic, scientific or cultural field.

The effort to strengthen peace and the security of peoples is in the
interests of individual states and the developing countries as a whole.

The most pressing task is still to stop the arms race and achieve
disarmament. This explains the widespread support given to the

Soviet proposal to reduce the military budgets of the permanent
members of the UN Security Council by 10 per cent and to use part of
the funds thus saved for assistance to developing countries.? If mili-
tary budgets were cut this would be important in itself and because it

would make for greater mutual confidence between nations.

The struggle against the arms race and for disarmament, for the
dismantling of military bases, the dissolution of aggressive military-
political blocs and the pursuit of an independent foreign policy for
peace i1s a powerful means of curbing impenalist influence. It 1s
precisely the atmosphere of détente that ofters all peoples new oppor-

tunities to advance along the path of progress, freedom, and
economic and social justice.

1. People are also concerned about the program which the United States is carry-
ing out to reinforce its military bases ranging from the Persian Gulf to the Pacific and
Atlantic oceans. It is a question of bases in Diego Garcia, Guam, Tinian, Japan,

Thailand, Singapore, the Philippines, the island of Al Masira, Oman and Simonstown
(South Africa), and of tens of thousands of U.S. troops stationed, according to

President Carter, at roughly 1,200 points of the globe. The attitude of the capitalist
countries, primarily NATO members, which refuse to curb the arms race, likewise
gives cause for concern. The U.S. military budget for the next fiscal year will run to
$126,000m. It will be the biggest in U.S. history. The stepping up of the arms race by
the U.S. and other major countries of the West is contrary to the UN resolutions
aimed at removing the war danger and creating a healthy international climate.

2. With help from the Soviet Union and other CMEA countries, 2,480 industrial
and other projects have been carried out in developing countries and more than
another 1,000 are being planned or are under construction.

3. This is confirmed among other things, by a special study carried out by the UN
Secretariat. It has been submitted to the convening committee of the special session
of the UN General Assembly on disarmament. The Soviet initiative, the study states,
has specifically tied in disarmament with development and proposed a realistic way to
reduce military expenditures. A cut in military budgets, which would be a step toward
a more durable peace, would also release funds for economic and social purposes.
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African panorama

FIRMNESS OF REVOLUTIONARY WILL

We present interviews with statesmen from two countries which
have taken a socialist orientation on the basis of Marxist-Leninist
principles. At the time of the interviews socialist Ethiopia was
going through a hard period, beating back ceaseless attacks by
internal reactionaries and resisting aggression by Somalia and
separatist movements. It is all the more significant that one of
these interviews, with Berhanu Bayih of Ethiopia, deals mainly with
the positive problems in putting through the national democratic
revolution. Of the same tenor is our interview with Denis Sassou-
Nguesso, First Deputy Chairman of the Military Committee, Con-
golese Party of Labor, concerning the problems faced by the
People’'s Republic of Congo, whose leadership had to take ex-
traordinary measures to defend the revolution after the villainous
assassination of President Marien Ngouabi in March 1977. We also
present an article by the Algerian communist Ali Malki on the
current stage of the revolutionary process in Algeria.

THE ETHIOPIAN REVOLUTION: A HARD PERIOD

Berhanu Bayih
Member, Standing Committee, Provisional Military Administrative
Council of Socialist Ethiopia

Q. When we met the last time! you said that the PMAC had approved
a Program of the National Democratic Revolution. What new ele-
ments has it brought to the development of the revolutionary process
in Ethiopia?

A. The Program of the National Democratic Revolution lays down
the guidelines for our revolutionary process. It establishes Ethiopia’s

entry upon the path of socialist orientation and sets as the goal of the
national democratic stage the formation of a people’s democratic

republic led by the working-class party. This, the Program says, will
lay ‘a sound foundation for transition to socialism.’

As you see, we accept the theory of the non-capitalist way of
development. When we call our country ‘socialist Ethiopia’ we do not
mean that we have already built up a socialist society. We merely
want to show what we want, what our goal 1s. We are now at the stage
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of national democratic revolution. And we are aware that it will take
much time before we can go over to socialist construction.

The key task today, according to the Program, is to unite all the
Marxist-Leninist organizations and groups which are active in
Ethiopia. At first, we envisage their cooperation at every level, then
formation of a united front on the basis of a common platform, and
finally, complete organizational unity on the basis of ideological unity,
which will mean the establishment of a Marxist-Leninist party, a
proletarian party.

Marxist-Leninist party leadership, we believe, is a necessary condi-
tion for Ethiopia for full victory by a broad revolutionary front of all
the anti-feudal and anti-impenalist forces, and it is our goal to form
such a front. It may include mass organizations (trade unions, wo-
men’s, youth and other organizations) and other progressive demo-
cratic parties, even if they are not Marxist-Leninist parties. Adoption
of a joint action program for struggle against imperialism, feudalism
and bureaucratic capitalism is to be the main criterion. These are the
three reactionary class forces which determine the nature of the
present Ethiopian society as a semi-feudal and semi-capitalist society,
and that 1s what the Ethiopian revolution seeks to change. The
establishment of a broad revolutionary front will make it possible to
hold elections to a National Assembly, which is to proclaim a
People’s Democratic Republic.

Consequently, one of the chief aims of the Ethiopian revolution is
to hand power over to the people. This requires the establishment of a
revolutionary Marxist-Leninist party of the proletariat, to act as the
leading force in a broad national democratic front.

There are now five revolutionary Marxist-Leninist organizations
and groups in Ethiopia, namely, the All-Ethiopian Socialist Move-
ment, the Marxist-Leninist Revolutionary Organization, the Rev-
olutionary Seded (Fire), the Labor League and the Revolutionary
Struggle of the Oppressed Peoples of Ethiopia. In June 1977, they
proclaimed the establishment of the United Front of Ethiopian
Marxist-Leninist Organizations on the basis of their common Action
Program. But for the time being they have their independent organiza-
tions.

Mass democratic organizations began to take shape from the very
start of the revolution. The most important of these is the All-
Ethiopian Trade Union which was founded in 1977. Trade unions are
being organized at the enterprises, in the industries and on a national
level. The new trade unions have earned the greatest hatred of the
reactionaries. You may be aware that both the first and the second
chairmen of the All-Ethiopian Trade Union were killed by counter-
revolutionary terrorists.?
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Peasant associations are another important form of mass democra-
tic organization. Grass-roots peasant associations elect delegates to
associations formed on the level of districts and provinces. The
All-Ethiopian Peasant Association, which was founded in September
1977, is now acquiring organizational form. Peasant associations,
which now bring together over seven million farmers, enjoy fairly
broad rights. For all practical purposes, they exercise the functions of
local self-administration. They have their own executive bodies, judi-
cial bodies and security agencies. Self-defense detachments have
been set up everywhere. Their members have been given some mili-
tary training and are provided with weapons.

Urban dwellers’ associations are another form of mass organiza-
tion. The grass-roots associations — kebele — of which more than
1,000 have already been set up, join in higher-level associations and
then form urban centers. The members of each center elect their
executive organs. The Congress of the Urban Center nominates three
persons from its midst, one of whom is appointed mayor by the
government. These centers also set up judicial organs, security agen-
cies and self-defense detachments.

Women’s and young people’s associations are also being set up, but
for the time being only on the local and not yet on the national level.
Let me add that those who head various types of associations at all
levels are also targets of counter-revolutionary terrorist attacks. This
provides fresh proof that the imperialists and reactionaries regard the
establishment of mass organizations and their adoption of revolu-
tionary ideas as a great threat to themselves.

Q. What are the main achievements and problems of the Ethiopian
revolution in the socio-economic sphere?

A. First of all, there is the agrarian reform, which is perhaps the
most radical in Africa. Under a decree issued by the PMAC in March
1975, all the land in the rural localities has been nationalized and
proclaimed to be the Ethiopian people’s collective property. This is a
tremendous achievement for a country 90 per cent of whose popula-
tion is peasant. The same PMAC simultaneously abolished land rent
in every form, debt payments, and so on. Land can now no longer be
either sold, divided or mortgaged.

Each peasant family has the free use of a plot of land not more than
10 hectares in area. The big farms are not to be broken up but will be
and are being converted into state farms. The establishment of
cooperatives of peasant associations is being encouraged, including
both service cooperatives and producer cooperatives. Peasants are
already working simultaneously on their own plots and in the collec-
tive fields. They also help to cultivate the fields of families who have
lost their bread-winner, where the bread-winner is at the front, or
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where the head of the family is old. The state farms will help to boost
agricultural production, while setting an example for the peasants and
showing them how to use modern methods in agriculture. In addition,
the state farms supply peasants with fertilizers and render various
types of services, especially those involving farming machinery.

Of course, the agrarian reform ran a different course in the various
parts of the country. The point is that in the past there was a
substantial difference between the system of landownership in the
north and the south of Ethiopia. In the north, only seven per cent of
the land belonged to the feudal lords, the rest being officially in
communal ownership. Nominally, every peasant had the right to a
plot of land, but there was a land shortage because of the very high
density of the population in that part of the country.

In the south, feudal and church landownership was the prevalent
form. The bulk of the peasants had no land and were tenants who had
no rights and who could be driven off their plots at any time. Overall,
60 per cent of the farm land in Ethiopia belonged to less than 1,000
families. The feudal lords took up to 75 per cent of the peasants’ crop.

Nationalization, as I have said, was proclaimed everywhere. In the
north, it was naturally easier to put it through right away. Incidental-
ly, apart from expropriating the land which belonged to the feudals,
the reform also destroyed many feudal customs and institutions which
were not directly connected with landownership, like the so-called
gulte, the right to collect taxes which the emperor gave the feudal lord
for services rendered. Other feudal levies were also abolished. The
peasants at once realized that their existence, their living standard
was improving. Peasant associations and cooperatives, and coopera-
tive shops in the towns are also being successfully established.

In the south, the reform caused much sharper upheavals. There,
the feudal lords, who were in possession of virtually all the land, put
up armed resistance. However, they were defeated, killed, driven out
or disarmed, and strong peasant associations have now been set up in
the area. A campaign, known as Zemecha — Development through
Cooperation — had a great part to play. In the course of it, 60,000
students, teachers and soldiers went to the rural localities to support
and teach the peasants. Let us note that within a year of the proclama-
tion of the agrarian reform, farm output increased by 30 per cent.

In the towns, the land and all the extra houses (in the towns, one
family can now own no more than one house) have been proclaimed
government property. This reform dispossessed the same feudal lords
and aristocrats who had owned tracts of land and many houses in the
towns. Rent was reduced by between 15 and 50 per cent. In addition,
taxes, which have now been unified and are collected by urban
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dwellers’ centers, are being used to meet the needs of local develop-
ment.

In Ethiopia, banks, insurance companies and the major industrial
enterprises have been nationalized. Thus, the commanding heights of
the economy are in the hands of the state. However, provision has
also been made for some participation by local private capital in the
country’s development. This is in accord with the present stage, the
stage of national democratic revolution. A ceiling has been estab-
lished for private investment.

Mixed enterprises are also to be set up and developed. This implies
cooperation between the government and foreign capital in develop-
ing industry. But if one takes the capitalist countries, only some of the
old firms have by now joined the government in setting up mixed
enterprises. Others have preferred to stop production.

The task now is to develop to the utmost mixed enterprises set up
jointly with socialist countries. Ethiopia has engaged in coordinating
economic plans with them, and has been receiving assistance from
them. We believe that planning is the basis of success in economic
activity. We now have a Central Planning Commission, but like other
agencies it has a shortage of trained personnel. We seek to overcome
these difficulties, making use of experts from socialist countries and

- sending our students to study there.

We also have other numerous difficulties arising from the war, the
need to beat back the aggression, or from overt sabotage by counter-
revolutionaries. One should bear in mind, after all, that two ‘political
parties’ — the Democratic Union and the People’s Revolutionary
Party’ — and seven so-called liberation — actually separatist —
fronts are now fighting the Ethiopian revolution with support from
external reactionaries.

Q. What are the main problems the Ethiopian revolution has to
face in its ideological-organizational work?

A. This is an exceptionally important sphere of activity. The rev-
olution cannot advance without a revolutionary workers’ party. But
Lenin said that there can be no revolutionary party without a rev-
olutionary ideology.

Such a party could not emerge under the monarchy because of the
persecution of progressive forces and the weakness of our working
class. That is why when the revolution began we invited all the
Ethiopians who had studied in other countries and had adopted
Marxist-Leninist ideas to return home. We asked them whether they
were willing to cooperate with the PMAC on the basis of its program.
They agreed. A Provisional Office for Mass Organizational Affairs
was set up. When 1t began to operate, it turned out that these men
were members of various groups, the five groups mentioned above,
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and that they have different views on a number of substantial matters.
That 1s why we began to encourage them to cooperate and establish
ideological unity. The PMAC believes that it would be a mistake to
iIssue a formal decree merging these groups and proclaiming the
establishment of a proletanan party ‘from the top.” They must attain
ideological and then organizational unity by themselves, and in the
process win over to their side the industrial workers, the vanguard of
the proletariat.

We have entrusted the Provisional Office with the preparations for
setting up a Marxist-Leninist party and with carrying on agitation and
propaganda work among the masses. It has been given all the neces-
sary facilities, means of transport, etc. It set up its branches
everywhere, including districts and villages. An Ideological School
has been established in Addis Ababa. We have displayed full trust in
these people, supplied them with weapons and provided protection
from the EPRP killers. We have recommended them to the people.

However, after a little while one of these groups, namely, the
Marxist All-Ethiopian Socialist Movement, or Meison for short, de-
cided that it was the strongest and aspired to subordinate the other
groups. In the summer of 1977, the PMAC decided to reorganize the
Provisional Office. The idea behind its decision was to give all the
groups within it equal rights both in the work of the Office itself and —
and this i1s highly important — in guiding the Ideological School.

When this had been done, some Meison leaders were disappointed.
Soon there came the Somali aggression against Ethiopia. In addition,
the separatist movement in Entrea was intensified, and the country’s
unity was threatened on every side. These were combined with the
activities of internal counter-revolutionaries. And just when the battle

of Dire Dawa (Ogaden region) was being fought, some of the Meison
leaders went into hiding.

It later turned out that it was the right-wing opportunist elements
who had taken flight. They issued a statement listing all the dangers
threatening the country and declared that the situation was hopeless.
They claimed that the PMAC was doing nothing to save the country
and the revolution. However, they miscalculated in expecting that the

peasants would support them. Actually, the peasants arrested many
of them. When the peasants handed them over to the revolutionary

authorities, they said: * These are traitors, they themselves told us that
the revolution should be defended to the end, and here is what they
have done.” The flight of some of the Meison leaders spelled their

political suicide. They were not supported by the people, and the
group’s left wing condemned them.

But the revolution was hit. Let me say briefly that among those
who fled were men like Haile Fida, Chairman of the Office, two
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ministers, the Minister of Education and the Minister of Housing and
Urban Development, who was also responsible for the urban dwel-
lers’ centers, and his brother, a permanent secretary of the Ministry
of Culture. This left vacant posts in the Mass Organization Office and
several other establishments, and these are not easy to fill. But the
unity of the five Marxist-Leninist groups 1s now stronger and more
solid, for the fugitive leaders had only paid lip-service to unity, while
secretly working against it. '

Q. How does the PMAC intend to start solving the nationalities
question in Ethiopia?

A. Our Program of National Democratic Revolution envisages a
solution of the nationalities problem through a recognition of the right
of each nationality in Ethiopia to self-determination in the form of
regional autonomy. Ethiopia has many tribes and nationalities. We
believe that recognition of each nationality’s nright to self-
determination and regional autonomy is the correct way to solve the
nationalities question in line with socialist principles and Ethiopia’s
objective conditions. We seek to translate it into practice, notably, in
Entrea, for which we have worked out a special nine-point program.

The PMAC has already proclaimed the equality of all the
nationalities in the sphere of religion, language, culture, and so on. It
is our intention to give all the nationalities of Ethiopia an opportunity
to use their national language, to develop their economy and national
culture, to enjoy all rights and to be free from any exploitation. We
regard the nationalities question as an organic part of the overall
question of class struggle.

Concerning the choice of form in which the self-determination of
the country’s nationalities 1s to be realized, namely, regional au-
tonomy, that is Ethiopia’s sovereign business. After all, this 1s not a
liberation of colonies but free development of nationalities within
revolutionary Ethiopia.

Q. What, 1n your opinion, has the Ethiopian revolution done for
the worldwide anti-imperialist struggle?

A. The Ethiopian revolution can have a very important interna-
tional role to play. Its successes can largely promote the anti-
imperialist struggle, and not only in Africa. They will also be a
contribution to the socialist transformation of the world.

Our region is of tremendous strategic importance. If the Ethiopian
revolution advances successfully, it will mean that our country will
continue to play a big positive role within it, and also in Africa as a
whole. Imperialism is aware of this, and that is why it has been using
its agents within and outside the country to undermine the develop-
ment of our revolution.

Socialist Ethiopia’s foreign policy is based on principles like peace,
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equality of all states, non-interference in their domestic affairs, non-
alignment, and so on. These principles are clearly set out in the
Program of National Democratic Revolution.

Some ask us whether there is a contradiction between such a policy
and our orientation on stronger friendship with the socialist countries.
But we are sure. that there is no contradiction here. After all, non-
alignment means pursuit of an independent foreign policy. Our rela-
tions with other countries are our own business, they are a matter of
our independent policy. Ethiopia is fighting against imperialism and
internal reaction, and this is a struggle that cannot be carried on

single-handed. Close relations with the socialist countries are needed
also for successful socialist construction.

THE CONGO: KEY TASKS OF THE CURRENT STAGE

Denis Sassou-Nguesso
First Deputy Chairman, Military Committee,
Congolese Party of Labor

Q. What i1s the relationship between the current stage of the Con-
golese revolution and the radicalization stage announced by the late
President Marien Ngouabi?4

A. It is not entirely correct to speak of a ‘radicalization stage,” The
Congo 1s at the stage of a national, democratic and people’s revolu-

tion as defined by the extraordinary congress of our party in De-
cember 1972.

The revolution is national since we are continuing the struggle for
national liberation, against foreign, chiefly French, capitalist
domination.

It 1s a democratic revolution since in the course of this struggle we
are mobilizing the people, the vast majority of the working people of
town and country. They were directly hit by colomal oppression and
privations, by poverty and cultural backwardness. And so they are
the ones who have a priority right to enjoy the fruits of democracy.

The revolution is a people’s revolution because we have decided to
advance to socialism. To this end we must lay an adequate economic,
cultural and psychological groundwork. The party considers that the
present stage of the Congolese revolution enables us to lay this
groundwork for the people’s revolution.

We see the two principal components of the revolutionary process
In our country at this stage in forming a vanguard, a working-class
party closely linked with the majority of working people, and in laying
the economic and cultural groundwork which we need if we are to
begin advancing to socialism at the next stage. The radicalization
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movement initiated by President Ngouabi makes it possible to speed
the progress of the revolution. It fits perfectly into the current stage.
You will see the goals of this movement if you read the declaration
released by the CC CPL on December 12, 1975. It stressed the need
to correct mistakes in the party’s activity at all levels, from top to
bottom, particularly at the level of the Central Committee. The task
was to achieve closer unity of the leadership, thoroughly reshape its
working methods, improve the party’s ability to organize and lead the
masses and proceed on that basis to the solution of other problems.
First and foremost, we had to provide a sound basis for the public
sector, which is experiencing considerable difficulties and lacks ef-
ficiency.

After the tragic death of the founder of our party, Marien Ngouabi,
the Party Military Committee (PMC) declared that it would continue
his work. We are now taking steps to reorganize the party and mass

organizations so as to raise their militancy and efficiency. The PMC is
doing all in its power to ensure that the public enterprises we rely on

in resisting imperialism operate better and are profitable and to end
wasteful management in the public sector,

It 1s too early to speak of results. However, the PMC is certainly
determined to bring about a fundamental change in the situation and
carry forward the radicalization movement the way it was begun by
the founder of our party.

Q. How would you describe the effort to build up your party at this
stage?

A. We are working to increase the party’s numerical strength. Its
membership has almost doubled in the recent period. But we want the
party and its influence to grow both quantitatively and qualitatively.
The primary task is, therefore, to reorganize the party education
system so that its network may not be limited to Brazzaville but may
encompass every branch and every member of the party. We would,
of course, like to set up party schools all over the country so as to
train and educate members at local level. But this is more than we can
do at the moment.

The main problem in the circumstances is to train a leading cadre.
The PMC considers it advisable to send members abroad for the
purpose. All regional party committee chairmen are taking such a
course of training now. This also applies to the majority of the
committee chairmen of districts, big enterprises and the ministries.

Subsequently most cadre members ranging from branch secretaries
to regional committee chairmen will be trained at the Central Party
School, in Brazzaville. They will work along with other leaders in
local party schools. Given trained personnel, such schools or courses
of study can be organized everywhere: students could get together in
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the building of elementary and secondary schools or wherever else
there 1s room for them and when they have time, as in the evening.
There we plan to organize systematic and continuous courses of
study on a differentiated basis.

The i1dea 1s to make the party the people’s general staff, so to speak,
at national and local level alike, so that it may be present everywhere

and that its influence, ideology and policy line may really predominate
in every walk of life, from top to bottom.

Party structures have already been created everywhere. We are
confident that our cadre members will become steeled in new strug-
gles and the party will transform itself, gain strength, rid itself of
extraneous elements and bring into its ranks upright and ideologically
staunch people. If the party achieves these aims, as we hope it will,
the masses will see in it a defender of their cause, and the party’s
leading role in our society will become a reality instead of being
merely a slogan.

Q. The press of imperialist countries often alleges that inasmuch as
the country is led by the Party Military Committee, this means that
power in the Congo 1s in the hands of the armed forces while the party
and the people’s government bodies play a secondary role. Any
comment?

A. The fact that the PMC is the highest authority is a product of
objective circumstances. After the assassination of President Ngouabi
this decision was fully justified by the need to keep peace in the
country and safeguard the party against various pressures.

After all, President Ngouabi was killed virtually on the eve of the
party congress that was to examine the progress of radicalization. A
mere week before his death he announced that the congress would
meet shortly. It follows that he was killed by those who were against
the growth and consolidation of the party. Hence the measures
adopted by the Central Committee, which also set up the PMC, to
preserve the party and the revolution.

The congress envisaged by Marien Ngouabi will meet before long.
The party i1s alive and growing and it’s preparing for its congress. In
the light of the steps taken to increase the party’s role and efficiency,
in the light of the facts, it’s absurd to imagine that the formation of the
Military Committee has shifted the party to a place of secondary
importance.

Nor can we accept bourgeois democratic theories calling for a
neutral army that would stay out of politics. Needless to say, the
imperialist oppressors of our country assigned the colomal army the

task of suppressing the people. This explains why, even in an inde-
pendent Congo, there was a bitter controversy over the issue of
politicalizing the army. The winners were the advocates of an army
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conceived and formed as a political force whose position is a re-
flection of the class struggle going on in society. It was a victory for
progressives and revolutionaries who held that we need a people’s
army closely linked with the masses and fighting the same battles as
the masses.

The party now has a solid structure in the army. There i1s a party
branch in every troop unit. Besides, we have Socialist Youth organi-
zations operating in the army.

Our army 1s inseparable from society and it’s only natural that
when we were setting up people’s power structures military men were
elected to municipal, regional and district councils and other bodies.

Elections to people’s councils were held in line with a degision
adopted by the CC CPL in 1973. By working out the structures of
people’s rule, we enabled the masses to organize, join in political and
economic life, grapple with their own problems at local level and
solve them on their own.

The decision on people’s power structures is envisaged for a
three-year testing period. Not so long ago, when Marien Ngouabi was
still alive, a first analysis of the experiment was made at a party
conference. It revealed that, as with every useful initiative, there
were achigvements as well as shortcomings and difficulties in organiz-
ing people’s rule. We decided to take measures for the removal of
shortcomings at an extraordinary party congress and we’ll do it.

The main drawback in organizing people’s rule is that the experi-
ment was begun in 1973, even before we had established party struc-
tures everywhere. In the absence of party control there began a
widespread infiltration of people’s government bodies by agent pro-
vocateurs, self-seekers and politically corrupt elements. The masses
were frequently led astray. Many peasants took their cue from
regionalist or tribalist elements and even elected outright reac-
tionaries just because they were from the same locality or belonged to
the same tribe.

These men contrived to entrench themselves in people’s govern-
ment bodies and prevented them from performing their true function,
which was to mobilize the masses and organize their effective partici-
pation in the solution of their own problems. What happened was the
emergence of new administrators of the old type operating in isolation
from the masses.

Now that the party 1s present everywhere, we think it 1s in a

position to carry out serious work to perfect people’s rule. This is an
objective necessity and the ‘hand of the military’ has nothing to do
with it.

Q. What is your view of the validity of the theory of non-capitalist
development as far as your country is concerned?
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A. Our country was under impenalist rule for almost a century.
The imperialists set up in the Congo an economy based on exporting
the country’s riches. Our people know this from their own experi-
ence; it is a matter of everyday living; the people are aware that they
are exploited by impenalism. What we want is to put the fruits of the
people’s labor and the country’s riches at the people’s service, to
make them available to the workers and peasants and not to imperial-
ists. This is why in those memorable days, August 13 to 15, 1963,5 the
Congo opted for non-capitalist development.

Marien Ngouabi repeatedly stressed that in Africa, and more par-
ticularly in the Congo, the exploiting classes might still be in an
embryonic state but were capable of developing with the passage of
time. We must therefore not allow a new exploiting class to emerge
and mature with independence and to reduce the people to slavery.

Consequently, the theory of non-capitalist development fully
applies to the Congo. Our conditions warrant this statement even
though the task facing us today i1s to defeat foreign rather than
domestic capitalism.

0. What are the main lines of your party’s ideological work?

A. Most of the i1deological problems cropping up in Africa are
linked with recognition of the existence of social classes and with the
need to elucidate the substance of the theory of scientific socialism.

The imperialists, trying to create confusion in Africa, to mislead its
peoples, have invented a whole set of ‘new’ ideologies. They claim
that Africa has unique realities not to be found in any other society.
There are people also in Africa who cause confusion by affirming,
first, that there are no social classes on the continent, and secondly,
that there i1s a socialism which can be purely African while the
problems of socialist construction are absolutely unique in Africa.

The CPL considers that there are real social classes in Africa which
are fighting among themselves. This struggle is the basis for the
development of African society and other societies. The late Presi-
dent Ngouabi thoroughly worked out theses on various classes in
Africa,® and we explain them to the masses.

Our party 1s convinced that there is no African socialism, nor can
there be any. There i1s one socialism, which 1s scientific socialism,
Marxism-Leninism. And precisely because it is scientific it applies to
African society as to any other. Every reality, including African
reality, must be analyzed scientifically. Otherwise we would have to
speak of European, Asian or American socialism because it has
triumphed 1n countries situated on these continents. But it i1s the
application of scientific laws and principles that has made it possible

to apply general laws in the specific conditions of these countries as
well, conditions which vary greatly.
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We explain all these things to the masses, we explain that Marx-
ism-Leninism elucidates these problems, makes it possible to analyze
them from the scientific point of view. There can be no miracles or
miraculous theories for Africa only.

Q. How would you define the place of the Congolese revolution in
the world revolutionary process and in the international anti-impenal-
1st struggle? What is, in your view, the significance of proletarian
internationalism and of relations with the socialist community in
vindicating a socialist orientation?

A. 1 wish to mention in this connection Lenin’s call, ‘Workers of

all countries and oppressed peoples, unite!” We in the Congo consider
it as valid as ever.

The Congolese revolution, like other national-liberation revolu-
tions, is closely linked with the worldwide process of transition from
capitalism to socialism. On the occasion of the 60th anniversary of the
Great October Socialist Revolution I spoke of its tremendous impact
on the course of world history, including the national-liberation
movement. A highly important factor for the gains of the movement
was the weakening of imperialism as a result of World War 11, which
led to the defeat of fascism, with the Soviet Union making a decisive
contribution to that victory. I would now like to note that the Congo-
lese revolution, as well as using the experience of the October Rev-
olution, has been drawing on the experience of peoples fighting

against imperialism, in particular the peoples of Indochina and
Algeria, who waged liberation wars.

The peoples of the Portuguese colonies, too, used in their liberation
fight the gains and experience of progressive forces and movements in
other parts of the world. To the extent that the Congolese revolution
succeeds in weakening imperialism, other peoples will benefit by its
contribution. In other words, the Congolese revolution contributes to

the common anti-imperialist struggle by fighting for socialism and
weakening the world imperialist system.

As regards the significance of relations with the socialist communi-
{y, Lenin pointed out that the proletariat’s victory in several ad-
vanced countries would enable oppressed, colonized and backward

peoples to arrnive at socialism without passing through the stage of
developed capitalism. This forecast has come true. Ever since the

proletariat triumphed in a number of European countries, other
peoples who were colonized and backward and were living in harsh

economic conditions have been able to take the road leading to
socialism.

And so the very existence of the socialist community enables such
peoples as ours, the peoples of still undeveloped countries, to ad-
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the fundamental significance of the relations which we think should be
established between countries fighting for liberation and the socialist
community. The existence of the socialist community and its support
can quicken the pace of the national-liberation movement and the
revolution process in countries exploited by imperialism. Their gains,
In turn, will be blows at imperialism. We see in this interaction the

great significance of the principle of proletarian internationalism,
which 1s accepted more and more widely on African soil.

ALGERIA: THE GROWING FIGHT AGAINST
IMPERIALISM

Ali Malki
Socialist Vanguard Party of Algeria

Important events have occurred in Algena since the discussion of the
draft National Charter and its approval (June 27, 1976) in a referen-
dum. Constitutional political institutions have been set up at state
level. The Algerians adopted a constitution on November 19, 1976; on
December 10 they elected the President of the Republic and on
February 25, 1977, the National People’s Assembly. Grim political
battles were fought. The struggle that was waged before the discus-

sion and approval of the Charter and is going on now for the ful-
fillment of national development tasks is, in the final analysis, a bitter

and increasingly open contest over whether the country shall develop
on capitalist lines, leading to neo-colonial dependence, or follow a
non-capitalist road, leading to independence and socialism.

The National Charter reaffirms in substance and in its own special
terms the choice of a non-capitalist road of development with a
socialist perspective. Both the Charter as a whole and its various
parts formulate and specify the main objectives of national develop-
ment and the national democratic revolution. The Charter stresses
the imperative need to consolidate independence in view of the threat
of imperialism, neo-colonialism and international capitalism. It de-
clares in no uncertain terms for a socialist orientation, the abolition of
exploitation of man by man, and qualitatively higher national unity.
The Charter lists the main forces fighting for the materialization of
these aspirations of our people; these forces are the working people of
town and countryside, youth, progressive intellectuals and progres-
sive officers and men of the National People’s Army. The Charter
sets a number of tasks and indicates the steps that must be taken to
advance in the chosen direction and to consolidate what has been
achieved since 1962. It expresses the aspirations and demands of
various anti-imperialist sectors, above all the most impoverished part
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of the people. The Charter guarantees all social freedoms, in particu-
lar freedom of speech, opinion, thought and movement, ‘provided
they are not used to prejudice the revolution.” Lastly, it calls for
closer solidarity among all the anti-imperialist forces of the world, 1n
particular between the non-aligned states and the socialist countries.

Thus the National Charter contains guidelines and tasks for all

those political forces and currents which approve of it fully or in part
(for differing reasons), some of them rejecting or making reservations

about certain provisions. The adoption of the Charter 1s a beneficial
result of the efforts which were carried on over a long period by
progressives strongly committed to the idea of promoting unity of
action to ensure the accomplishment of the country’s most important
and pressing tasks. In this sense the Charter 1s a solid link between
very broad patriotic forces and currents; it provides them with an
action platform which the most consistent revolutionaries have
sought and called for.” Furthermore, the Charter proclaims more
advanced guidelines common to all supporters of socialism. How-
ever, these guidelines show a number of weak points and a certain
theoretical and political inconsistency. These are due, on the one
hand, to transient factors and the strong pressure exerted by rightists
in various echelons of the power structure. They are also due to the
still iInadequate ideological maturity of some currents who consider
themselves socialist but tend to set themselves apart from scientific
socialism on a number of fundamental problems. Incidentally, the
Charter admits its incompleteness and the fact that it is still evolving,
which is in keeping with both the substantial progress made by the
revolution to date and the equally important tasks still facing it.

For all these reasons, the nationwide discussion of the Charter was
highly controversial. It was a sharp political and ideological contest
between the working people, revolutionaries, progressives, patriots
and anti-imperialists, on the one hand, and reactionaries and conser-
vatives, on the other. The latter used diverse echelons of the official
political and administrative apparatus for their anti-democratic ends.
They also resorted to ideological subversion, specifically by posing
the ideals and standards of Islam against those of socialism. They
fomented anti-communist sentiments and gambied on prejudices
against women. They did their utmost to intensify the trend toward
transforming a system based on the existence of one party into an
instrument for the strangulation of democracy and the rejection of the
ideas of scientific socialism. This activity was aimed at stripping the

Charter of its progressive substance and ultimately making Algeria
renounce the non-capitalist road, its socialist choice.

Along with pressure from domestic reaction, there have been con-
tinuous pressures and threats on the part of imperialism and regional
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Arab reaction, directed against our people’s revolutionary gains and
Algena’s anti-impenialist policy of national independence. It is any-
thing but accidental that these threats come at a time when, amid
intensifying class struggles in our country, favorable changes are
taking place, gradually creating objective and subjective conditions
for a more deep-going revolutionary process.

The year 1977 saw an unprecedented upturn in the political
economic, social and ideological struggle in Algeria. Against the
background of social and economic advances, certain problems and
difficulties that had made themselves felt in earlier years stood out
more sharply than before.

All this was the underlying cause of numerous social conflicts, in
particular strikes, some of which assumed nationwide proportions
and affected transport and certain other fields. The atmosphere was
one of growing prices® and increasing housing and transport prob-
lems; besides, new problems had arisen that were due, in particular,
to a notable expansion and democratization of education and health
care. The working people demanded protection for their standard of
living. Their actions were also prompted by disregard, not to say
systematic violations, of the democratic principles of functioning of
the trade unions and the representative bodies established in confor-
mity with the new system of management in state-owned enterprises.
These demands and actions are essentially expressive of the working
people’s desire for real and more dynamic application of the progres-
sive guidelines of the National Charter.

From this point of view the struggle of the working people, despite
the intrigues of reaction, had an anti-imperialist, democratic and
socially progressive content. It linked up with other actions in every
sphere of national life that were directed against subversion and
obstacles to the agrarian revolution, worker participation in control
over production, and so on. The working people’s struggles made it
possible to undermine the position of reactionary forces, which tried
overtly or covertly to provoke complications and divide the progres-
sive forces by exploiting social conflicts.

We stressed at the time that that struggle could become — depend-
Ing on its orientation and the attitude of the progressive circles in the
leadership toward it — a most powerful instrument, a strong lever in
mobilizing the working people to resist the intrigues of reaction and
the conspiracies of international imperialism.

As distinct from the past, when clashes of interests did not always
pursue an explicit aim and were restricted to only some echelons of
the state apparatus and the NLF, political and social battles over the
agrarian revolution® and the National Charter produced a certain
degree of ideological and political clarity. In the course of these
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battles various currents opposed to Algeria’s anti-imperialist and
progressive orientation were compelled to specify their attitude and
reveal their true intentions and aims. One example was the manifesto
published by supporters of ‘free enterprise.” These spokesmen of the
bourgeoisie, who exploit certain weaknesses of the revolution and
some echelons of the state apparatus, disguise with ‘liberal democra-
cy’ their opposition to progressive social changes and democracy,
which are in the people’s interest.

All these opposition forces — the ‘liberal’ bourgeoisie, the big
landed proprietors whose interests are affected by the agrarian rev-
olution, the Moslem Brothers, their spokesmen and allies en-
trenched even in the state apparatus, whatever cloak they use (some
of them occasionally resort to ‘leftist’ talk) — are objectively, and
sometimes subjectively, linked with one another as well as with
international imperialism, which is trying to destabilize the situation
in Algena.

In these circumstances the working people’s manifold actions in
defense of their legitimate rights played a useful role by shedding light
on the positions of various forces and benefited the political climate.
This was because in carrying on their struggles, they were usually
able to coordinate the defense of their material and moral interests
with efforts to perfect production in the public sector, participation in
control over management, defense of the country and the gains of the
revolution, including the agrarian revolution,!® and so on. A further
reason was that the progressive forces in the leadership did not yield
to the temptation .of authoritarian rule, which affects many owing to
an inadequate knowledge of the principles and logic of the working
people’s struggle. They also succeeded in avoiding a dangerous trap
set by the nightists, who called for repression against labor and the
communists.

All this produced positive results. The working people’s actions led
to something more than a pay increase (insufficient in some cases).
They brought out the serious danger posed by the suppression of

revolutionary democracy, the existence of bureaucratic hurdles to the
indispensable mobilization of the working people for the chief battle

of the present stage, the battle for the unshackling and growth of the
productive forces, for social progress, a battle in which growing
production — a result and a means of improving the standard of living
— 1S @ most important factor.

The vigilance shown by the working people and progressive forces
made it possible to thwart the secret designs of reaction, which strove
to divide them by taking advantage of differences among them in the

evaluation of the working people’s movement. In that complicated
situation the Socialist Vanguard Party of Algeria (SVPA) did its

72 World Marxist Review




utmost to strengthen the progressive forces’ unity of action on the
basis of defending and linking together the interests of the working
people, national development and the national democratic revolution.
Furthermore, it resolutely backed the initiatives and actions of the
head of state which made for a frank and constructive dialogue with
the working people on the country’s social, economic and political
problems.

Last October the media started a broad discussion on democracy,
the role of the trade unions, the NLF, production, management,
education and other current issues.

The discussion confirms the truth of the Marxist-Leninist proposi-
tion that there i1s a close connection between the growth of the
conscious activity and role of the working class, and the promotion of
revolutionary democracy and the advancement of the national demo-
cratic revolution with a socialist perspective.

Achievement of this goal requires a keener sense of responsibility
on the part of all revolutionaries; close attention to the problems of
those social forces and strata on which the country’s progressive
future and advance to socialism depend; promotion of revolutionary
democracy in every sphere of national life, in official institutions at all
levels, pnmarily in those that are carrying on the decisive battle for
production in its economic, social, political and cultural aspects;
closer unity of action; raising the ideological and political level of all
who are devoted to the progressive provisions of the Charter, to the
cause of construction and independence.

To strengthen this unity of action is particularly necessary at a time

when imperialist threats are becoming more real, evident and persis-
tent.

In trying to torpedo Algeria’s socialist choice and nullify its numer-
ous economic gains, international imperialism is stepping up its ef-
forts for economic, financial, political and ideological penetration into
our country. It is doing so with the connivance of domestic, regional
and all other Arab reactionaries.

These efforts are not countered by a sufficiently sober assessment
of the imperialist threat even though large sectors of the state adminis-
trative and economic apparatus have begun to realize the necessity
for this assessment and for greater vigilance.

What makes Algeria particularly vulnerable in this respect is that
capitalist countries account for 90 per cent of its foreign trade, the
plant and technology it imports and the foreign loans granted to it. As
for oil and gas deliveries which exceed 95 per cent of our exports,
long-term contracts (for up to 20 years) tie Algernia to the United
States and European capitalist countries.

The share of the socialist countries and young national states in our
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foreign trade is only 10 per cent although they are natural allies of
Algeria, friends of our people and our revolution, and there are ample
opportunities for mutually beneficial cooperation with them.

To be sure, these figures do not in themselves give an exact idea of
the dimensions and nature of the threat since these are largely due (by
virtue of Algeria’s present development strategy) to the place which
oil and gas exports naturally hold in our economy. These products go
mostly to developed capitalist countries, which respond (on anything
but equitable terms) by supplying hard currency, plant and food. The
threat today is aggravated by our inadequate ability to safeguard
ourselves against the impact of the economic, financial, technological,
political, cultural and ideological mechanisms making our economy
vulnerable to imperialism, to its manifold and systematic operations,
to the activity of its regional and internal agents and allies.

Every passing day provides further proof of the existence of the
threat although the latter does not always make itself felt at once. To
resist and reduce these dangers, we must apply a development
strategy marked by vigilance against imperialism. According to the
guidelines of the Charter and the principles of the non-aligned move-
ment, this strategy should be based on the most dependable naational
and international potentialities and should make sure extensive use of
the decisive, strategic advantages of multilateral and mutually bene-
ficial cooperation with the Soviet Union and other countries of the
socialist community.

This need is particularly imperative in view of the fact that in the
closing three months of 1977 international imperialism intensified its
destabilization policy toward our country. Algeria’s western frontier
1s seriously threatened with armed aggression'! backed in various
forms by imperialism, which cannot forgive our country for its support of
the right of the people of Western Sahara to self-determination, or its
assistance to all anti-imperialist movements in Africa. Yet it is
common knowledge that Algeria advocates a peaceful settlement of
this problem respecting the principles of the Organization of African
Unity and the aspirations of the peoples of the Maghreb.

To appreciate the real dimensions of the threat, one should con-
sider it in the broader context of imperialist plans against African and
Arab peoples, as well as against the peoples of Mediterranean coun-
tries. One illustration of the nature of these plans was the trip which
Sadat made to Israel in November 1977 in an attempt to torpedo the
Geneva Conference and achieve a separate peace with Israel behind
the back of the Palestinian people, at the price of splitting the com-
mon Arab anti-imperialist and anti-Zionist front and isolating it from
the socialist countries. It became perfectly obvious that one of the
main targets of the action was Algeria and its progressive regime,

74 World Marxist Review




which supports the cause of freedom and social progress in the region
and the world. The prompt approval which the Moroccan monarchy
expressed for Sadat’s initiative was a further indication of this.

The mmpenalist danger and the objective needs of national
development make it necessary and urgent to reaffirm the revolu-
tionary orientation of the National Charter in everyday life. This
applies above all to devising appropriate forms of political organiza-
tion, that is, to a sphere in which our country’s achievements are least
convincing. The ruling circles are realizing this more and more; they
consider it necessary to take a critical view of many negative factors
which in the past hampered the accomplishments of this long-term
task. It would be right to say that first, the National Charter, provided
its progressive guidelines are followed, can initiate a new and highly
fruitful if intricate advance to unity, a process involving broad
anti-imperialist progressive social strata and all those who insist (ir-
respective of the organization they now belong to) on the need to form
a socialist vanguard organized as a party and equal to playing the
' leading role; second, this historic advance to unity cannot go on In
unsuitable, primitive, artificial forms imposed by authoritarian
methods, forms whose barrenness has been confirmed by the experi-
ence of our country and other Arab and African countries over the
past 15 years; it cannot be regarded as irreversible, and its outcome
will depend both on further gains of the national revolution and on the
ability of all progressive forces to give it the requisite orientation; to

avoid failure, it must in any case take account of the needs and trends
of a changing social, political and ideological reality.

In December 1976 a supplement to Saut al Sha’b, the national
newspaper of the SVPA, carried an important document of our party.
Wherever the most consistent revolutionaries may be today, the
document said, they should ‘jointly find and apply flexible transitional
forms of unification and agreement that should mature in action, in
efforts to accomplish the main tasks of the moment in which they play

an inspiring and mobilizing role, as they have done throughout these
past years.’

In the opinion of the SVPA, the following two vitally important
forms of political organization must be implemented step by step:

One, unification of the broadest patriotic and anti-imperialist
forces around the objectives of liberation, construction, development,
democracy and social progress. This unification can express itself
best of all in the activity of a front which must not necessarily become
an alliance of parties as far as its structure is concerned, irrespective
of its name and form of organization, to be determined by the realities
of . our country. The important point is that this front should encom-
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pass all who are carrying out major tasks that are in the national
Interests.

Two, a strong vanguard party guided by the theory of scientific
socialism. Only a party of this nature would be equal to leading, with
the support of the front, the struggle for consolidation of the achieve-
ments of the national democratic revolution and for the attainment of
the goals of the socialist revolution.

The SVPA considers that to create these structures, which will

interact usefully as they are built up, three inseparable conditions
(which constitute intermediate aims) must be met:

— Expanding day after day the movement of the popular and
working masses, of all the active forces of our people, with a view to
achieving the goals of national and social progress in accordance with
the material and spiritual requirements of the working people of town
and countryside. To meet this condition, it i1s indispensable to
mobilize the mass organizations in thoroughly democratic fashion.

— Renewing and strengthening of the NLF to make it still more
efficient in implementing the revolutionary provisions of the National
Charter according to its powers and duties under the Constitution, so
that it may really perform the function of a revolutionary democratic
party. '

— The third condition has to do with the socialist forces and
current (wherever they may be) that are willing, in spite of differ-
ences, to join their efforts on the basis of the National Charter and the
gains of the revolution. It means giving priority to their unity of
action, strengthening their cohesion, working to agree on positions and
exchange views (in a creative spirit and without formal preconditions)
on problems of tactics and the everyday struggle, as well as problems
of strategy and ideology. This condition, if met, would enable all
revolutionaries to make a more substantial and consistent gualitative
contribution to the formation of a broad united political movement (in
the nature of a front) and an increasingly consistent revolutionary
movement (in the nature of a socialist vanguard) to lead them. Its
realization is aimed at properly consolidating the ideological and
organizational gains of socialism and at increasing solidarity in strug-
gle and exchanges of experience between the various centers of the
more consistent socialist forces and currents in the interest of future
unity.

Many of the complicated problems are still there this year. Algeria
1s threatened by imperialism. In this year of change it is preparing to
draft a new four-year plan which will test its capacity for economic
development, for the application of a correct development strategy.
This year, in which difficult problems must be tackled and hard
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vance to socialism with support from the socialist community. Hence
battles fought, numerious mass organizations will hold congresses
and the NLF party may likewise meet in congress.

In spite of the difficulties, and as a result of the gains made so far,
there are increasing opportunities for the continuous advancement of
the revolutionary process. For instance, the Tripoli conference of
progressive Arab regimes (held December 1977'2 to counter Sadat’s
defeatist and divisive move) and also President Boumedienne’s trips
to Arab countries, the Soviet Union, Yugoslavia and Malta, contri-
buted to the unity of the Arab anti-imperialist front. The President of
the Republic stressed that the Soviet Union’s friendly policy toward
the Arabs was a ‘factor for equilibrium strengthening our indepen-
dence and sovereignty.” On January 22, 1978, shortly after the Na-
tional People’s Assembly had passed a law formalizing state mono-
poly of foreign trade, the Council of Ministers stated that ‘the excel-
lent political relations which Algeria maintains with a number of
fraternal and friendly Arab, African and socialist countries should be

continued by steadily promoting economic cooperation and commer-
cial exchanges.’

Lastly, after extensive actions by the workers in defense of trade
union democracy, the new leader of the NLF executive made an
important statement on the forthcoming congress of Algeria’s trade
unions which 1s expected to encourage democratic methods, put an
end to negative methods used in the past, ensure that the working
people’s true voice is heard and help to mobilize them for the anti-im-
perialist struggle and the work of building up the country, both of
which are closely linked with satisfaction of the people’s legitimate
needs. We are witnessing progress in the constructive aspects making
for unity, progress which finds reflection in growing realization of the
fact that all active revolutionaries must play a proper role irrespective
of whether or not they belong to the official party.

Convinced that attainment of the progressive goals of the National
Charter will necessitate difficult struggles requiring the broadest pos-
sible unification of progressive forces, Algeria’s communists will con-
tinue to be guided by their fundamental policy for unity as they tackle
current problems. They will continue to defend the common interests
of the working class and socialism, which are inseparable from the
nation’s interests, to uphold these interests within a strategic (and
not a tactical) alliance uniting all who consider that our people only
have one enemy, imperialism and its reactionary allies, one goal, the
building of an independent and prosperous country, and one means of

achieving it, unity of action of the anti-imperialist forces at national
and international level.
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1. See WMR, August 1976, p. 110.

2. Tewodros Bekele was killed in February, and Temesgen Madebo in September
1977. — Ed.

3. Ethiopian Democratic Union, a counter-revolutionary party set up by feudals
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tionary Party (EPRP) is a reactionary outfit using a cover of Marxist-Leninist catch-
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economic apparatus of the state, a discrepancy between the increasing amount of
money and the growing national product, and lastly, speculation and, the growing
profits made by national private capital in construction, public works, wholesale
trade and consumer goods industries.

9. See Ahmed Benabdelkrim, ‘The agrarian revolution in Algeria,” in WMR, Oc-
tober 1976, p. 118. The agrarian revolution infused greater class consciousness into
the struggle in the countryside and made for a stronger alliance of the working people
of town and country. It was a battlefield at every stage of its implementation.

10. Following strikes and the wage rise announced by the President (September
1977), the working people again furnished proof of their allegiance to the national
interest by taking part on a voluntary basis in the immediate unloading of cargoes
stockpiled in ports, thus saving a huge amount of imported goods.

11. The world press has carried statements about the so-called ‘right of pursuit,’
which might be used against Algeria.

12. Followed up by the summit conference in Algiers in February 1978. — Ed.
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The scientific and

technological potential
of socialism

To combine the scientific and technological revolution with the
advantages of the socialist system is one of the long-range targets
pursued by the ruling Communist Parties at the stage of building
developed socialism and communism. In pursuing this policy, they
increasingly apply common principles and a common approach, in
particular, as regards the tendency to steer scientific progress
toward the attainment of the main goal of socialism — a steady rise
in the working people’s living standards and cultural level. At the
same time, each of the countries makes its own, distinctive con-
tribution to the ways and methods of accomplishing these tasks, as
IS shown in the articles below on the practice of scientific research
in Rumania and the GDR and the outlook for its development.

SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY IN BUILDING A
FULLY DEVELOPED SOCIALIST SOCIETY

loan Ursu

Alternate member, RCP CC Political Executive Committee;
Chairman, Rumania’s National Council for Science
and Technology

The 11th Congress of the Rumanian Communist Party marked the
start of a new historical epoch in the building of a socialist society in
our country: expressing the will of the whole people, the highest
forum of Rumania’s communists announced in the Party Program
which it adopted that the nation’s goal was to build a fully developed
socialist society and to advance Rumania in realizing the high social
ideal of building communism. The Congress formulated for the com-
munists and all the other working people a clear-cut strategic concep-
tion of Rumania’s continued economic and social development and
clear guidelines for implementing the strategy during the 1976-80
five-year period and beyond.

The RCP, cherishing and continuing the best traditions in struggle
for progress in our country, has once again shown itself to be not only
a skilled architect of the economic and political foundations of the
new society, but also a skilled tutor of the masses, orienting them
upon a conscious choice of their future, and active struggle to imple-
ment the goals that have been set.
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‘“The communists,” Nicolae Ceausescu, General Secretary of the
RCP and SRR President, has said: ‘differ from the other working
people only in that they have a better understanding of the problems
in socio-economic development and rely on a scientific knowledge of
the general regularities underlying the development of human society.
Accordingly, they publicly assume the responsible task of seeking to
unite all the forces for the sake of their country’s socio-economic
progress.’!

Since the socialist and communist society is to have the highest
productivity, the most rational organization of production and social
life and the highest level of material and spiritual civilization, and also
since science and technology can substantially promote the attain-
ment of these noble goals, our party has consistently pursued a policy
of converting the potential force of our science and technology into a
real and genuine force of social progress.

The socialist revolution and socialist construction in Rumania have
opened the floodgates for accelerated progress in science and applica-
tion of its achievements in social production.

After a 20-year period of reconstruction, at the close of the 60s,
when the 10th Congress of the RCP was held, the country had an
industrial infrastructure created through the consistent policy of
socialist industralization. Together with the production potential, the
party and the state had also worked to create a corresponding basis
for the development of science. This was seen in the researchers and
designers, well trained and with steadily developing technology at
their disposal. The task was to mobilize these forces and orient them
in the right direction.

That was not an easy task. The view was expressed in industry and
In some research groups that it was not right to put too much em-
phasis on developing technological research in which laboratory
studies went hand in hand with development, the fabrication of func-
tional models, experimental installations and prototypes, together
with engineering and actual manufacture of the products for the
national economy. The other view was that instead of spending funds
on research it was better to use these to import foreign ideas and
foreign products. Unfortunately, that was, in fact, the practice.
Meanwhile, the research and design personnel were spread out thinly
among a large number of establishments and enterprises, some of
which lacked planned orientation and the necessary coordination.

The historic achievement of the party’s 10th Congress was that it
laid the political foundations for re-orienting scientific life. Rumanian
science and technical thought were given a clear-cut assignment from
the party, on behalf of the whole of society; to put all their efforts into
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economic construction and the nation’s material and spiritual
progress.

Under the program for the country’s socio-economic development,
research establishments and technological engineering were urged to
make a direct contribution to expanding the raw-materials and energy
basis, designing new technology, new machines and new types of
plant, developing new species of plants and productive animal breeds,
and new consumer goods. At the 10th Congress of the RCP, General
Secretary Ceausescu said: ‘Those who work in every field of science,
primarily in technical research, must understand that they can con-
sider their duty to the people done only to the extent to which their
activity promotes society’s all-round progress. We cannot be content
with importing brains. We must understand that science is an inalien-
able part of material production and of our country’s economic and
social progress. ... A scientific degree in itself means nothing. What
matters is work, concrete achievements.’?

The five years between the 10th and the 11th party congresses were
a period of profound changes in the style of work and in the mental
attitudes of researchers, technicians and engineers, and organiza-
tional improvements in the structure and activity of establishments
engaged 1n creative scientific and technical work.

Research and development establishments were reorganized on the
basis of unified organizational standards to improve coordination,

planning and use of the results of science in the national economy and
social life. To make more efficient use of personnel and provide them

with incentives an experimental set of rules was formulated for those
engaged in research and development. Legislation was framed and
experimentally applied to provide a basis for the innovators’ and
inventors’ movement. The National Council for Science and
Technology, an agency of the party and the state putting through their
policy in research and development, was reorganized.

The establishment of central research institutes in the key sectors
of the economy was exceptionally important in the reorganization
effort. For the first time in our country research and development was
closely aligned with the training of personnel and sectoral production.

The central research institutes must fulfill the most important re-
quirement of the present period, which i1s to unite the forces of
scientific and technical creativity with the country’s productive
forces. The adoption of this policy is an important advance in imple-
menting the party’s policy in science and technology, and in moving
from the stage of separate training and activity of various contingents
of personnel to the stage of their unification, of integration of their
efforts all along the line, from fundamental research to the develop-
ment of industrial technology and manufacture of the end product.
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That is how the Central Institute of Chemistry operates, for in-
stance. Its establishment helped to concentrate and better to coordi-
nate the activity of many specialists: researchers and designers work-
ing in chemistry, including those in factory laboratories and in the
higher schools. The institute has concentrated its efforts on develop-
ing new and improving existing Rumanian equipment and technology
in the chemical industry which is capable of competing with the best
foreign models. The institute coordinates every type of chemical
research and development. Here, fundamental theoretical research,
in which Rumanian chemistry has scored particular successes, 1s
combined especially with applied research on current and long-term
problems. The institute implements its projects by setting up mixed
research and design groups iInvolving electronics engineers,
mathematicians, economists, specialists working in industry, etc.
This involvement at the stage of programming helps considerably to
reduce the ‘research-technology-production’ cycle and to improve the
quality of work.

Consistent pursuit of the policy of combining research, education
and production has begun to yield results. Researchers now take a
different attitude to their work: they are no longer content with the
results of laboratory experiments or paper calculations. They realize
that research is complete only when the results are applied in
production.

The goals for further advance toward a fully developed socialist
society and communism were formulated in the party Program and
the Guidelines for Rumania’s Socio-Economic Development, adopted
by the 11th Party Congress. The background to all this is the ac-
celerating scientific and technological revolution. Hence the need to
take into account the changes taking place in international life, sci-
ence and the productive forces all over the world. Nicolae Ceausescu
says that ‘to successfully fulfill the five-year plan targets and the party
program, we must set ourselves the task of transforming all our
activity on a new basis much faster. Let us make the forthcoming
five-year period one in which scientific and technological revolution is
powerfully established in every sphere of activity in Rumania.’?

All researchers and designers and all the other working people in
the country remember this idea of the party’s General Secretary,
which he expressed at a National Conference on Research and De-
velopment in October 1974. It has defined the strategy for the 1976-80
five-year period, in which Rumania’s socialist society will be moving
to a new and higher stage of development.

In this five-year period, all the material and manpower resources in
the national economy are to be used to boost the national income and
meet existing requirements. This must be a period of high quality,
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secured through technical progress, and mainly on the basis of
Rumania’s own scientific and technical advance.

Having opted for the strategy of technical progress through intensi-
fication of the country’s own efforts, the Rumanian Communist Party
seeks to make the best use of the sizable accumulation fund ear-
marked for the development, consolidation and perfection of the
national economic system. This involves an effort to make maximum
use of the country’s natural resources and production facilities so as
to bridge the gap which still separates us from the industrialized
countries and to establish a prosperous socialist Rumania.

Our party regards technical progress both as a political goal of the
whole people and as a primary task of national economic planning.
Accordingly, scientific and technical progress is a special section of
the Integral National Plan for the country’s economic and social
development, and its realization determines the main lines of invest-
ment, and so of fulfillment of the whole plan.

The choice of technology to back up the most important capital
investment projects in the 1976-80 period is an essential task before
our planning agencies, and this implies emphasis on the use of work-
ing technological processes and also new or improved processes
developed at home. (For investment projects at the initial stage of
realization, the plan lays down clear-cut stages and firm deadlines for
fulfillment of the relevant design, building and assembly operations.)

In order to enhance the efficiency of research and development and
also of the funds to import foreign achievements and — most impor-
tantly — to develop, technical thought at home, the plan envisages
measures to increase the degree and reduce the time-scale for integ-
rating products and technological processes which are being de-
veloped now or are to be developed in the future. At the same time,
there 1s a need fully to calculate exactly the economic effect for each
research topic.

In the light of the requirements of the current five-year period, the
assignment written into the plan for research, development and en-
gineering are grouped by areas of activity that are of the greatest
economic and social interest. These in the main correspond to a
number of comprehensive programs, dealing with matters like the full
development of our national stock of raw materials and natural re-
sources, provision of energy to develop the national economy, includ-
ing rational use of existing and development of new energy resources;
discovery of technological, economic and organizational approaches
for a substantial reduction in the per-unit inputs of raw and other
materials, energy and fuel; rational development, amelioration and
protection of the land stock, farm land, and forest and water re-
sources; comprehensive development of the resources of the seas and

April 1978 83




oceans; new and highly productive technological methods; the use of
new materials and substitutes in economic commerce; recycling of
every type of waste; development of new types of machines, plant
and installations for investment projects, and also of new consumer
goods (with corresponding cutbacks in imports); development and
use in production of new valuable and high-yield species of plants and
productive animal breeds; protection of the environment and im-
provement of the people’s working and everyday conditions.

There 1s also special emphasis on the economizing and effective use
of material resources earmarked for production. Here the task is for
specialists and every category of working people to achieve not only
better organization of production and labor, but also to discover and
use new approaches, methods and technical equipment.

Another important line of work i1s to make, on the basis of our own
production, the largest possible number of machines and other types
of equipment required by industry and the national economy as a
whole. We regard this not only as a way of making better use of the
stocks going into the development and consumption, but also as a
means of enhancing Rumania’s role in the international division of
labor and extending the potentialities of its bilateral and multilateral
cooperation with the socialist and other countries of the world.

To illustrate the renewal of the product-mix as a plan target for
applying technical achievements, by the end of the five-year period
almost 78 per cent of engineering products (in value term) are to
consist of new or improved products first manufactured in 1976.

Much is to be done in mastering new matenals, especially in the
chemical industry, which is soon to start turning out macro-molecular
products, catalysts, and the basic organic, intermediate and auxiliary
products, oil products, chemicals for agriculture, dyes, lacquers and
varnishes, medicines, etc.

For industry as a whole, new and remodelled types of products are
to make up nearly 45 per cent of the total.

On the whole, the 1976-80 plans for research and technological

development provide for more than 600 topics bearing on industrial
growth.

The application of technical achievements in the national economy
and enhancement on that basis of the quality of social labor have
become a mass movement in Rumania in which the party has the
organizing and leading role to play. In 1976, over 150,000 men and
women engaged in research and development were involved in tack-
ling these tasks, and this was 80 per cent more than in 1970. Over
50,000 of them had a higher education. More than 90,000 specialists
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