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The economy and
democracy

Jozef Lenart ‘
Presidium member, CC CPCz
First Secretary, CP of Slovakia

The socio-historical practice of existing socialism shows that the pro-
vision of the social and economic conditions for the fuller and freer
development of man, for the application of his creative energies,
abilities and gifts, and for the growing participation of the masses in
the management of public affairs is a law of socialism. It thus proves
the great vitality and scientific validity of the communist ideal, which
has absorbed the finest traditions of humanist and democratic
thought, and the superiority of socialism over capitalism in spheres
that are, in a sense, the most important of all because of their direct
‘human content.’

Of course, it would be wrong to claim that under socialism today
tlie individual’s all-round development is already provided for and all
the problems involved in creating the socio-economic conditions for
this development have been solved. Nor is socialist democracy born
in absolute perfection. Warning that it would be unwise to count on
socialist democracy’s immediate and complete realization, Lenin
wrote that ‘only socialism will be the beginning of a rapid, genuine,

truly mass forward movement, embracing first the majority and then
the whole of the population, in all spheres of public and private life.’

(Coll. Works, Vol. 25, p. 472). This process goes particularly deep and
assumes a mass scale at the stage of building developed socialism.
The purpose of this article is to deal with certain aspects of the con-

nection between the economy and democracy in the light of the
Czechoslovak experience in building socialism.

Why is socialist democracy essential?

Up to the time of Munich, Czechoslovakia practised one of the most
developed forms of bourgeois democracy. This was a result of persis-
tent struggle by the working class along with the working peasantry,
artisans, small businessmen and progressive intellectuals. It was a
reflection of the balance of class forces in the country. The crucial
factor, however, was that the country was dominated by a big
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bourgeoisie, subordinate to the political, and financial circles of
French, British and German capital. The rivalry between the
‘Prague Castle wing,’ oriented on Anglo-French capital, and the
financial bourgeois circles represented by the Agrarian Party and
oriented on partnership with German capital in no way changed the
fact that these were big monopolies which used bourgeois democracy
to exploit the working people and protect their own property. The
policies they pursued led ultimately to Munich, to enslavement by
the fascist occupation forces and the loss of national independence,
and brought the Czechs and Slovaks face to face with the threat of
physical violence.

After the bitter experience of rule by the bourgeoisie, which had
betrayed the interests of the nation and the state, cur people, in the
conditions created by the Soviet Army’s historic victories over naz-
ism, rallied around the CPCz and engaged in an active struggle for
the renaissance of the republic, for a Czechoslovakia where social and
national problems would be solved on a fair basis, in an active strug-
gle for a new democracy.

Bourgeois ideologists often present socialism’s political system,
particularly the democracy it creates, as something having no roots in
human history and alien to all previous experience, all the skills and
traditions of ‘Western democracy’ (by which they mean bourgeois
democracy). They portray the development of socialist democracy as
the complete and intentional denial and deliberate destruction of all
previous democratic institutions.

It i1s well known, however — and our political history is a case in
point — that the communists have never refused to use the institu-
tions of bourgeois democracy merely because they were devised by
the bourgeoisie to maintain its class supremacy. Marxist-Leninists
have always held that bourgeois democracy, the parliamentary
system, is a big step forward in historical development from the
standpoint of ensuring man’s political and other vital rights, creating
conditions for progressive, socialist change. The strategy of our party
in the period of decisive struggle for working-class power, which
culminated in the Victorious February of 1948, was based on com-
bining powerful popular actions with the use of democratic institu-
tions, including parliament. And after the working class had won
power in alliance with the working peasantry and the people’s
intelligentsia, such attributes of democracy as universal suffrage,
representative bodies, the accountability of the executive to the elec-
tive bodies of government, the institution of the presidency, and so
on, were developed iIn setting up the political system of socialism in
Czechoslovakia.

Nevertheless, the fact that socialist democracy absorbs the
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progressive gains won under bourgeois democracy does not, in our
view, imply that it is or should be merely an improved version of the
latter. The history of the struggle for a forward-looking organization
of society leads one to the conclusion that building true people’s
power i1s impossible without radically transforming the mode of
social production, property relations and the distribution of the
national income. An unequal relation to the means of production,
property inequality, tends to concentrate power in the hands of those
who own large amounts of private property. It is this real power that
bourgeois democracy ultimately expresses and protects.

In pre-Munich Czechoslovakia the class of financial, industrial,

commercial and other property-owners jealously safeguarded, against
all attacks by democratic institutions, or, to be exact, by the

progressive forces represented in them, its undivided sway in the
production sphere, i.e., in the economy, in the system of distribution
and control of the social product. Throughout its history, parliament
dared to encroach on this sphere on very few occasions, and then
only to pursue reforms that did not threaten the system of extra-par-
liamentary class power of the bourgeoisie in the field of capitalist pro-
duction relations. The Czechoslovak working people learned by
experience that ‘as long as there are exploiters who rule the majority,

the exploited, the democratic state must inevitably be a democracy
for the exploiters’ (Coll. Works, Vol. 28, p. 250).

After the defeat of nazism the balance of class forces in our coun-
try enabled the working people to make considerable inroads into the
positions of the bourgeoisie. A situation was created in which, as Kle-
ment Gottwald aptly put it, the working class could not as yet rule
alone, without the bourgeoisie, and the bourgeoisie could not rule
without the working class.* The masses of the working people, led by
the CPCz, had reached a point beyond which further advance could
mean only abolition of the real power of the bourgeoisie, above all its
economic supremacy.

To recover its lost positions, the bourgeoisie tried to organize a
counter-revolutionary coup. This met with firm resistance from the
mass of working people led by the working class. In accordance with
the people’s will, the Constituent National Assembly (in which the
communists did not have an arithmetical majority) approved the
government program proposed by Gottwald. The country thus
embarked on socialist development, and this transition proceeded by
peaceful means, with scrupulous observance of the Constitution of
the time. It was not the communists but the reactionary section of the
bourgeoisie who showed disrespect for democracy.

*See Klement Gottwald, Spsiy, Vol. XII. Prague, 1955, p. 21
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Having taken power in February 1948, the working class used it to
expropriate big capital and the banks, and to hand over to the working
people the factories and the big estates. The people’s power was
placed on a firm material foundation, a foundation which democracy
lacks in bourgeois society, and without which it remains ultimately
incomplete, limited and often nominal. This foundation is social
ownership of the means of production, which is an indispensable
condition for concentrating both political and economic power in the
hands of the working people.

Under socialism the individual makes much greater use of his po-
litical and civil rights and is able to contribute to the development of
society primarily because in real terms, in practice, he is guaranteed
all the various economic, social and cultural rights — the right to
work, education, recreation, social security — just as the masses are
guaranteed the right of direct participation in the management of pro-
duction. Bourgeois democracy is unable to provide many of these
vitally important rights for a considerable section of the population,
and equally unable to halt processes undermining its very founda-
tions. Witness the crisis development of the economy, the
unemployment (17 million unemployed at the beginning of 1978 in
the developed capitalist countries), the growing social inequality (in
the United States, 20 per cent of the wealthiest families dispose over
41 per cent of the national income whereas the share of 20 per cent of
the poorest families in the national income does not exceed 5.4 per
cent), the amorality in political life, absenteeism, and so on.

We believe it is still important to define the borderlines beyond
which continued struggle for socialism demands revolutionary and
not evolutionary changes. In fact, this problem has become, in a
sense, even more relevant.

In the first place, our own history, and also the events of recent
years in a number of countries show that in crisis situations the
bourgeoisie, unable to channel developments to its advantage,
resorts to serious restrictions or outright violations of democracy,
and sets up pro-fascist or frankly fascist regimes. As soon as the
working class and its allies begin to threaten, through democratic
institutions, the vital interests of the monopolies and the ruling cir-
cles of capitalist society, these set in motion all available economic,
political and ideological means to prevent the victory of the
progressive forces.

Second, in a number of capitalist countries, the consolidation of
the positions of the progressive forces fighting for democracy and
socialism, and the extension of their political gains are accompanied
by intensification of the anti-democratic manifestations of monopoly
capital. A specific instance is the tendency toward exclusiveness, the
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increasing independence of the executive power from the elective
organs of power, which means that it interacts more and more closely
and directly with the monopoly bourgeoisie and the technocratic
bureaucracy.

Third, we are witnessing new elements in the tactics of the
monopoly bourgeoisie of the leading capitalist countries, namely,
attempts to devise a new mechanism of administration, with its
representatives at their international meetings drawing up coordi-
nated recommendations and then seeking through certain channels
of influence to make them the basis for the activity of the national
organs of power in their respective countries.

We Czechoslovak communists are convinced that even today it is
impossible, while restricting oneself to a policy of reforms in the
framework of bourgeois democracy, to establish people’s power,
because bourgeois democracy sets strict limits to the participation of
the working people in the management of public affairs in general
and economic affairs in particular. Our experience and the experience
of other fraternal peoples travelling the socialist road suggest that the
task is to develop a democracy of a new type, based on social owner-
ship of the means of production and ensuring participation of the
masses in conscious historical creativity, which opens up vast oppor-
tunities for the progress of society and the individual.

The socialist state and democracy

Ever since the socialist revolution took place, the socialist state has
been the main instrument for building the new society in our coun-
try. It is created by the masses as an instrument for the planned man-
agement of socialist production, for the accounting and control of the
measure of work and the measure of consumption. It performs
cultural and educational functions, defends our country’s national
interests and the common interests of the socialist community on the
international scene, and provides reliable protection for the working
people’s sovereignty and independence and for their socialist gains.
These functions are fulfilled by our socialist state in the name and on
behalf of the collective owner of the means of production, the work-
ing class and other working people, because socialism makes for
unity of the fundamental interests of all classes and social strata and
gradually removes all causes of alienation between the masses and
the state. |

Using the strength of our state, we have solved a whole range of
historic problems involved in building the foundations of socialism in
the economic, social, political, cultural and other spheres, and are
going ahead with building developed socialism. The indices of the
socio-economic development of our state provide the prime evidence
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of this. In the 30 years since the victory of our people in February
1948, the social product has multiplied seven times and the national
income, J.5 times. Dynamic economic development has ended
unemployment. The working people’s personal consumption has
increased fourfold. Social consumption funds, which cover all or
nearly all expenditures on health, education, social security, culture,
and so on, play an increasing role in raising the living standard of the
working people.

The history of the peoples of our country has shown that one of
the criteria of true democracy is its ability to solve the rationalities
question. There could be no talk about full rights, real freedom, the
real rights and freedoms of the individual in bourgeois
Czechosolvakia, where the ruling circles denied the national identity
of the Slovak people, tried to perpetuate the economic backwardness
of the Slovak lands, and sowed discord among working people of
different nationalities. Only socialism supplied the solution of the
nationalities question in our country. The policy of the CPCz and the
Czechoslovak state in this field proceeded and still proceeds from the
experience of the CPSU and the Soviet Union, from the Leninist pro-
position that true democracy in the sphere of national relations lies in
tying in the nations’ political and economic equality.

The viability of this policy is evident in present-day Slovakia, in its
rapidly developing industry and agriculture, high level of culture, and
education, and growing standard of living. Compared with the prewar
period, Slovokia’s industrial output has multiplied 40 times and its
agricultural production had doubled. The average life expectancy of
the Slovak people has increased by more than a third since 1945.
About two-thirds of the republic’s population live in comfortable
flats built in the last 30 years. As many as 45,000 scientists and
specialists work in research and development institutions, which
were all but non-existent in pre-revolutionary Slovakia.

The unity of Czechoslovakia is strengthened by the federal struc-
ture of our state, which was adopted 10 years ago. It ensures the har-
monious blending of the national interests of the Czechs, Slovaks
and members of other nationalities of our country with the general
interests of the CSSR.

Today we have every reason to say that relations between the
Czechs, Slovaks and other ethnic groups of our country are based on
genuine, fraternal friendship and the closest cooperation. These ties
are firmer than ever before. In accordance with Marxist-Leninist
theory the CPCz pursues a policy designed to bring about both
progress of the peoples of Czechoslovakia and their gradual drawing
together, their closer friendship and cooperation with the peoples of
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the other fraternal countries on the principles of socialist interna-
tionalism.

The Czechoslovak state, Gustav Husak, General Secretary of the
CC CPCz, said at the 14th Party Congress in 1971, ‘performs the
function of instrument of the class power of the workers, peasants
and other working people and is gradually perfecting its methods of
work in the organizational, economic, educational, cultural, defense
and all other spheres. We shall strengthen our Czechoslovak socialist
state and perfect its various components and functions, so that it may
fulfill its mission in the cause of the all-round development of
society.’

At the same time, our experience invites the conclusion that to
strengthen and perfect the socialist state does not at all mean restrict-
Ing mass participation in the management of public affairs. The ever
wider participation of the masses in decision-making on every aspect
of public life at all levels is ensured both by deepening the democratic
principles of state power and perfecting what may be described as
people’s state self-administration, and also by gradually shaping the
organs of direct people’s self-administration. In this we see a process
of gradual convergence of society and the state, of what Marx defined
as the ‘re-absorption of state power by society.’ ,

Undoubtedly, this is a complex and lengthy process. A good many
intermediate and transitional forms will emerge and wither away
before socialist statehood and the whole political organization of
society are transformed into communist social self-administration.
This is an objective process. It cannot be artificially forced; nor can it
be impeded. But even today, in our view, the crucial trend in this pro-
cess has crystallized. We see it in perfecting the role and functions of
the socialist state, on the one hand, and in steadily deepening and
broadening socialist democracy, including the sphere of government,
on the other.

In this process a major role is played by the National Front, which
Gustav Husak defined at the 15th Party Congress in 1977 as ‘the po-
litical expression of the class alliance of workers, peasants and
intellectuals, of all the working people, the international community
of our peoples and ethnic groups.” A ramified network of member
organizations enables the National Front to provide all the conditions
for realizing the citizens’ most diverse interests, activities and initia-
tives, and for their participation in the management of public affairs.
Through the trade unions with their six million members, the
Socialist Youth League, other mass organizations, and the four non-
communist parties (which in February 1948 came out firmly in favor

of the socialist road to development), practically every citizen of the
CSSR has the opportunity of making real use of his rights and
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freedoms. Through these organizations more than half the popula-
tion takes part in the management of public affairs as activists and
functionaries. The National Front is a broad platform of socialist de-
mocracy, which the CPCz goes on developing and perfecting.

We regard the National Committees, through which people’s
power is exercised in every village, district and region, as an impor-
tant element in socialist democracy. They are responsible for every-
thing connected with the life of the people, are vested with appropri-
ate powers and command the necessary funds and administrative
rights.

They are allotted roughly 38 per cent of the appropriations under
the Federal and republican budgets. They draw on these funds for 80
per cent of their capital construction investments in education, over
90 per cent of health care, and nearly 80 per cent in culture. At pres-
ent there are over 200,000 deputies working on the National Commit-
tees and another 500,000 citizens taking part in various commissions
attached to them.

Our party attaches special importance to the need to extend and
perfect the mechanism of consultation between leading party and
government bodies, on the one hand, and the working people, on the
other. We see this as a key feature of socialist democracy. It is safe to
say that in recent years not a single matter of any importance in our
public life has been decided without being first discussed at meetings
of enterprise staffs and trade union organizations and in the mass
media, without consultation with other organizations and non-com-
munist parties. Moreover, these discussions are held in a spirit of
open, creative exchange of opinion, criticism and self-criticism; the
working people speak out in specific and businesslike terms, and
make a good many valuable suggestions. The results of these discus-
sions have been recorded in the documents of party congresses and
the congresses of public organizations, and have been taken into con-
sideration by legislative bodies and the government.

As is known, in building socialism and shaping its political system,
we have not always been able to. find correct solutions at once. We
have made mistakes. And this has sometimes led to serious
difficulties and conflicts. Even today we have not solved all the prob-
lems involved in building socialist democracy. So we feel that it is
extremely important to be even more persistent in educating the
masses and stimulating their political activity, in explaining the rela-
tion between freedom and responsibility, between rights and duties.
It is our view that as well as searching for new forms of representative
and direct democracy, it is essential to achieve effective functioning
of the institutions of people’s power that have already taken shape
and proved their worth, and to make full use of the opportunities
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they offer. It is essential to continue curbing bureaucratic practices
and attempts to smother criticism, and to end passive attitudes to the
initiative of the masses. But the general line of development of our

political system is toward deepening and extending democracy. We
believe this to be the only correct line.

Democracy and centralism in economic management

Our party makes a special effort to bring the masses into economic
management at all levels — from the shop floor to the national econ-
omy as a whole. The importance of this aspect of democracy today
may be judged from the political struggle and ideological and
theoretical discussion going on in the capitalist countries over partici-
pation in management and ‘economic democracy,’ the efforts of the
progressive forces to achieve democratic management by the masses,
workers’ control, and so on. This struggle is due to the discrepancy
(of which the working people are becoming increasingly aware) be-
tween proclaimed democratic principles and norms in the political
sphere and the almost unlimited freedom of decision-making
enjoyed by the big capitalists and technocratic bureaucracy in the eco-
nomic sphere; it is due to the fact that the bourgeois state’s economic
policy reflects the interests of monopoly capital.

We consider that under socialism the problem of participation in
management, of ‘economic democracy,’ in the form it takes in the
capitalist countries, does not exist. It is solved by socialism, which es-
tablishes social ownership of the means of production, organizes eco-
nomic management by the state in the interests of the masses and
with their participation, and gradually furthers democracy in eco-
nomic life. This is why we believe that arguments in favor of supple-
menting political democracy in the countries of existing socialism
with economic democracy, and the opposing of centralized state plan-
ning to ‘democratic forms of control over economic power’ not only
do not help toward an understanding of the nature of our problems in
this sphere, but actually misrepresent them.

How to perfect the means of mass participation in administration,
including economic management, is a different question. Our party
maintains that as socialist society develops, these means undergo cer-
tain changes and acquire an even more significant content. The main
problem today stems from the new content of management brought
about by the scientific and technological revolution. Does this mean
that the opportunities for mass participation in management are
shrinking? Perhaps those who limit democracy to the political sphere
and refuse to accept it in the sphere of management, education and
health care, saying that it would hamper the ability of the appropriate
institutions to act quickly and efficiently, are right?
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The experience of our party prompts us to give a negative reply to
both questions. Life has confirmed that the exercise of the right of

every citizen to take part in decision-making on social and state

affairs is one of the powerful sources of socialism’s development.
However, specialized knowledge, experience and competence are
really necessary to ensure that the right of participation becomes real
and effective participation. Maturity of outlook, political training and
a high level of culture are also essential. At the stage of building
developed socialism, when objective conditions are particularly
favorable to drawing the masses into management, two tasks take
priority: educating and training the masses in the work of manage-
ment, and devising the most effective forms for their participation in
management. This demands planned organizational and educational
work by the party, the state, and society as a whole. And it is the only
way of accomplishing the historic task, set by Lenin, of
‘systematically drawing an ever greater number of citizens, and sub-
sequently each and every citizen, into direct and daily performance of
their share of the burdens of administering the state’ (Coll. Works,
Vol. 27, p. 156).

Our practice of drawing the masses into management indicates
that it would be wrong to conceive it as a policy of gradually eliminat-
ing managerial personnel and abolishing the principles of centralism
in administration in general. Highly organized large-scale production
requires qualified specialists, professionals whose job is to maintain
the dynamic functioning of the economy, the social organism as a
whole. Drawing the masses into management, in our view, means
getting them to carry out the functions of accounting, supervision,
and so on, that is to say, the functions of democratic control. We
believe that prompt and regular supply of information to the working
people on all matters, both state and local, about all that happens at
the factories, offices, etc., and systematic consultations with them
while working out decisions, are an absolutely essential condition for
the effective performance of this function.

The dialectics of combining the specialization of managerial work
with greater worker participation in management consists, as we see
it, in gradually solving a twofold problem: searching for ever more
diverse forms of democratic control by the masses corresponding to
the various managerial functions, and perfecting democratic central-
ism as the key principle of organization and administration in socialist
society.

The essence of the principle of democratic centralism lies in the
combination, the inseparable unity of democracy, that is to say, the
full power of the working people, their initiative in all fields, the elec-
tiveness of the administrative bodies and leaders and the accoun-
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tability of these bodies to the masses, with centralization, with gui-
dance from a single centre, individual responsibility and strict discip-
line. This is inherent in the nature of socialist society. Lenin believed
this principle to be of key importance in economic management. At
the same time, he warned that democratic centralism has nothing
whatever to do with routinism, with absolute centralism (see Coll.
Works, Vol. 27, p. 208).

Democracy in production, particularly at the enterprise level, is an
important line of development of democracy in the sphere of eco-
nomic management, one ensuring ever greater participation of the
masses in decision-making on economic and social matters. The pro-
duction team i1s the primary unit in which economic tasks are
accomplished and directly combine with social and ideological educa-
tion tasks, and in which the worker acquires a keen sense of personal
responsibility for fulfillment of the plan, adherence to scientific stan-

dards and principles of production, and conscious discipline.
In our country today, at the level of the enterprise, of the produc-

tion team, the creative labor and political activity of the masses take
such forms as the working people’s participation in controlling the
economic activity of the enterprise (through production conferences,
discussion, the fulfillment of production plans, etc.); socialist com-
petition, participation in accelerating technological progress, in the
scientific organization of labor, rationalization and invention, and
lastly, social planning. The following facts testify that this participa-
tion is not nominal, as hostile propaganda claims, but a cause in
which the working people have a vital stake. In 1977, tens of millions
of people took part in production conferences at enterprises (i.e., vir-
tually every worker participated several times). Thousands upon
thousands of proposals, 70 per cent of which were actually used, were
put forward at the conferences. Nearly 78,000 teams totalling one
million people are taking part in the competition for the title of
socialist work team. Tens of thousands of citizens participate in the
work of people’s control bodies.

The creation of a socialist society in our country has shown the
Czechoslovak communists that the main but also the most difficult
thing in applying the principle of democratic centralism is to achieve
an optimal blend of centralism and democracy. In the final analysis,
this blend is determined by the level of socialization of production

achieved at the given stage, the degree of maturity of the social rela-
tions, the moral and political unity of society, and historical condi-
tions. We know from our own experience that over-centralization has
a disastrous effect on economic development. It leads to passivity and
lack of initiative, and proliferates bureaucratic: methods. But we have
also seen with our own eyes what happens when the principle of
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centralized planning in the economy and in social administration as a
whole is undermined. In 1968-69 the attempt to abolish democratic
centralism and centralized planning in our economy did great harm to
it.

In tackling the problems involved in perfecting economic manage-
ment at the stage of building developed socialism, the CPCz proceeds
from the fact that the principle of democratic centralism remains the
foundation of socialist economic development. Centralized planned
guidance of the economy, which is possible only on the basis of social
ownership of the means of production, is one of the greatest achieve-
ments of socialism inasmuch as it is the instrument that bridles
market spontaneity and makes it possible to pursue economic and
social development on a scientific basis, taking into account the
interests of all classes and strata, all regions and nations, and society
as a whole.

At the same time the socialist economy is based on the use of com-
modity-money relations, which acquire a new content in the context
of social ownership of the means of production; management of the
socialist economy does not exclude but presupposes knowledge and
optimal use of the objective economic laws of socialism, including
the law of value. Thus, some of our production combines, trading
enterprises, fundamental research and research-and-development
organizations are now testing a system of measures designed to
improve the mechanism of planned guidance of economic activity
and raise the quality and efficiency of production. The point is to dis-
cover a more effective system of economic levers, norms and incen-
tives for estimating more completely and objectively the results of
the work of enterprises, accelerating scientific and technical progress,
and concentrating the effort of managers and employees on such cru-
cial economic tasks as making investment more productive, thrifty
utilization of raw and other materials and energy, increasing the
returns from fixed assets, and steadily improving the quality of out-
put. This sytem calls for a further enhancement of the role and

encouragement of the initiative of the enterprises and their staffs in
fulfilling plan targets.

The socialist political system can only develop in the direction of a
further deepening and extension of democracy. As we see it, the
Communist Party plays the key role in this process. This applies both
to the specific party methods of guidance of government bodies and
to the party’s work in encouraging the creative activity of the masses
and drawing them into the management of society and the state.

The experience of socialist development in our country convinces
us that the CPCz has always been the main guarantee and vehicle of

socialist democracy. Its growing role in leading the country and
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society is determined not only by the increasingly exacting tasks
ahead, but also by the vigorous activity of all its members and
organizations. Of exceptional importance, therefore, is the CPCz
Central Committee’s insistence on perfecting inner-party life, pro-
moting democracy within the party, and consistently using Leninist
working methods. Progress in this direction is to be seen in the suc-
cessful fulfillment of the decisions of the 15th CPCz Congress and in
the all-round development of our socialist society.

Detente and the
working class

Dietmar Ahrens
Deputy Chairman,
Socialist Unity Party, West Berlin

A characteristic feature of our day is that the working-class influence
on world development and the destinies of civilization has never
been greater. Events of the past several years, we feel, serve to
reaffirm the thesis put forward by the 1969 International Meeting of

Communist and Workers’ Parties about the working class being the
chief motive and mobilizing force of the revolutionary struggle, of

the whole democratic and anti-imperialist movement. The com-
munists also approached the solution of the new problems faced by
the working class in keeping with their experience and of the Marxist-
Leninist doctrine concerning the proletariat’s historical mission, the
main lines of its struggle against capital and the advance to its socialist
goals, One such problem is its participation in the unprecedented
struggle for peace, detente and disarmament, a struggle which has
encompassed the whole globe and which has involved millions of

people of every race, nationality and, to some extent, property status,
origins and class membership.

Without claiming to deal with the problem fully or comprehen-
sively, I intend to consider some aspects of this participation.

The détente is not an accidental phenomenon in the development
of contemporary international relations. It is the only rational alterna-
tive to nuclear war and has been made imperative by the course of
world history itself. It is solidly and objectively rooted in the balance
of class and political forces in the world, which has changed in favor
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of socialism. But this does not yet mean that the détente can automat-
ically run as a spontaneous process without consistent and vigorous
political and ideological struggle by the world’s progressive and
peace-loving forces. There is good reason why Leonid Brezhnev,
considering the ways of effecting the historic transition from the cold
war to détente, specifically emphasized in one of his speeches that
this can be achieved ‘only in struggle.’

The working class and its political vanguard, the communist par-
ties, their ideology and political struggle, are among the key factors
which make for the success of the détente. This is directly connected
with the historical role of the working class. The founders of Marx-
ism saw a direct connection between the struggle for peace and
the working-class struggle for social progress and against the power of
capital. They predicted that this struggle would, with the passage of
time, help to replace the old world with its economic poverty and po-
litical madness with a new world, a new society ‘whose international
principle would be peace, because each nation will have one and the
same master — labor,” Marx and Engels said in the First Address on
the Franco-Prussian War, which they wrote for the International
Working Men’s Association. At the dawn of the working-class
movement, the Inaugural Address of the Association proclaimed
peace to be a ‘part of the general struggle for the emancipation of the
working class.’!

In contrast to all the exploitative socio-historical formations, for
which war was (and is) a natural form of existence, ‘a continuation of
politics by the force of arms,’ the working-class movement declared
as it emerged in the historical arena that the simple rules of majority
and justice practised by individuals in their relations with each other
should become the natural rules of relations among states. It is not
surprising, therefore, that the first foreign-policy act issued by the
world’s first state of the victorious working class was its Decree on
Peace, a document which blends the lofty communist ideals and the
urge of millions of working men and women to live in peace. For
more than 60 years the policy of peace and peaceful coexistence has
now been the state policy of existing socialism. This policy, elabor-
ated in detail in the Peace Program of the 24th Congress of the CPSU
and further developed at the Soviet communists’ 25th Congress and
the congresses and plenary meetings of the communists and workers’
parties in power in the socialist countries, now has the support of the
broadest sections of progressive world opinion and is objectively an

expression of the interests of all the contingents of the working class
throughout the world. |

Now and again, some ask the communists this question: after the
First World War, the chain of capitalist domination was broken, and
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the USSR, the first state of the victorious working class, was set up.
As a result of the Second World War, a number of other countries fell
away from the imperialist system. Does this not suggest that the
working class should have a stake in wars and that détente and peace-
ful coexistence tend to slow down the revolutionary process?

The answer is a definite no. War and revolution are phenomena of
a different order. Capitalist chains tend to break, whether in time of
war or peace, where they have been weakened, where the revolution-
ary situation develops and where the subjective factor — a Marxist-
Leninist working-class party — has deep roots and a leading role to
play. Conversely, the struggle against imperialist wars of aggrandise-
ment and against the death, poverty, starvation and destruction,
which they hold in store for mankind, meets the vital interests of the

working class, which is the leading and most consistent force in the
struggle for peace and detente.

Indeed, can the working class have a stake in war and destruction
of other nations if under capittalism, as Karl Liebknecht said, ‘each
nation’s chief enemy is at home, the German people’s chief
enemy. . .is German imperialism. . . That is the enemy the German

people must fight ... in cooperation with the proletariat of other

countries, whose struggle i1s aimed against 1its own imperialists.?
Can the working class advocate war when wars started by the

imperialists are always designed to shore up the class power of capital
and are aimed not against ‘aliens’ but also against their own people,
against the working-class and communist movement, against all the
progressive forces and the democratic gains of the working people?

Finally, can the working class wish for war, let alone thermo-
nuclear war, with its destruction of material and spiritual values and
the threat to mankind’s very existence, if the working class is now
itself the chief producer of these values and the standard-bearer in
the struggle for a better future for humanity, for socialism and com-
munism?

Conscious workers regard peace as a necessary condition for the
struggle for a just social order, social progress and the construction of
socialism and communism. The struggle for detente is a struggle to
keep in check the most dangerous and aggressive forces of imperial-
iIsm and to provide each nation with reliable guarantees for indepen-
dent development; for an end to the arms race and for disarmament.

The struggle for detente and disarmament is not only a struggle
against the threat of annihilation tomorrow. It is a most important part
of the struggle of the working class and the communists for a better
life today. In a world in which there are 17 million unemployed only
in the developed capitalist countries, and where almost 500 million
men and women live from hand to mouth, where nearly a billion
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people are illiterate, where there is a shortage of housing, schools,
doctors and hospitals, it 1s not simply immoral but downright crimi-
nal to spend 1,000 million dollars a day on the manufacture of weap-
ons and the maintenance of armies. The troubadours of the mili-
tary industrial complex argue that the working people’s welfare now
depends on the manufacture of weapons. That is an old story. This
idea was disproved by Lenin on the eve of the First World War,
when he commented on the reasoning of a certain professor, Robert
Hoeniger, who claimed that military expenditures did not amount to
a loss of money because the money stayed in the country and yielded

tremendous profits. Lenin qualified this as so much twaddle coming
from a ‘philistine votary of militarism.’

Our party’s journal recently gave some telling figures showing that
'the money going into the construction of an aircraft carrier could be
used to build 90,000 flats; one strategic B-1 bomber deprived us of
16 hospitals, and one Trident submarine, of 416 schools.® These
figures had a strong effect on the population of our city, which had
keenly felt the effects of capitalist ‘rationalization.’#

Meanwhile, despite the successes of the political détente, the
arms race has continued. The NATO countries’ military expen-
ditures continue to grow. Next year’s U.S. military appropriations are
to go up to the unprecedented figure of almost $130,000 million.
Plans are afoot for the manufacture and deployment in Europe of the
neutron bomb and other types of mass destruction weapons. In these
conditions, the demand for an end to the arms race and for dis-
armament becomes a necessary part of the communists’ social pro-
grams and militant slogan of the working class. There is growing
recognition of, and support for, the consistent and principled stand
taken by the USSR and other socialist countries on this issue, notably
their proposal for a general and complete ban on nuclear weap-
ons tests, mutual repudiation of the manufacture of neutron weap-
ons, and so on. The effort to reduce the threat of another world war
is the central line of the whole struggle for peace in the present-day
conditions.

The detente, stemming from the changing balance of forces be-
tween capitalism and socialism on an international scale, for its part
exerts a beneficial effect on the international working-class move-

ment and the working-class struggle in the individual capitalist coun-
tries against monopoly power, and for a better life, for socialism. The
participants in the Berlin Conference of Communist and Workers’
Parties of Europe, held two years ago, emphasized in this context
that the détente and the spread of the principles of peaceful coexis-
tence create ‘more favorable conditions of struggle for movements
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for democratic and socialist transformation in the capitalist coun-
tries.’

This i's well illustrated by West Berlin, which was involved in the
détente in 1971, with the signing of the four-power agreement, con-
cluded on the USSR’s initiative. It has had an effect on the city’s

whpl; life, on its working population, and is also reflected in the
activity of the communists.

Prior to the signing of the four-power agreement, West Berlin was
a sensitive spot in world politics. The imperialist ruling circles made
no secret of their intention to keep the city in a state of uncertainty,
which enabled them to use it as ‘the cheapest atomic bomb’ and ‘a
thorn in the side of socialism’ to prevent the GDR’s consolidation as
a state, to keep the German problem ‘on the boil,’ etc. This kind of
policy may have been backed up by large financial outlays from the
imperialist circles, but it did not lead to prosperity, and, on the con-
trary, helped to turn West Berlin into a ‘front-line city’ of the ‘cold
war,’ and spread among its population a sense of social uncertainty
and fear for the future.

The four-power agreement helped to end the city’s political isola-
tion and improved its prospects. This is not only because the West
Berliners now have opportunities to travel to the GDR and across it,
or because matters of communications, transport, freight carriage,
etc., have been placed on a contractual basis. The détente has also
opened up fresh opportunities for developing economic relations and
for entry into the truly immense market of the socialist countries. For
our city, hard hit by the crisis, this is very important. By 19735, the
GDR was already supplying us with two-thirds of the meat we
require, and the GDR or Poland, with one-half of the diesel and fuel
oils, nearly the whole of our brown coal, and one-third of our petrol.
The goods turned out by enterprises in the city are being gradually
marketed in the socialist countries. But we feel that this process has
not been developing as fast as it could have developed.

Our city now has 43,000 unemployed, apart from young people
who have never had a job and cannot get one. If the West Berlin
Senate abandoned its one-sided orientation of the city’s economy
upon ties with the capitalist countries (as the communists insist) and
developed active business cooperation with the socialist world, the
number of unemployed could be markedly reduced.

Others say that the détente tends to disarm the working class,
damp down the intensity of the class struggle and reduce the oppor-
tunities open to the communists for action against the power of
capital. Our experience tells a different story. First of all, in the old,
‘front-line’ atmosphere in the city, the ruling quarters were able to

blame our socialist neighbors for any difficulties in the life of the
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population, but since 1971 they have found it much harder to do so.
The workers and all the other working people now see more clearly
that it is not ‘neighboring socialism,’ but our ‘own’ capitalism that is
to blame for their troubles.

In the recent period, the working people have taken some impor-
tant action including a strike by printers, who not only fought for
higher wages but also protested against the effects of capitalist
rationalization, the reduction in the number of jobs and cutbacks in
their social gains; they demanded social guarantees to cover the
installation of new hardware and technology. There 1s ever more
vigorous action against the Senate’s attempts to limit the citizens’
democratic rights and freedoms. The movement for peace and disar-
mament, and against the neutron bomb has been growing. All this
action has involved workers, intellectuals, and employees. As a
result, despite resistance by the right-wing social-democratic leaders,
the working people’s unity is being consolidated from ‘below,’ and
the authority of the Socialist Unity Party of West Berlin enhanced.

Consequently, our experience shows that the policy of détente, of
peaceful coexistence and the development of peaceable and equitable
good-neighbor relations and ties, a policy objectively reckoning
with the needs of the whole of humanity, goes to benefit the working
people in the first place. That is something the extreme imperialist
and militaristic forces cannot, of course, stomach, because they are
unable and unwilling to realize that the world has changed and that
they no longer have the leading role to play in it. They yearn for a
return to the ‘good old days,’ to the ‘cold war,” and have visions of
revenge. From their standpoint, the policy of détente is, of course,
unsuitable as a basic platform, because it does not allow the building
of a ‘new objective foundation’ for a ‘return to the classical policy of
interests.”> Completely in accord with this ‘classical policy of
interests’ (imperialist interests, of course) Axel Springer has advised
West Berliners ‘fearlessly’ to prepare themselves for the ‘forthcom-
ing crisis.’®

There are many more such statements, and they are not casual
statements in any sense. As Leonid Brezhnev said at the Berlin Con-
ference, the success of the cause of international detente has
inspired and strengthened the forces of peace and progress and
enhances their authority and influence among the masses. It has
shown that the stand taken by realistically-minded leaders in the
capitalist countries is well grounded. But it has also alerted and acti-
vated the forces of reaction and militarism, the military-industrial
complex, and all those who would like Europe and the rest of the
world to balance on the brink of nuclear disaster. There is also alarm
among those who make fortunes on the manufacture of the weapons
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of death and destruction, and who cannot conceive of a political
career other than one of stoking up the crusade against the socialist
countries and the communists.

These are the forces which are now trying in West Berlin and
elsewhere to ignore or to distort the four-power agreement, to
impose on the city a policy of becoming the ‘FRG’s anteroom,’ a
‘thorn in the GDR’s side,’ etc., to create an atmosphere of tension,
misunderstanding, to discredit the policy of peaceful coexistence and
detente, and we find that their influence in the NATO countries and
on individual political leaders in some of them has been growing.

One claim is that the switch from the cold war to a relaxation of
tensions is not a natural consequence of the actual arrangement of
class and political forces in the world but merely results from a tem-
porary conjunction of circumstances which are unfavorable for the

capitalist world, which is why the way out is to try to re-escalate the
fight against socialism.

Anti-communism no longer confines itself to attacking the com-
munists alone. The logic of self-preservation and the interests of po-
litical reaction also result in attacks on realistically-minded members
of the ruling circles. Thus, their readiness to promote the détente has
been qualified by the reactionaries as ‘fanaticism in drawing closer
together,” which contains ‘something unworthy.’’ There is ever more
vociferous advice to stop being ‘delighted’ over the relaxation of ten-
sions. Pressure from the militaristic circles is also seen in the Western
governments’ attitude to their commitments on West Berlin, when
their fulfillment is not just being slowed down but diverse obstacles
are being erected in the way. The U.S. General Alexander Haig,
NATO’s SACEUR, clearly reveals the NATO line for an ‘armed
peace’ through a build-up of armaments, the use of new weapons
systems, and a fight against communism.

We communists have never made any secret of the fact that we
have been working for a relaxation of tensions and cooperation
among states in the light of the class and revolutionary positions of
socialism. For us the future means not only peace, but also socialism,
without which mankind’s peaceful future is inconceivable.

The imperialist ideologists’ strategy is expressed in their urge to
‘erode’ the socialist and communist ideals of the working class. That
section of the ruling quarters in the capitalist countries which shies
away from crude anti-communism has in fact started a fresh round in
the ideological struggle with a ‘peaceful’ strategy of anti-communism
and anti-Sovietism. It wants to make the détente influence the
ideological and political positions and principles of the socialist coun-
tries’ social system, bringing them closer to the capitalist ‘standard’
and so modify the very substance and content of the process. In this

Julv 1978 21




way, the détente would not strengthen peace but primarily weaken
the socialist system.

All manner of ideological acts are being mounted to realize this
urge, among them the following:

attempts to impose on world opinion a view of détente which
implies both peaceful coexistence of states with different social
systems, and peaceful coexistence of various classes, and their
ideologies, because the one cannot allegedly exist without the other;

attempts to eliminate the social-class aspects of the détente and to
present it as an entrenchment of some ‘inter-class peace,’ on the plea
that both socialism and capitalism have ‘limited’ potentialities, which
iIs why one must try to secure peace without ‘winners or losers,’ a
peace with a ‘higher order’ equally acceptable to all.

Some forces insist that the détente can succeed only if the socialist
countries effect social and political changes at home on lines ‘desira-
ble’ for the imperialists. They say that the imperialists’ long-term
plans can be achieved through a fanning of nationalism, a spread of
mistrust and strife among the socialist countries, denigration of the
achievements of existing socialism, and direct interference in the
internal affairs of the USSR and other socialist countries.

That being so, I think special importance attaches to the effort to
teach the working class vigilance, skill in sorting out complicated po-
litical situations, and ability to distinguish i1ts own interests and to tell
friends from foes.

The communists of West Berlin believe that the working class of
the capitalist countries and the peoples of the socialist countries have
the same objectives in the sphere of international politics. Our com-
mon task is to safeguard peace from the existing military threat posed
by imperialism, and to create the most favorable conditions for the
struggle against the power of capital and for socialist and communist
construction.

But community of purpose does not imply a similarity of forms
and methods of struggle. The socialist countries safeguard peace by
strengthening the socialist system, establishing the principles of
peaceful coexistence and mutually advantageous cooperation among
states with different social systems, and by rendering all-round assis-
tance to the peoples fighting for their national liberation and indepen-
dence. The working class in the capitalist countries, including the
workers of West Berlin, carry on their struggle in different forms.

In a speech at a conference of party workers last April, Chairman
of the SUP West Berlin, the late Gerhard Danelius, stressed that the
Fifth Congress of the party had elaborated West Berlin’s basic prob-
lem, which is ‘to find its place in a changing world that would meet
the demands of peace and the present and future interests of its
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citizens. This basic problem does not lie outside the context of the
Issues we have to resolve in our domestic policy. Not at all. It is con-
nected with the struggle to meet the social needs of the workers and
all the other working people, and for the citizen’s democratic rights,
because it is a matter of deepening the international détente.’

Our party, he went on to say, can credit itself with advocating
negotiations, when responsible politicians at the Schoneberg Town
Hall, all without exception, refused to hear about them. Our party
insisted on negotiations which were subsequently in fact held, and
which resulted in the four-power agreement by means of which a
sound status was first established for West Berlin on the basis of
international law.

We expect and demand scrupulous observance and full application
of the four-power agreement and its basic provision according to
which West Berlin is not a Land of the Federal Republic of Germany
and cannot be administered by it. We want equitable relations for
West Berlin with West and East, economic ties with the whole world,
and trade in every direction on the basis of equality and mutual
advantage. We demand the use of our natural advantage which
springs from our location close to the socialist world market, which is
free from the ups-and-downs of the capitalist market outlook and
capitalist crises, and what we demand especially i1s workman-like and
normal relations with the GDR.

A statement issued by our party’s Board to mark the 60th anniver-

sary of the Great October Socialist Revolution says: ‘In contrast to
some leading politicians of the parties represented in the Senate and
the municipal council, the Socialist Unity Party of West Berlin advo-
cates that nothing should be done to return West Berlin and its
population to the worst period of the cold war, and that everything
should be done to enable West Berlin to make a positive contribution
to the cause of peace and détente.

1. Karl Marx and Frederick Engels, Selected Works in Three Volumes, Volume Two,
p. 18

2. Karl Liebknecht, Ausgewahlte Reden, Briefe und Aufsatze, Berlin, 1952, S. 301.

3. Konsequent, 1/78, S. 23.

4. According to such ‘rationalization’ plans, for instance, the number of jobs in
West Berlin is to be cut from 960,000 in 1970 to 770,000 in 1980. This year alone, 800
teachers are to lose their jobs. By 1985, the Senate intends to ‘rationalize’ 9,000 jobs in
public health and other fields. — Ed.

5. Deutshe Zeitung/Christ und Weltr, January 20, 1978.

6. Berliner Morgenpost, September 1, 1977.

1. Frankfurter Allgemeine, January 17, 1978.
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South Africa:
revolution on
an upgrade

Yusuf Dadoo
Chairman SACP

The month of June marked two significant events in the history of the
struggle of the oppressed peoples of South Africa against racism and
apartheid tyranny and for national and social emancipation. June 16
was the second anniversary of the heroic revolt of Soweto which
lifted the revolutionary struggle in racist South Africa to new and
higher levels. June 26 is observed throughout the country as South
Africa’s Freedom Day! every year since 1950, when it was observed
by the African National Congress in alliance with the Communist
Party and other national organizations. On this day our people, in
spite of the reign of terror of the racist regime, find ways and means
of paying homage to the fallen heroes and those languishing in
Vorster’s dungeons and they reaffirm their unyielding commitment
to pursue the struggle relentlessly until final victory has been won.

Since the first shootings in Soweto thousands of our people have
been murdered, maimed, arrested, and tortured. Every day offers
evidence of the racist rulers’ seemingly inexhaustible capacity to
commit the most barbarous crimes of oppression and enslavement.
But the blood that has flowed in the streets of Soweto and other
ghetto areas has increased the determination of our people to inten-
sify the resistance on all fronts. In the heat of the battle the people
demonstrated great inventiveness and ingenuity. They ambushed
police vehicles, erected different types of barricades, produced
home-made bombs and carried out well planned actions against the
institutional symbols of apartheid. It is clear that the enemy has failed
to cow the people into submission. The initiative has inexorably
passed into the hands of the people and their liberation organizations.

National-liberation revolutions are dialectically interconnected
and determined, on the one hand, by the nature and content of the
historic epoch in which they occur, the epoch of the worldwide transi-
tion from capitalism to socialism. In contrast to the deep socio-eco-
nomic crisis afflicting the capitalist world we witness the ever-grow-
ing economic, political and moral strength and influence on these
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revolutions by the socialist world and in particular by that great bas-
tion of freedom and democracy, the Soviet Union.

The process of détente and peaceful coexistence is becoming
Increasingly far-reaching in its impact. In these conditions, the peo-
ples of our continent have been scoring fresh successes in bringing
pressure to bear on the positions of imperialism. The advances in
Angola and Mozambique have altered the geo-political situation in
Southern Africa and given an incalculable boost to the fighting
morale and militant spirit of the oppressed toiling masses in Namibia,
Zimbabwe and South Africa. The revolutionary forces of Angola and
Mozambique have brought into sharp focus the difference between
people’s power and that exercised by a privileged minority, the pawns
of imperialism and neo-colonialism. Their example will undoubtedly
be an inspiration to the peoples of Namibia and Zimbabwe, who have
been rebuffing the attempts to impose on them the notorious ‘inter-
nal settlement,’ which is actually a neo-colonialist deal with the racist
authorities that would leave the white minority retaining control of
these countries.?

It is imperative that the worldwide revolutionary, progressive and
democratic forces rally around SWAPO and the Patriotic Front who
are the true spokesmen of the peoples of Namibia and Zimbabwe. We
must do all we can to defeat the intrigues of world imperialism which
seeks above all to prevent genuine people’s power in Namibia, Zim-
babwe and, of course, South Africa, that bulwark of racism, neo-co-
lonialism and imperialism on the African continent.

In an attempt to prevent such a revolutionary transformation from
occurring in our country the imperialists are feverishly active in pro-
posing all kinds of reformist prescriptions. Both U.S. imperialism and
the racist regime in South Africa share a fundamental aiam — to
safeguard capitalism in South Africa — but they differ on how best to
achieve it. Vorster has an unwarranted belief — based more on wish-
ful thinking than concrete reality — that he can contain the revolu-

tionary upsurge in South Africa by making limited cosmetic changes
at a very slow pace. The imperialist powers, on the other hand, want

the racist regime to move more rapidly in dismantling some of the
racist structures, preserving, of course, South Africa’s socio-eco-
nomic system, but to give some sections of the Black middle strata a
stake in this system.

They recognize that open support for the racist regime imperils
imperialist and monopoly interests in Africa. Thus during his mini
‘African Safari’ Carter demagogically claimed in Nigeria that he was
determined to eliminate South Africa’s ‘evil and oppressive system
of apartheid.’ It is of course impossible for U.S. imperialism to work
for a shift of meaningful political and economic power from the white
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minority to the oppressed Black majority as this would contradict the
very basis of neo-colonialism. Nor will the demogogy, political

maneuvering and tactical adjustments deceive the oppressed masses
of South Africa.

To disguise their real intentions, the imperialist powers are step-
ping up their anti-communist, anti-Soviet campaigns, and will do
their utmost to divide the national-liberation movement as also the
worldwide progressive and democratic forces which support the
struggle. The imperialists will intensify their efforts to isolate the
revolutionary movements in South Africa and other African coun-
tries from their natural and genuine allies, the socialist world. We can
expect their wrath to be directed at the socialist community,
especially at the Soviet Union and Cuba, since with the help of these
comrades-in-arms Angola was able to defeat the racist-imperialist
aggression, and Ethiopia, to expel the Somali aggressors. The
imperialists and their hired scribes may froth at the mouth but more
and more people of Africa are realizing that their real friends and
allies are the Soviet Union and other socialist countries. That without
their support, national and social liberation in the conditions of
unceasing imperialist aggression is merely an illusion. We South
African communists reject outright any attempt at spreading anti-
Sovietism, whatever its source, for it can only add grist to the mill of
our avowed and secret class enemies.

Historical practice has confirmed the Marxist-Leninist appraisal of
revolution as ‘the locomotive of history’ in which the socio-political
basis of oppression has to be fundamentally altered. It is not only
racial and national oppression but also the class character of the given
society which determines the very content and depth of the revolu-
tion. Any and every revolution is conditioned by the laws and
regularities of the class struggle and consequently the real driving
forces of revolution are progressive social classes. Lenin put it most
succinctly when he said: “The passing of state power from one classto
another is the first, the principal, the basic sign of a revolution, both

in the strictly scientific and practical meaning of the term’ (Coll.
Works, Vol. 24, p. 41).

Applying the Marxist-Leninist method in studying the character of
the revolution in South Africa we concentrate on the exceptionally
complex interplay of national and class factors. A clear scientific
understanding and a consistently correct political position on this
question are necessary preconditons for the overthrow of the inhu-
man system of apartheid. Thus the key methodological and socio-po-
litical principle of a Marxist-Leninist approach lies in the indivisible
connection between the national question and the solution of the
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antagonistic class contradictions between the exploiters and
exploited.

Nowhere else in the world is the ideology of racism so blatantly
proclaimed by those in power and so systematically coded in the most
obscurantist, anti-human and anti-democratic laws. Such laws deny
the oppressed Blacks (Africans, Indians and Coloreds), that is, the
African majority, even the very basic human rights of bourgeois de-
mocracy. From the cradle the African people are daily humiliated,
their skin color ridiculed and their cultures and traditions destroyed.
Daily, thousands of African people are imprisoned or banished to
remote areas under one or other of the vast battery of obnoxious
racist laws which litter the South African statute books. Racist legis-
lation i1s a key element of the system of national oppression in our
country.

In the conditions operating in South Africa, national oppression
constitutes an exceptionally significant factor in the super-exploita-
tion of the African people. The national income gap between whites
and Africansis 14:1, African workers are denied even the elementary
rights of collective bargaining, prevented by law — except when it
suits the racist regime and monopolists — from doing skilled jobs,
and have no social security and unemployment benefits. They are
regarded as mere ‘labor units’ to be dispensed with once they have
served the ‘needs’ of the white minority. Africans in the rural areas
are compelled to work on white farms for starvation wages — some
are ‘paid’ in kind and not cash — and are not allowed to own even a
small plot of land in 87 per cent of the territory of the country. In the
other 13 per cent — the so-called Bantustans — the poverty of the
land and the destitution of their lives compel the Africans to become
migrant laborers. The African middle strata, such as they are, have
very limited scope for development since they are as much the victim
of racist laws and racial discrimination as all other sections of the
Black population.

Thus we see that in racist South Africa, since the national aspect is
not ‘secondary’ or mere form, the chief mobilizing factor for the
African people is their response to national and racist oppression.
Proceeding from this, the ANC and SACP are deeply involved in
stimulating and injecting a greater depth and content to the national
confidence, assertiveness and pride of the African people.

As Lenin taught us, we should never underestimate the psy-
chological factor in the national question. From its founding in 1921
the SACP has grappled with this problem. In the formative years
there had been a tendency to overestimate the role of the white
workers in the class struggle due to the fact that the white workers at
the time constituted the bulk of the industrial working force, that it
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was well organized and engaged in militant strike actions. Whereas
the African working class was an emerging social force and the ANC
was still in the process of becoming the leading and dynamic spokes-
man of the African people as a whole.

Following the Sixth Congress of the Comintern, which was
attended also by a delegation of our party, the correct general line was
first formulated in detail. The 1928 resolution of the Comintern’s
Executive Committee unequivocally called for the national liberation
of the African people, which was clearly reflected in the native repub-
lic slogan. Some time later this line became clearer as the Communist
Party of South Africa adapted it to meet the specific situation which
confronted it at different historical periods, overcame the dangers of
sectarianism and reached its fullest expression in the party program
adopted in 1962. In our search we were greatly assisted by the Com-
munist International and the accumulated experience of the world
revolutionary forces, in particular of the Great October Revolution.

On the basis of national and international experience the program
of the SACP characterizes South Africa as ‘colonialism of a special
type.’ That is, that within one single geographical entity we have ‘two
South Africas.” One is ‘white South Africa’ which has all the main
features of state-monopoly capitalism, and the other ‘non-white
South Africa’ in which we have some of the main features of a co-
lonial type of life, administration and rule. Proceeding from this the
SACP came to the following conclusion: ‘As its immediate and
foremost task, the South African Communist Party works for a
united front of national liberation, It strives to unite all sections and
classes of oppressed and democratic people for a national-democratic
revolution to destroy white domination. The main content of this
revolution will be the national liberation of the African people. .
The destruction of colonialism and the winning of national freedom
1S the essential condition and the key for future advance to the
supreme aim of the Communist Party: the establishment of a socialist
South Africa, laying the foundation of a classless, communist
society.’’

In South Africa the victory of the national-liberation revolution is
inextricably linked with the destruction of that socio-economic
system which nourishes and sustains racism and apartheid. To skip
the objective, historically determined stage of the national-demo-
cratic revolution is a recipe for disaster. On the other hand, due to the
objective level of economic development and the long militant record
of struggle of the SACP and ANC, South Africa also has the well-
organized, disciplined, ‘grave diggers’ of capitalism. This is above all
the Black working class, concentrated mostly in the mines, indus-
tries, factories and docks, which has consistently shown in practice
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that it is the most powerful adversary of racism and the main social
force for change. Its revolutionary potentialities tend objectively to
grow in a period in which racist South Africa is increasingly bogged
down in the deepest socio-economic crisis in its history. It is marked
by a drop in industrial production,* raging inflation, and widespread
unemployment among the Black population (2 million). Even if the
condition of some sectors of the economy does improve, there is
every indication that in 1978 the economy will not be able to cope
with the upheavals. As the crisis intensifies, the international isola-
tion of the racists increases, and the political and armed struggle
against the regime mounts, there is a gradual maturing of the revolu-
tionary situation.

The South African Communist Party and the African National
Congress have always been clearly aware that the revolutionary strug-
gle to smash the evil and barbarous regime in South Africa is a com-
plex, exceptionally difficult and contradictory process. Having
exhausted the potential of non-violent struggle, during which the
enemy never scrupled to use brute force, the SACP and ANC
decided in 1961 to launch armed revolutionary struggle. The cor-
rectness of this decision was confirmed by the events in Soweto and
more recently, in October 1977, by the banning of 18 organizations
all of which had advocated a peaceful road. The latter action demon-
strated even to the most blinkered that the racist regime is not pre-
pared to tolerate even moderate criticisms and actions. Armed strug-
gle has become the most significant factor in the revolutionary strug-
gle, but we have to become even more professional in acquiring the
necessary skills to combine different forms of struggle, armed and
unarmed, legal and illegal, and mass militant actions.

Even though the South African ruling class was badly shaken by
the Soweto and other events connected with it, the enemy and its
repressive state apparatus have not reached the point of disruption
and dislocaticn. The enemy still retains great reserves of power and
resources, and is able, albeit with ferocious brutality, to act in a
cohesive manner and so limit the spread of militant actions. It is also
important to recognize that the ferment of revolt was not nationwide,
as the rural areas were not as deeply affected. Furthermore, it is a fact
that the Soweto events could not by themselves be transformed into an
all-embracing armed uprising. These events were not an end in them-
selves but form a crucial part of the process to heighten the political
consciousness of the massess and the preparedness of well-
organized, mobile underground structures and units for offensive
and defensive political and armed actions.

It 1s not, as some people argue, a question which can be reduced
only to logistics and organization, crucial as these factors are. As one
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of the latest Central Committee statements points out: ‘peoples’
armed conflict is a protracted process. Even though conditions now
exist for the struggle to be extended enormously, we must not be
tempted by the passion and excitement of the moment to spread a
dangerous and damaging illusion that it will be short and swift.
. . .There is no doubt, however, that the new situation has brought
closer than ever before the possibility of an effective beginning to the
armed struggle. And there is already public evidence that units of
Umkhonto we Sizwe (military wing of the ANC) have begun to act
against the enemy.’>

It is up to the revolutionary forces to grasp the nettle so as to re-

spond in the most effective way. Failure to do this could lead to a
demoralization within the ranks of the oppressed and thereby give

Vorster and his imperialist allies the possibility of relieving the
revolutionary pressures which have grown with such intensity.

To ensure that armed activities have a firm basis in every part of
the country and to give direction and leadership to the mass discon-
tent and militant actions of the people we need to strengthen our
underground structures. It is only the presence of an experienced and
dedicated leadership of the ANC and SACP, with deep roots among
the people that can ensure the correct tactical and political repsonses
to a rapidly-developing, fluid situation. This has added significance
when we take into account the fact that large numbers of youth and
students have learned from their own experience that to defeat the
enemy they have to acquire the necessary political and military skills
which can only be imparted by the well-organized underground struc-
tures of the ANC and SACP.

Our party is now working with redoubled energy within the various
classes and sections of the population, including democratic and
progressive elements among the white population. The SACP has
undertaken with renewed vigor the necessary steps to organize the
working class, especially at the factory level, and to disseminate even
more widely the science of Marxism-Leninism. We fully support the
South African Congress of Trade Unions — which is an integral part
of the national-liberation movement — in its fight to improve the
working conditions and wages of the Black workers, to extend the
meager rights of the African trade unions, to organize the Black
workers into militant trade unions, to mobilize them for nationwide
unity of purpose and action and to develop viable illegal structures in
the production area.

The fighting youth and students have demonstrated their willing-
ness to make the supreme sacrifice for national and social liberation.
The mass organizations through which so many of the youth and stu-
dents articulated their grievances and aspirations need to be injected
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with a clearer revolutionary and political content. One of the most
heartening features of the recent period is the ever-growing search by
these young militants for a deeper understanding of Marxism-Lenin-
ism. It is of vital importance for the future of the revolution to give a
greater social content to the elementary rejection of capitalism so
forcefully expressed by the fighting youth and students.

There is no doubt that for guerilla warfare to expand, our move-
ment’s capacity to mobilize and organize the rural working people is
of great significance. A nationwide revolutionary upsurge is
intimately connected with the galvanizing of the rural masses into
even more effective political actions. This has become even more
urgent following Vorster’s feverish haste to implement his racist
Bantustan policies.

Increasingly, the ruling circles, egged on by world imperialism, are
seeking ways other than brute force and naked terror to keep intact
the basic structures of racism and monopoly capitalism. This requires
the support of Black collaborationists. Through the policy of Ban-
tustans the racists also seek to create an administrative elite and
small capitalists who will identify their interests with those of their
white masters. We shall spare no effort to destroy the monstrous
scheme of Bantustans. The very possibility of international recogni-
tion of the ‘independence’ of the Transkei and Boputhatswana must
not be allowed.

In the cities, too, there is an effort to wean the Black middle strata
away from the national-liberation movement and to get them to
oppose the social goals of our struggle. The aims of the national-
liberatton movement represent also the aspirations of the Black mid-
dle strata which suffer the same form of national oppression as others
and whose creativity and initiative have been stifled by apartheid. It
should be recalled that during the Soweto events numerous trades
and professional groups stood side by side with the youth and
workers.

A crucial aspect of our work is to forge greater unity between the
oppressed Blacks — Africans, Colored and Indians. The racist regime
utilizing the divide-and-rule policy has offered a few concessions
mainly to the Indian and Colored petty-bourgeoisie.® Opposition to
this policy and to the government-created South African Indian
Council and the Colored People’s Representative Council is growing
and has to be further intensified. The interests of the Indians and
Coloreds are inextricably bound up with those of the African people.
A united front in action of all the oppressed peoples is of great
significance as we enter the decisive stage to eliminate the bulwark of
racism and colonialism.

To accomplish these tasks, the bonds of comradely relations
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forged between the ANC and SACP in the heat of battle will be
strengthened. The party has no immediate interests different from
those of the ANC. Both organizations are committed to the over-
throw of the racist regime and the installing of a revolutionary
government which would take effective measures against monopoly
capital and revolutionize the economic, political, social, and military
structures and institutions.

The present wide-ranging international campaign to isolate racist
South Africa in every sphere evokes a sense of deep gratitude among
all the revolutionaries and patriots of our country. Even the friends of
the apartheid regime find it difficult to defend it in public. We
welcome the UN decision to designate 1978 as International Anti-
Apartheid Year and call upon ail peace-loving anti-racist forces to
make it a success. In addition to the effort to boycott racist South
Africa, the campaigns during this vear should be used, among other
objectives, to ensure the maximum support for the ANC and SACP,
to expose the growing racist Tel Aviv-Pretoria axis, the Bonn-Paris-
Pretoria nuclear conspiracy and the attempts to settle whites from
Rhodesia and South Africa in Bolivia, and to demand the release of
all political prisoners languishing in Vorster’s dungeons and torture
chambers.

We South African communists express our warm appreciation to
our comrades-in-arms in the international communist movement, in
the socialist community, the non-aligned countries, large democratic
circles and the various anti-apartheid groups in capitalist countries
which have done sterling work to publicize and support our struggle.

[t is becoming more and more evident that the blood shed by our
people, the inhuman tortures undergone by our patriots, the
imprisonment suffered by our heroes have not been in vain. The vic-
tory of the national-liberation revolution will follow as inevitably as
spring follows winter.

1. June 26, 1950, became a day of protest against the action of the racist regime,
which had shot at a large-scale peaceful May Day demonstration the same year.

2. For details see the interviews by Sam Nujoma and Joshua Nkomo in WMR,
February, 1978. A new criminal act of South Africa’s racist rulers was the aggression
against Angola in May 1978, during which hundreds of Namibian refugees, mostly
women and children, were killed.

3. The Road to South African Freedom. The Programme of the South African Communist
Party, London, p. 7.

4. Industrial production fell to the lowest level over the past 30 years; in 1977 alone,
it dropped by another 5 per cent. Meanwhile, military expenditures have been steadily
rising: an almost fourfold increase from 1973/74 to 1977/78 (from 480 million rands
to 1,711 million). This is the largest item in the state budget, taking 19 per cent of all
appropriations.

S. African Communist, No. 70, 1977, p. 34.

6. In 1977 Vorster proposed constitutional changes which would give South Africa
three ‘Parliaments,’ one for the whites and one each for the Coloureds and Indians.
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|= S,g)te};ience An important landmark
“ C. Rajeswara Rao

\J

General Secretary,
National Council, CP of India

11th CONGRESS OF THE CP OF INDIA

The 11th Congress of our party (Bahtinda, March 31-April 4, 1978)
met in the midst of a tremendous change in the entire national politi-
cal scene and was preceded last year by a serious electoral setback of
the party which engendered sharp inner-party discussions at all
levels. Our class enemies, who never understood the purpose of our
debate, made wild predictions of an imminent split in the CPI.

The Congress put to rest all speculations of our adversaries by
achieving unanimity on most of the issues under discussion. Its
deliberation further consolidated the unity of the party.

The Congress was also the biggest held so far. It was attended by
1,554 comrades, of whom 1,166 were delegates and 198 alternate
delegates representing 546,732 party members. The great signifi-
cance of the Congress was also realized by the supporters and sym-
pathizers of our party, who came in tens of thousands to join in the
mass rally held on the concluding day.

The participation of 33 delegates from fraternal parties of socialist
and non-socialist countries and numerous messages from those who
could not send their representatives roused in our comrades the
sense of belonging to the great international movement of the com-
munists, the leading force in remaking the world on revolutionary

lines. It also emphasized the internationalism which our party mem-
bers cherish as one of their proud possessions.

The Congress analyzed the present political situation and the
inspiring perspective for the advance of the revolutionary movement
In our country. It also revealed the mistakes which had led to our
party’s setback in the recent past.

The capitalist path of development pursued by the Indian National
Congress (INC) government since independence in 1947, despite the
growth of an independent economy and a public sector with the help
of the Soviet Union and other socialist countries, had entered a deep
crisis by 1974, which culminated in the acceptance of the IBRD! dic-
tate and the declaration of emergency in June 1975.
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The replacement of the Indira Gandhi government by the Janata
Party government in Delhi and in a number of states has not miti-
gated this crisis. On the contrary, the crisis has intensified because the
Janata Party government systematically reverses the nationally
accepted policies of planning economic development, expanding the
public sector, developing modern industries and promoting Indian
technology. It gives preference to small-scale industry, the handi-
crafts and agriculture. Both peasants and consumers are allowed to
be looted by wholesalers and monopolists in the name of a ‘free
market economy.” The implementation of land ceiling laws has not
been kept in cold storage; moreover, attacks on the Haryjans and
other rural poor by the rural rich have become the order of the day.
Brutal firings of workers have reached new heights to enforce the
retrenchment, lock-outs and wage-freezes practiced by the
employers.

The Janata Party’s policies taken as a whole represent the needs
and ambitions of the Indian big-bourgeoisiec which now feels
confident of further piling up of profits in collaboration even as junior
partners with foreign monopolists and of harnessing the state sector
to the needs of its own expansion and advance. In the rural sector,
the Janata Party government’s policies promote the interests of big
landlords and rich peasants. In the field of trade the Janata Party
government seeks to serve faithfully the big commerical bourgeoisie,
the wholesaler, the big hoarder, etc. The Janata Party policies reflect
the new tactical maneuvers of the Indian big bourgeoisie and land-
lords, who try to resolve the crisis of the capitalist path by throwing
its burden on the masses and suppressing popular resistance through
increasing recourses to force and authoritarianism.

In this situation of acute crisis of the capitalist system, it has taken
only one year for the Janata Party government to come to the same
pass which the Congress government came to after 30 years. The
same authoritarian danger which engulfed the country in the last days
of the Indira Gandhi regime looms large on the Indian political
horizon today. Therefore, the Bhatinda Party Congress Political
Resolution says categorically: ‘The crisis of the capitalist path of
development and of bourgeois politics have deepened to such an
extent that no bourgeois party can take the country out of the crisis or
save our people from authoritarianism and destruction of democratic
rights.’

The gravity of the economic and political crisis in our country can
be understood properly only when it is seen on the background of the
continuing crisis of the world capitalist economy and the new tactics
of imperiaiism intended to impose its neo-colonialist domination on
the developing countries.
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While not giving up their old tactics completely, the imperialists
adopt new tactics to shift the burden of the crisis on to the shoulders
of the developing countries. Having failed to halt industrial growth in
these countries, they are trying to promote ‘dependent’ capitalism,
so-called ‘export-oriented’ and ‘rural-oriented’ economies for them.
The imperialists are also using certain suitable states like Iran and
Saudi Arabia in various regions as reliable agents for implementing
their new tactics. They are thereby trying to undermine cooperation
between the countries of the socialist community and ‘third world’
countries. The present Maoist leaders of China are fully cooperating
with the imperialists in this matter.

Despite the various obstacles placed in the way of our country by
the imperialists, our country has made considerable progress toward
economic self-reliance with the help of the Soviet Union and other
socialist countries. India is now in a position to help other developing
countries in the matter of industrial development. Our scientists,
engineers and technicians are the pride of our nation. As a result of
all this, our country’s prestige has gone up among the developing
countries.

The imperialists are therefore trying another ruse to rope our
country into their global plan. They are luring our monopolists into
joint ventures with the multinationals as their junior partner to
exploit ‘third world’ countries. India’s monopolists, having fattened
themselves over the last 30 years by plundering the people of our
country, now seem to be enthusiastic about the prospect of looting
the people of ‘third world’ countries in collaboration with multina-
tionals. Herein lies a serious danger for our country’s future.

The dominant section of the Janata Party government is not
averse to this. The government may be forced into this trap if the left
and democratic forces do not wake up. Already there are signs which
show that the government is engaged in correcting the so-called ‘tilt’
of our foreign policy while keeping the framework of non-alignment.
This means that the anti-imperialist content of our foreign policy is
being diluted and attempts are being made to weaken our links with
the socialist world.?

The crisis of bourgeois power is bringing about political instability
in our country. The ruling Janata Party is riven with group conflicts
and is in a shambles. Talk of a split of the Janata Party is in the air.
What is keeping them together for the present is the re-emergence of
Indira Gandhi on the politcal scene after the spectacular victories of

her party, the INC(I),? in the February 1978 Assembly elections in
the southern states.

The Janata Party conglomerate is composed of forces incompatible
with each other. There are, on one side, forces of secularism and anti-
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imperialism and, on the other side, forces of communalism and pro-
imperialism.* A further complicating feature is the planned and
determined drive of the RSS-Jana Sangh and Charan Singh> combine
to extend their power at the expense of other consituents of the
Janata Party inside that party, central and state governments and the
administrative apparatus. The Janata Party is fast losing its cred-
ibility, and even some of its followers are questioning its capacity to
deliver the goods.

The massacres of workers at Bailadilla and Pantnagar, and of Hari-
jans at Bisrampur in Bihar, caste riots in Bihar, the calculated attack
on the Muslim minority at Sambhal in Uttar Pradesh, the clash be-
tween the Nirankari and Nihang sects at Amristar, recent police
atrocities in Andhra Pradesh, the brutal suppression of the farmers’
struggle in Tamilnadu, student unrest and the closure of a number of
universities in the northern states, all taking place within the space of
one month (March-April 1978), shook the country. This prompted
the President of the Republic to express apprehensions at a public
function. ‘I wonder where we are going,’ he said. ‘I myself do not
know and I happen to be the President. . . . I would express my dis-
tress at the state of health of the country.’

The Congress Party is split. The Congress Party headed by Swaran
Singh is in convulsions after the setback it suffered in the February
Assembly elections in some states. Left sections in this party are
thinking of a left and democratic national alternative. With her
party’s successes in the State Assembly elections, Indira Gandhi has
staged a comeback on the country’s political scene. If the excess of
the emergency brought the Janata Party to power, its misrule within
one year has facilitated her coming up again in the absence of a left
and democratic alternative.

Though the Indira Congress has a considerable base among the
rural poor and sections of the urban poor, one has to realize that it is
also a bourgeois party. It is incapable of implementing any radical
socio-economic program because of the class composition of its
leadership, which includes landlords, especially at the state level.
Certainly it is not going to work wonders. The biggest weakness of
this party is that it rests on the popularity and cult of one individual.
The old discredited caucus which she built has come up again.
Already there are some rumblings in this party. It will also not be free
from group squabbles like other bourgeois parties in the present
crisis-ridden situation in the country. The vulnerability of this party
can be seen from the way the Indira Congress government in Andhra
Pradesh has handled the issue of police atrocities. ,

The political situation in our country is in a state of flux. It is yet
premature to say which way things will move and what type of
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realignments will take place. But it is safe to say that none of the
bourgeois parties can take the country out of the deep crisis in which
It 1S stuck today.

Big business and the imperialists are utilizing the situation to
further their nefarious game. They are backing both the Janata Party
and the Indira Congress and are working to bring into existence a
two-party system in the country as a means of saving the monopoly of
bourgeois power. -

In this situation increasing sections of the people are searching for
a political alternative which will meet their needs and aspirations after
the experience of 30 years of Congress rule and one year of Janata
Party rule. It is only a left and democratic national alternative that can
take our country out of the present crisis and safeguard its indepen-
dence and sovereignty from the new conspiracies of the imperialists.
Realization of this perspective would put an end to Janata Party rule
and prevent the restoration of Congress rule. The CPI regards this as
its central political task in the coming period.

This perspective envisages the wides possible unity of all the left
and democratic parties and forces. This will include all the left par-
ties, democratic parties and progressive forces within the Congress,
Indira Congress and Janata Party. The Political Resolution elaborates
this perspective as follows: The party has to win the mass support
necessary for the realization of this perspective by building up the
widest unity of the left and democratic forces and raising it to a politi-
cal level that will make it possible to change the balance of class
forces in the country in favor of the working class and the worker-
peasant alliance. It is only such a change in the balance of class forces
plus a growing offensive of the national democratic forces against the
forces of reaction that can enable the working class to end the
monopoly of bourgeois power and replace it by a national govern-

ment of left and democratic unity. in such a government, power will
be shared by parties and forces representing the working class, peas-

santry, radical middle-class and patriotic and non-monopolistic sec-

tions of the national bourgeoisie which may be against imperialism,
feudalism and monopoly. Such a government will be a potent instru-
ment for carrying forward the struggle against imperialism,
monopoly capital and feudalism to a new decisive stage, and for radi-
cal socio-economic transformations.

Such an alternative can emerge in the process of bitter political and
mass struggles against the reactionary policies of the Janata Party
government as also of the Congress and other bourgeois govern-
ments and the conspiracies of the imperialists.

In a vast country like ours, with all its diversities in politics, econ-
omy, language, religion and culture and in the complex and fluid
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situation existing today, the task of building left and democratic unity
is a difficult and protracted process of mass and political struggles. It
may develop differently in different states. Different aspects of this
process should not be pitted against each other — neither left unity
against democratic unity, nor vice versa. The aim in each case of mass
and political action is to build the widest possible unity of the masses
in action in furtherance of the unity of left and democratic forces. It
will enjoin us to adopt a flexible and realistic approach in each state
and on each issue, taking into consideration all relevant concrete fac-
tors. Our party and mass organizations have to display the maximum
Intitiative in launching and leading these mass and political struggles.

In this task of conducting mass political struggles and of building
the unity of the left and democratic forces, closer relations between
the CPI and the CPI(M) assume special importance. This is ardently
desired not only by the communist masses and sympathizers, but also
by other left and democratic forces and the radicalized masses. Let-
ters to this effect come pouring into our party offices. Wherever we
go we are told so by friends of the communist movement. As long as
the masses and progressive forces do not see the two main left parties
coming together, they will not develop adequate faith in the
possibilities of a left and democratic national alternative. Unity in
action and fraternal political dialogue can pave the way for the ulti-
mate reunification of the communist movement in our country. Our
party stands for such unification on a principled basis.

This fraternal approach should also be extended to the thousands
of Naxalite® young men and women who constitute an important
component of the left forces. All possible efforts must be made to
forge unity with all other left and democratic paarties which exist in
various parts of our country.

It 1s a good augury that the party congresses of the CPI and the
CPI(M) were held in Punjab almost at the same time and in-
fluenced each other to some extent. The meeting of the all-India
leaders of the CPI and the CPI(M) which took place on April 13,
1978, in Delhi and the joint communique that was issued after it have
broken the ice, in regard to cooperation between the two parties.
They have paved the way for joint mass and political actions on
agreed i1ssues and for further talks as the need arises. This is only the
beginning. We have yet to make serious, sustained, patient and prin-
cipled efforts in order to achieve political unity.

After all this, we are constrained to say that a major obstacle today
in the way of bringing about left unity is the wrong line of the
CPI(M) leadership, which regards the Janata Party as its ally while
painting the two congresses as the main enemy and going all out to
bring down the United Front government in Kerala, which has a
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proud record of achievements to its credit. They are doing this at a
time when the Janata Party government is adopting openly reaction-
ary and anti-people policies, shooting down workers, encouraging
atrocities on the Hariyjans and other weaker sections, adopting diver-
sionary tactics of caste conflicts, communal conflicts and regional
tensions and becoming isolated from the people day by day. We hope
the CPI(M) leadership will learn in time how its friendship with the
Janata Party is wrong.

So far as the CPI is concerned, we will do our utmost to bring

about left and democratic unity and communist unity.
In this connection we must point out that the CPI(M)’s interna-

tional position of so-called equidistance between the CPSU and
Maoist China is harmful at a time when the Soviet Union is perform-
Ing its internationalist duty by giving all help to those fighting against
imperialism and reaction the world over and when the Maoist leader-
ship is unashamedly collaborating with the imperialists, racists and
reactionaries and calling for all-out unity against the Soviet Union.

The political resolution of the 11th CPI Congress says that basic
socio-economic changes are essential if the present crisis is to be
solved. Attempts at patchwork reform will be of no avail. The toiling
masses and all the left and democratic forces must be rallied into
united action on the basis of a radical platform leading to a national
democratic revolution. The Political Resolution has put forward such
a concrete platform before the people of our country by launching the
following resounding call.

“The toiling masses, all left and democratic forces, must be rallied

and unitedly brought on to the field of action, to demand and win the
nationalization of the monopoly houses, takeover of imperialist
capital, delinking of our country from the world capitalist division of
labor, and development of still closer relations with the Soviet Union
and other friendly socialist countries and non-aligned countries,
abolition of landlordism and distribution of land to the tiller, provi-
sion of a national living wage and all trade union rights for the work-
ing class, strengthening and democratization of the public sector with
effective workers’ participation in management, and radical demo-
cratic changes in the state structure. The people in our country are
moving in the direction of an alternative path of development. It is
the duty of the CPI not only to systematically popularize among them
the fundamental tasks of the national democratic revolution with the
perspective of transition to socialism but also to organize and lead the
masses to determined action to win such pressing and immediate
demands.’

The Political Review Report endorsed with some amendments by
the party congress deals with the policy and activities of our party
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since the 10th Congress and the political questions that have arisen in
the wake of the setback suffered by the party in the March 1977 Lok
Sabha elections in a number of states.

The single event that engulfed the political life of our country in
the period since the 10th Party Congress was the imposition of
emergency rule by Indira Gandhi, the then Prime Minister. At the
beginning it looked as though that emergency was imposed only to
meet the threat from the extreme rightists. But soon her other aims,
namely, solving the capitalist crisis at the expense of the people in
order to safeguard bourgeois power and establishing her personal rule
through the replacement of parliament or parliamentary democracy
by the presidential system, came to light.

In the then prevailing complicated and turbulent situation, the
central leadership of the party failed to grasp the full implications of
the emergency. Not that there were no indications of this. If the
central leadership had been vigilant and had taken stock of the situa-
tion properly, it would have seen the full picture clearly.

As a matter of fact, from 1974 onwards Indira Gandhi’s govern-
ment began more and more to accept the World Bank economic
package in the shape of an ‘export-oriented’ economy, vast conces-
sions to the Indian monopolies and multinationals, increased
recourse to imperialist ‘aid’ and attacks on the rights of the toiling
people, especially the working class, and on their living standards.
Increasing concentration of authority in Indira Gandhi’s hands, the
placing of ‘reliable persons’ in positions of authority in the capital and
In the states on the basis of personal loyalty to her, the attacks on the
progressives inside the Congress, the disbanding of the Congress
Socialist Forum, the tremendous growth of corruption in quarters
close to her were there for all to see.

The danger these developments posed to the left and democratic
forces and parliamentary democracy in the country were grossly
underestimated by the central leadership of our party. All these
aspects were separately noted, but they were not seen as an integral
whole with all their implications as showing how Indira was trying to
salvage bourgeois rule, Congress power and her own position.

The imposition of internal emergency on June 25, 1975, was a
logical culmination of the above-stated developments. Under
emergency, fundamental rights were suspended, press censorship
was tightened, severe restrictions were imposed on the holding of
public. meetings and judicial review of injustices was denied. One
could write and say only things which the government wanted.

Fresh burdens were imposed on the workers, peasants, middle
classes in the name of fighting inflation, while concessions were
showered on the vested interests. Even the 20-point program, meant
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to give relief to the rural poor, was finally sabotaged through Sanjay
Gandhi’s’ five-point program. Demolition of huts of the poor in the
name of beautification of cities and compulsory sterilization for con-
trolling population growth also were resorted to, and assumed gro-
tesque proportions in Delhi and in many states in North India.
Arbitrary arrests were made and even left parties, including ours,
were not spared. Thereby the left and democratic forces were pre-
vented from fighting the menace of right reaction by mobilizing the

toiling masses.
Apart from not being able to see clearly the three aims of Mrs.

Indira Gandhi in the imposition of internal emergency, the central
leadership of the party had also come to the mistaken understanding
that a split had taken place between the reactionary and progressive
sections of the bourgeoisie and that the emergency could be used to
bring about progressive shifts in the correlation of forces and state
power in a national democratic direction. Thereby the potentialities
of the national bourgeoisie and Indira Gandhi’s government and the
capacity of our party to bring about these positive shifts in the situa-
tion were grossly overestimated. The potentialities of the favorable
international situation and the progressive foreign policy in relation
to its impact on the internal situation were understood in a mechani-
cal manner. It was not properly realized that a progressive foreign
policy cannot eventually be safeguarded without progressive internal
policies.

This was our main mistake and as a result of this wrong under-
standing we supported the emergency. What came about as a result of
the emergency was not the progressive shifts in the national demo-
cratic direction but exactly the opposite.

Emergency rule actually helped the forces of right reaction to
exploit people’s discontent and come to power through a popular
mandate as the upholders of democratic liberties. Our support for
emergency rule helped neither the defense of the people’s interests,
nor the building of popular resistance to right reaction. Right reaction
could have been fought with the existing laws combined with mass
mobilization, as in Bihar and some other states. This is why the Bha-
tinda Congress came to the conclusion that our party’s support for
emergency rule had been wrong from the beginning.

Our party never hides its mistakes from the masses. It boldly
admits and corrects them. Taking advantage of this, our party’s
detractors try to denigrate it. Some of those who did nothing during
the period of emergency or even compromised with Indira Gandhi
now pose as heroes before the people and want our party to parade in
sack-cloth and ashes. We have good reason to say that despite our
support for émergency rule, the record of our party’s activities
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against the excesses of that rule is second to none. The CPI boldly
fought against the horrible excesses and attacks of the Indira Gandhi
regime during the emergency against the working class and the com-
mon people. It sharply brought out the danger posed by the caucus
. created by Indira Gandhi to the democratic set-up of our country. In
the State Assemblies and Parliament, our party came out against the
caucus. Because of all this, our party incurred the wrath of Indira
Gandhi and her caucus.

This is not to say that everything that was needed or possible was
done by our party in that period. We know that if we had not adopted
a wrong attitude to emergency rule, our achievement would have
been much greater. We were inhibited by our approach to the
emergency.

Taking advantage of the setback suffered by our party in the 1977
Lok Sabha elections, the CPI(M) leadership started a virulent cam-
paign, saying that our party’s program and policies had proved to be
wrong and theirs right.

No doubt we committed a mistake in relation to emergency rule
and subsequent events. But that does not invalidate the basic analysis
“and the main conclusions of the party program. Its definition of the
class character of the Indian state, of the contradictions of the
capitalist path of development and the dual nature of the non-
monopoly bourgeoisie fully retain their validity. This is also the case
with the tactical slogan of building the national democratic front, the
role of the working class and the worker-peasant alliance, and the
perspective of the national democratic revolution. As a matter of
fact, the mistakes made during the period of emergency were due to a
departure from the party program, in particular in relation to the
Indian bourgeoisie.

Coming to the question of party policy in the pre-emergency
period, it has to be stated that it was a glorious period for the party.
Our party played a significant role in the life of the country. It fought
the anti-popular and reactionary aspects of the Indira government’s
policies while supporting the progressive aspects by correctly apply-
ing the tactic of unity and struggle in relation to the national
bourgeoisie.

The mass and political struggles conducted by our party in this
period were unprecedented in their nationwide character. Our party
not only stood by the toiling people but stoutly defended secular de-
mocracy and the unity of our country against attacks from all reac-
tionary communal and other disruptive forces.

The land occupation struggle of 1970 apart, mention should be
made of the ‘Implement the Mandate’ campaign of May 1 to 8, 1972,
against the slideback in the policies of the Congress government with

42 World Marxist Review




massive marches in Chandigarh, Calcutta and Hyderabad and the
unprecedented 500,000 rally in Patna. In the first week of October
1972, 350,000 persons courted arrest in the nationwide satyagraha®
against price rises and for radical reforms. This was followed by the
historic Great March to Parliament in March 1973. Then came the
national dehoarding campaign from August 1 to 7 1973. Our party
played a prominent role in the great strikes of textile and jute workers
In Bombay, West Bengal and Tamilnadu in early 1974 and the
numerous bandh’ actions of the time.

It 1s a matter of pride for the party that it fought against the right
reactionary offensive not by words alone, but by bold, militant mass
mobilization and action. From about the end of 1972 to April 1973,
the Andhra unit of our party fought against the separatist movement.
From the middle of 1974, the Bihar unit of the party took on and
rebuffed the JP-led!? ‘total revolution.” The party throughout the
country took up cudgels against the right reactionary menace. In
defeating this menace, it came forward as the champion of parlia-
mentary democracy. If more could not be done, it was due to the
long-standing basic weaknesses of our party which have been
repeatedly referred to in our documents.

It is also -a matter of pride for the party that during this entire
period in Kerala the party played a key and outstanding role in bring-
ing about significant democratic reforms and giving relief to the
masses and thereby providing political stability to the state. The
CPI1(M) met with an electoral defeat there in March 1977 because of
its blind hostility to this government.

Basing itself on the above assessment of the pre-emergency
period, the Party Congress came to the conclusion that it would be
wrong to think that these achievements came about on the basis of a
wrong political line. They came about because up to the third quarter
of 1974 our party had followed a basically correct policy line. This
does not mean that there was no underestimation or overestimation
of particular aspects of the situation or that no mistakes were made. It
only means that despite some mistakes here and there, our party was

pursuing an essentially correct line. _
As a result, our party considerably expanded in membership and

extended to new areas. In Kerala, Andhra, Tamilnadu and some other
places, sections of the CPI1(M) joined our party, whereas very few of
our members went over to the CPI(M).

Our party also defended the line of the world communist move-
ment and the principles of Marxism-Leninism and proletarian inter-
nationalism as a loyal contingent of the international communist
movement, against attacks from both Maoism and left opportunism.

In conclusion, as stated earlier, our party has emerged from the
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11th Congress much more united and confident, with a clear perspec-
tive of the future. Our adversaries, being disappointed, are
now singing a different tune. They say that though our party has not
split it is still divided into right, left and center. They do this only to
bring down our party’s image and confuse the people.

Everybody knows that the Political Resolution, the Report on the
International Developments and the Organization Report were
adopted unanimously. Even the controversial Political Review Re-
port was finally adopted with none voting against and only a few ab-
stentions. The delegates voted on the amendments not on the basis of
clear-cut trends, but on the merit of each amendment. Hence the
voting was varied, which does not fit into definite trends. The
National Council, the highest leading body of the party, was elected
unanimously. Later the National Council elected the Chairman, the
General Secretary, the Central Secretariat and the Central Executive
Committee of the party, also unanimously.

The 11th Congress of our party at Bhatinda was a big success on all
counts. Our party settled accounts with the past and is now ready to
discharge its duty to the people of our country with a clear perspective
for the future.

1. In the summer of 1974, the Indira Gandhi government submitted to the demand
of the IBRD (International Bank for Reconstruction and Development) that India put
its economy on a ‘healthy’ basis. — Ed.

2. With this end in view, recently a virtual pilgrimage of leaders of the Western
capitalist countries to our country took place, starting with President Jimmy Carter
and Prime Minister James Callaghan and including Orville Freeman of the IBRD and
other lesser lights. Strong pressures on our country in this direction are growing day
by day.

3. The initial ‘I’ stands for ‘Indira, a symbol adopted by that part of the Indian
National Congress following Indira Gandhi. — Ed.

4. Secularism established the secular nature of the state. Communalism in Indian
conditions is aimed at fomenting enmity between religious communities, primarily
between Hindus and Moslems. — Ed.

5. The RSS, or Rashtria Swayameswak Sangh, is an extreme reactionary paramili-
tary organization of the right-wing Jana Sangh party. The Bharatiya Lok Dal (BLD) is
another rightist party which has joined the Janata Party.

6. A group which has broken away from the mainstream of the Indian communist
movement, being carried away by ‘leftist’ ideas. — Ed.

7. Indira Gandhi’s younger son, who held no government post but headed the
‘extra-constitutional power center.” — £d.

8. A symbolic violation of law and order. — Ed.

9. Stoppage in a community of all production and trade, discontinuance of the
operation of transport, offices, schools, etc. — Ed.

10. Jayaprakash Narayan. — Ed.
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The nationalized
sector and the
communist position

Carlos Costa

Member of the CC Secretariat
and Political Commission,
Portuguese CP

To understnad what prompted the Portuguese Communist Party
to hold a conference on problems of protecting and advancing the
nationalized sector, one should have an idea of the far-reaching eco-
nomic, social and political changes effected in the country since April
25, 1974.

Political freedom was not the only benefit of the revolution. Popu-
lar pressure brought about an agrarian reform finalizing the transfer
to agricultural workers and small peasants of the land occupied by
them — about one-fifth of the cultivated land area. Monopoly-owned
banks and other enterprises were nationalized and have already
become a decisive sector of the economy. A vast sector of coopera-
tives and self-managing enterprises was set up and many hundreds of
enterprises were put under workers’ control. In spite of attacks on
these gains, the workers successfully defended them and they were
all written into the Constitution.

The PCP decided to hold the conference in view of the markedly
revolutionary character of nationalization, the enormous leverage of
the nationalized sector, the stepped-up attacks of reaction and the
fact that efficiency of the nationalized sector is one of the basic
requisites for its protection (as the experience of protecting the
agrarian reform indicates). The party understood the extremely
serious economic and financial situation the country was in and the
role which the nationalized sector could and should play in ending the
crisis. It also proceeded from the fundamental principles of its consis-
tent and constructive policy and from an awareness of its great
responsibility in every sphere of national life.

The conference, announced by the Central Committee last Octo-
ber, took place on March 11 and 12. It was attended by 783 delegates
and 7,000 guests.

In drafting documents for discussion, use was made of methods
suggested by the experience of last year’s conference on economic
development. These methods have become standard in the collective
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effort by the masses which the party uses in studying national prob-
lems. Party branches directly involved in production, including those
active in nationalized enterprises, held meetings which also attracted
non-communists. On the basis of reports prepared by the party’s
technological and economic experts, the meetings discussed the
problem of protecting and advancing the nationalized enterprises and
industries, as well as general problems of the nationalized sector.

After several months’ preparatory work four major subjects were
selected for discussion: how to protect the nationalized enterprises,
how to develop them, how to exercise workers’ control, and how to
defend the employees’ interests. In the course of discussions and
meetings, and in addition to the collection of documentary evidence
and the registration of proposals, papers were prepared on general
subjects, the various industries and each particular enterprise. By the
time the conference met, the PCP had a vast amount of varied and
systematized data at its disposal. This enabled it to organize a two-day
discussion and acquaint delegates with the main proposals for the
drafting of final documents.

During preparations for the conference there were 869 meetings,
and 338 of these also involved non-communists. The total number of
participants exceeded 12,000, including nearly 3,000 non-com-
munists. Conference subjects were discussed by the employees of
298 enterprises, or practically all nationalized enterprises and many
of the mixed ones (in which the state holds a substantial part of the
assets as a result of the nationalization of banks and other
enterprises).

These facts show that the party both conducted its campaign
openly and strove for a comprehensive analysis. The conference
heard 90 speakers, 39 of whom dealt with the general problems and
the state of various industries while the rest concerned themselves
with individual enterprises.

An aspect of the domestic situation today is the failure of the
policy of re-establishing the positions of capitalism, a policy which
has proved unable to undermine the foundations of nationalization.
On the other hand, there are signs of a still broader offensive against
nationalization, an offensive that is being conducted in the legis-
lative, economic, financial, political and ideological spheres under
imperialist pressure. At the same time we are witnessing a considera-
ble upswing in the working people’s movement for unity, in the
strength of the trade unions and the class consciousness of the work-
Ing people, of all patriotic and progressive forces, and more vigorous
action on their part in defense of nationalization.

The policy of restoring the positions of capitalism has done
nothing to bring about economic recovery. The economic situation
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confirms day after day that the socialists’ policy of re-establishing the
positions of capitalism, the latifundium system and imperialism,
with the Social-Democratic Party and Social-Democratic Center
backing all major government decisions, has aggravated the eco-
nomic, financial, social and political crisis and not regenerated the
economy, as the government claimed it would.

The roots of this crisis lie in the economic structure and policies of
the pre-April state, which was at once a colonial power and a country
dependent on imperialism. The present crisis is characterized by a
combination of ills that are causing a notable discrepancy between
national production and consumption. These ills are most pro-
nounced in the economy and finance and express themselves pri-
marily in trade and balance-of-payments deficits.
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