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feature A dangerous course

Boris Ponomaryov

Alternate PB Member.,
Secretary of CPSU CC

CONCERNING THE NATO COUNCIL’S POLICY

The problem of war and peace has recently confronted the peoples of
the whole world with a new and sharper edge. This problem has for
long been of grave concern to the broad masses of working people.
But it has now become especially urgent in connection with two
diametrically opposite international events:

In New York, the representatives of 149 countries attended a
Special UN General Assembly to discuss the burning 1ssues of disar-
mament, and their attention centered on the full-scale program of
action proposed by the Soviet Union;

In Washington, a NATO Council summit, which met at the same
time, adopted an unusually costly ‘long-term program’ for an arms
drive over two or three five-year periods, while the leaders of the
U.S. Administration undertook a series of acts cutting across the line
of political détente established since the early 70s through the persis-
tent efforts of the peace-loving nations.

The international situation tends to be complicated by the occa-
sional zigzags in U.S. policy under pressure from powerful forces that
are hostile to détente and equitable international cooperation, to
which they prefer the notorious ‘positions of strength’ policy.

In view of this feature of the contemporary international situation,
the CPSU and the Soviet State, in cooperation with the fraternal
socialist countries and other peaceable states, and with the whole-
hearted support of millions of people all over the world, have all these
years carried on a persistent struggle for stronger peace, and against
the forces of war.

Considerable successes have already been achieved in this strug-
gle. Détente today is no longer a theory, a slogan, or a pious hope. Its
many achievements are quite concrete and tangible: the normaliza-
tion of international relations, the extensive development of mutually
advantageous businesslike cooperation among states in the economic
field, the extension of scientific and cultural cooperation, and the
conclusion of important bilateral and multilateral agreements ensuring
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the stability of détente itself. Of especial importance here is the Final
Act of the Helsinki Conference, signed at summit level in the summer
of 1975, which has laid a sound foundation for consolidating peace in
Europe.

But it would be wrong to ignore or to underestimate the fact that the
arms race is being simultaneously intensified, and that, as speakers at
the Special UN General Assembly stressed, it robs mankind of $400
billion a year — over $1 billion a day!

The Soviet Union and the fraternal socialist countries have been
working hard to back up the political détente with a military détente.
The Peace Program adopted by the 24th Congress of the CPSU and
the Program of Further Struggle for Peace and International Coopera-
tion, and for the Freedom and Independence of Peoples, adopted by
the 25th Congress of the CPSU, contain realistic and concrete prop-
osals aimed to strengthen détente. These programmatic proposals
have gained the peoples’ support, and some of them have been
realized as a result of persistent effort.

Still, the arms race has continued. Recalling this, Leonid Brezhnev
said 1n his speech at the 18th Congress of the Young Communist
League that ‘the most essential, the most urgent thing in our day is to
secure a further reduction of the war danger and to put a stop to the
growth of armaments.” His speech contained new and important
proposals aimed to solve this problem.

The document, ‘On the Practical Ways of Ending the Arms Race,’
which the Soviet delegation put before the Special UN General As-
sembly, 1s centered on these proposals and has won broad support
from many delegates. What the NATO Council has undertaken under
U.S. influence in countering the USSR’s proposed plan of action by
its decision for a fresh and unpreccdented boosting of the arms drive,
on which it has resolved to spend an additional $80 billion, cannot be
viewed otherwise than as a cynical challenge to the whole world, to
the whole of peaceable humanity.

Delegates from many countries addressing the General Assembly
gave an impressive picture of the grievous consequences of the arms
race, which has been going on for many decades. Scientists have
estimated that from 1947 to 1978, the United States alone has spent
over a trillion dollars on armaments. This is three times more than the
figure for its participation in the Second World War and 36 times more
than in the First World War, so that every American has had to pay
more than $10,000 for the arms drive. Ever newer types of armaments
with ‘greater killing power,’ as the military specialists put it, are being
invented and put into service. And they are getting more and more
expensive. In the United States they swallow nearly 40 per cent of all
research and development appropriations. By the beginning of the
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70s, the United States was spending about $7 billion a year for these
purposes, and in 1978 — $12.04 billion. In 1980, the figure is expected
to go up to $14.2 billion.

Every new missile, every new submarine, every new bomber has a
disastrous effect on social programs. Here are a few examples. The
purchase by the Pentagon of only eight F-14 aircraft, at a cost of $130
million each, came to the same amount by which the housing-
construction program was cut back in 1972. The purchase by the
Pentagon of three nuclear powered submarines at a cost of $567
million in 1973 entailed a cutback by the same amount of U.S. Federal
budget appropriations on health, education and welfare.

In an effort to vindicate this monstrous waste of national resources,
the men who run the military-industrial complex claim that the de-
velopment of the arms industry helps to increase the number of jobs
and raise wages. But who doesn’t know that in the United States and
other capitalist countries the number of jobless has not diminished
and now stands at 16 million?

Considering the real effects of the arms race, Gus Hall, General
Secretary of the Communist Party USA, was quite right when he said
in 1974: The billions of dollars taken away from us in taxes which the
government spends on arms contracts have failed to produce a cor-
responding increase in jobs because the manufacture of new means of
mass destruction does not depend to the same extent as it did in
previous wars on materials and processes requiring larger inputs of
human labor. The highest level of unemployment will now be found in
the cities and states where the arms industry has the leading role to
play.

The convocation of the Special UN General Assembly on disar-
mament and the speeches by the representatives of the USSR and
other specialist countries, with their detailed and realistic proposals to
halt the arms race, reduce military expenditures and ensure interna-
tional security have naturally won wide support from peace-loving
opinion everywhere, including the United States.

At the same time, speeches at the Assembly by the representatives
of the United States and some of its NATO allies showed that they
persist in their bellicose approach by rejecting any real steps aimed to
reduce armaments. The bilateral Soviet-American talks on strategic
arms limitation were suddenly slowed down although a draft limita-
tion treaty had already been in the main outlined and was ready for
signing, with only two or three outstanding matters remaining to be
settled. For a long time, the representatives of the United States and

its allies have also taken a negative stand at the Vienna talks on arms
on troop cuts in Central Europe.
But the most serious thing was that the NATO leaders had all along
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planned to counter the UN session with another — NATO — session.
This was held in Washington at the end of May, and marked another

dangerous zigzag by the United States and the U.S.-led NATO.
What does this new zigzag amount to?

First, the NATO Council, as I have said, adopted a long-term arms
program up to 1993 in accordance with which the members of that
aggressive bloc have undertaken to increase their military expendi-

tures from year to year, acquiring ever more costly weapons, mainly
U.S.-made.

This makes it clear why they, and notably the USA, have so
stubbornly resisted the Soviet proposals for ending the manufacture
of every type of nuclear weapons, repudiating the fabrication of new
types of weapons and enlarging armies: they were working on very
different plans. The Western press abounds in reports that the long-
term program adopted by the NATO Council provides for almost 100
programs for manufacturing new types of weapons, including the
planned manufacture of new missiles, among them the inordinately
expensive MX missiles, new warships, planes, tanks, electronic-war
devices, etc.

Second, at the NATO Council meeting, U.S. President Carter
announced a new doctrine for NATO’s global operations, which is an
arbitrary extension of that military bloc’s ‘sphere of responsibility’ to
vast areas lying well beyond the boundaries designated in the Treaty
setting up the North Atlantic bloc, which was signed in April 1949, at
the height of the ‘cold war.’

Even then, Article Six of the Treaty clearly delineated the Treaty’s
ambit, covering the territory of the member-countries, the islands in
the ‘North Atlantic region, North of the Tropic of Cancer,” the
Mediterranean, and the area of Europe where the occupation troops
of the Treaty powers were then stationed. Now, NATO has arrogated
the right of miltiary intervention beyond the boundaries of that zone,
notably in Africa, and its intervention has already begun. NATO
armed forces have started military operations in Zaire, which they
want to convert into a bridgehead on the ‘Black Continent.’

Third, one must note that at the NATO session, U.S. official
authorities for the first time openly announced a link between their
own interests, the interests of NATO, and those of the Chinese
leadership, which has openly opposed the policy of detente and urged
preparations for war. This was preceded by trips to Peking by
Brzezinski, the U.S. President’s National-Security Adviser, and
other representatives of the NATO countries. In the course of these
official wvisits, the Western leaders frankly discoursed about the
‘community of interests’ between the bloc and China.

The press of the North Atlantic countries has called China
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‘NATO’s 16th member.’ This formula delighted the Peking leaders,
and Teng Hsiao-ping was quick to announce his acceptance of it. A
noteworthy fact in this connection is that, for all their earlier assur-
ances, the governments of the United States and its allies are begin-
ning to supply China with equipment which could be used for military
purposes. At the same time, Chinese armed forces missions are
junketing across the NATO countries and negotiating purchases of
weapons.

All of this makes it clear enough that the United States seeks to
impose on NATO a line which has been elaborated in the so-called
Trilateral Commission over the past few years, the line-of expanding
the aggressive military bloc for fighting détente, the socialist commun-
ity and the peoples’ liberation movement.

This aggressive and — let me put it bluntly — dangerous course has
evoked reservations and objections even among the leaders of some
NATO countries. According to reports, they come from Turkish
Prime Minister Ecevit and Canadian Prime Minister Trudeau, among
others.

British Prime Minister Callaghan, who usually gives loyal support
to every aspect of U.S. policy in view of his country’s ‘special
relationship’ with the United States, openly voiced his apprehensions
over the grave economic consequences of the arms race and his
reservations concerning the extension of NATO’s sphere of action to
Afnca.

Serious apprehensions over the increase in arms expenditures have
also been voiced in the FRG, where Chancellor Schmidt has re-

peatedly come out for strengthening the détente and for businesslike
cooperation with the socialist countries.

In order to dampen such doubts and hesitations, and simultane-
ously make its own people shoulder the heavy burden of the fresh
step-up of the arms race, the U.S. Administration started a loud
campaign over an imaginary ‘Soviet threat’ to the United States, its
allies and just about the whole world.

In the Report to the 24th Congress of the CPSU, Leonid Brezhnev
said: ‘Whenever the impenialists need to cover up their aggressive
schemes, they try to revive the ‘‘Soviet menace’’ myth. They seek to
find evidence of this threat in the depths of the Indian Ocean and on
the peaks of the Cordilleras. And, of course, nothing but Soviet
divisions prepared to pounce on the West are to be discovered on the
plains of Europe if one looks through NATO field-glasses.” Now
NATO propaganda 1s druming up a mythical threat to Africa as well!

Heaping one untruth upon another, these gentlemen are so hard at
work that they have failed to notice that their various statements do
not square with each other. On the one hand, they keep saying that
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they fear a threat on the part of the USSR and other socialist coun-
tries, and on the other, they declare in their policy-making speeches
that the United States is stronger than anybody in the world and that
it is even prepared for confrontation. But every sober-minded politi-
cian will ask: if you are so strong, gentlemen, what are you afraid of?

The most far-sighted political leaders in the United States have
seen through the false argument about the imaginary ‘Soviet menace,’
which has allegedly forced the United States and its allies to spend
another $80 billion on more armaments. Deputy Chairman of the U.S.
Senate Foreign Relations Committee, Senator Church, for instance,
remarked ironically on June 9 that there is only one game that i1s now
being played in Washington, and it is ‘The Russians are Coming.” He
added that this was a cold-war symptom and emphasized that this
kind of step-up of hysteria was designed to justify continued U.S.
involvement in the events in Black Africa. Church deplored this
‘game’ and said that it would be tragic if the political support required
to ratify a second stage SALT agreement were undermined.

That same day, another prominent Senator, McGovern, responding
to President Carter’s speech at Annopolis, said that he saw no sense
in building up anti-Soviet hysteria among the American people, who
did not need such an intensive confrontation.

Many other leaders on both sides of the Atlantic have voiced grave
alarm over this fresh zigzag in the policy of the United States and its
NATO alles.

The plea of national security provides the whole rationale for the
new round in the NATO countries’ arms drive. But the question
arises: what i1s the most reliable way of solving the problem? Here,
two lines stand out.

The present line of the United States and its partners consists in
constantly increasing and renewing armaments, in accordance with
the old but long since discredited slogan: ‘If you want peace, prepare
for war.’ |

The line of the socialist countries consists in mutual arms cuts on
the basis of the principles of equality and equal secunty. We are sure
that the national security of states would be more reliably ensured if
the armed forces and armaments of the NATO countries and the
Warsaw Treaty countries were gradually reduced, without anyone
seeking unilateral advantages. The socialist countries have repeatedly
tabled proposals formulated on the basis of this conception.

The facts show that the NATO leaders have turned a deaf ear to
this approach. They have stubbornly increased their military budgets.
In 1949, the military expenditures of the United States and its allies
totalled $18.7 billion; in 1959, $61.2 billion; in 1969, $106.5 billion; and
in 1977, $174.7 billion. In fiscal 1977/78, the military expenditures of

8 World Marxist Review




the Unmited States alone will come to $112.7 billion, and in fiscal
1978/79, the Pentagon wants $128 billion.

What 1s the outcome? Is the national securnity of the United States
and its allies now more reliably ensured than it was in 1949, 1959 or
1969? Does this mad build-up of arms spending help to reduce the
threat of confrontation and the risk of another war? The U.S. Ad-
ministration keeps saying that there is a need of more new armaments
‘to ensure national security.’

The fact that in the 70s there was an easing of international
tensions, that détente was ushered in, and that people in Europe and
America had clear skies over their heads did not at all result from
mountains of weapons having been piled up as high as Mont Blanc,
but from the fact that the socialist countries belonging to the Warsaw
Treaty Organization, with the support of all the peace-loving forces,
were able to stop the ‘cold war,’ establish workmanlike and mutually
advantageous cooperation and conclude a number of international
agreements, which helped to cut off some of the arms-race taproots.

Recent events have fully brought out the substance of NATO, on
the one hand, and of the Warsaw Treaty Organization, which the
socialist countries were forced to set up in response to the knocking
together of the aggressive North Atlantic bloc, on the other.

NATO’s line throughout its existence has consisted in stepping up
tensions, constant aggressiveness, an unceasing arms drive, interfer-
ence In the domestic affairs of other states, as exemplified by the
intervention in Zaire, and threats, threats and more threats.

The line of the Warsaw Treaty Organization has consisted in tire-
less struggle to strengthen peace, to ensure security in Europe and
elsewhere, to bring about and consolidate détente, to convert the
political détente into a military détente, and to secure arms cuts. The
WTO has carried on this struggle throughout its existence, and in the
interests of elementary fairness one should admit that it has scored
important successes along some lines.

Let us recall that the WTO has to its credit such successful initia-
tives as the proposals to conclude treaties establishing the inviolabi-
lity of the postwar borders in Europe; the convocation of the All-
European Conference; the formulation of the basic principles of
inter-state relations, which became the cornerstone of the Helsinki
Final Act; the holding of the final meeting of the Conference at
summit level; the negotiations on arms and troop cuts in Central
Europe, and so on.

Many other peace initiatives of the WTO are also awaiting a posi-
tive decision. Among them are the call on all the participants in the
Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe to conclude a
treaty not to be the first to use nuclear weapons against each other;
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the proposal on the general and complete prohibition of nuclear
weapons tests; support for the GDR proposal on the renunciation of
nuclear weapons by both German states, and the proposal that the
armed forces of other states stationed on the territory of the GDR and
the FRG should not have such weapons; the repeated proposals on a
simultaneous dissolution of NATO and WTO, and for a start, the
winding up of their military organizations, and many other peace
initiatives.

Meanwhile, what has been the preoccupation of the NATO Council
in all these years and decades? It has been interested in only one
thing: the framing of more plans for armaments, increasing expendi-
tures and developing subversion. These sinister activities may from
time to time be covered up with pious professions of peace, but this is
only to distract attention.

One need merely compare these two lines to realize that the WTO
seeks to safeguard mankind from war, while the NATO Council
session was aimed to aggravate the international situation, whip up
the arms race, and increase the danger of war.

All the events of the recent period dealt with above imperatively
dictate the need for vigorous action by the broadest masses of people
who can and must prevent the imperialists from implementing the
sinister schemes framed in Washington by the NATO Council on
May 30 and 31, 1978. The need is not only to prevent the planned new
round of the arms race, which would further destabilize the interna-

tional -situation, but also to advance in relaxing tensions, along the
way to disarmament, where important steps have already been taken
in the past period.

The Communist Party of the Soviet Union and our state, like the
fraternal parties and states of the socialist community, have worked
precisely in this direction. ‘The Soviet people,” Pravda wrote on June
15 of this year, in an article ‘On the U.S. Government’s Present
Policy,’ ‘has chosen the path of peace, and will not be deflected from
this path. We do not accept the invitations to join in the interment of
détente and the hopes of millions of people for a peaceful future, for
the possibility of a life in dignity for themselves and their children.’
The Soviet Union, the article goes on to emphasize, ‘reaffirms its
course toward international détente and development of good and
mutually advantageous relations with the United States, if the United
States would reciprocate.” But past experience also shows that deci-
sive successes in the struggle for peace require joint efforts by all the
peaceable, progressive, democratic forces of the globe. The broader
and the more active the movement of these forces, the greater the

guarantees that NATO’s aggressive anti-popular plans will not be
realized.
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In his speech at the Conference of European Communist and
Workers’ parties on June 29, 1976, Leonid Brezhnev emphasized that
the achievement of lasting peace is a difficult matter requiring great
energy, perseverance and consistency. He recalled Lenin’s warning
soon after the October Revolution, when he said: ‘It is highly naive to
think that peace can be easily attained, and that the bourgeoisie will
hand 1t to us on a platter as soon as we mention it.” Today, this
warning is especially pertinent.

The communists, who voice the aspirations of the broadest masses
of working people, have always been in the van of the struggle for
peace and social progress. They are a great force, and it is the more
efficient, the greater the cohesion and concerted action of the com-
munist and workers’ parties, which are loyal to the great principle of
fraternal solidarity. That is why the final document of the Conference
of Communist and Workers’ Parties in Europe, which was unanim-
ously adopted in Berlin, gave so much attention to the interconnec-
tion between the struggle for peace and social progress on the Euro-
pean continent, and the struggle for peace and social progress in other
parts of the globe.

Emphasizing that the reactionary circles of big capital seek to
hamper the policy of détente and revive the atmosphere of tension
and confrontation in inter-state relations, the participants in the Berlin

Conference undertook actively to work to consolidate détente, for
peace and against the arms drive.

‘In this spirit,’ the final document of the Conference said, ‘they will
develop their internationalist, comradely and voluntary cooperation
and solidarity on the basis of the great ideas of Marx, Engels and
Lenin, scrupulously adhering to the principles of equality and
sovereign independence of each Party, non-interference in internal
affairs, and respect for their free choice of different roads in the
struggle for progressive social transformations and socialism.’

Now that the United States and the NATO circles moving in its
wake have executed another dangerous zigzag toward building up
international tension, the arms race and military interventions, espe-
cial importance attaches to this militant cooperation of the com-
munists in the struggle against the growing threat to peace.

Working to enlarge the front of this struggle, the communists be-
lieve it to be their duty to continue deepening their ties with progres-
sive non-communist — revolutionary-democratic and socialist — par-
ties. It was emphasized at the 25th Congress of the CPSU that there
can be no question of ideological rapprochement between scientific
communism and the reformism of social democracy, but concern for
the security of the nations, the urge to halt the arms race, and to
rebuff fascism, racism and colonialism can and do unite us with social
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democrats who are aware of their responsibility for the cause of
peace, and this applies even more to social-democratic workers. The
conference on disarmament recently arranged by the Socialist Inter-
national confirmed that such cooperation is possible and advisable.

Mass action by the working class, by the other working people, the
broad masses is highly important in the struggle against the forces of
war and aggression. Accordingly, an even more responsible organiz-
ing role now belongs to the international trade unions, women's,
youth and student organizations.

In our day, the non-aligned states, which are acutely in need of
peace to solve their urgent economic and social problems, have a
special part to play in shaping the worldwide front of struggle against
the danger of war. The solidarity movement of the Asian, African and
Latin American countries has a vital stake in taking a most vigorous
part in repulsing NATO’s high-handed intervention in the affairs of
these continents.

Finally, the world peace movement, which in the past 30 years has
grown into a great force mobilizing and leading to struggle for disar-
mament hundreds of millions of men and women of the most diverse
political convictions and religious creeds, also has a special role to
play. The 700 million signatures collected by the peace fighters for the
new Stockholm Appeal for Disarmament provides convincing
evidence of the movement’s potentialities and its steadily growing
prestige.

Gone are the days when the bourgeoisie could allow itself to ignore
this movement, to ban its activities, and to deny its leaders exit and
entry visas. When the Special UN General Assembly was in session,
the World Peace Council carried out in New York its own measures
In support of disarmament, and its President Romesh Chandra of-
ficially presented to UN Secretary-General Kurt Waldheim a volume
containing the results of the signature-collection drive for the demand
to end the arms race.

Within the framework of the Peace Forces Forum, the world peace
movement has cooperated with other public trends in enlarging the
front of this struggle that meets the vital interests of all mankind.

The forces standing up for the cause of peace are truly immense. If
they act in concert and with purpose, there is no doubt that this fresh
attempt by the impenalists to mount an offensive will fail just as
miserably as all the earlier schemes of the war-mongers did.

Consequently, the situation requires efforts without delay to muster
and unite all those who have a vital stake in consolidating détente and
peace. Reports coming in from all over the world show that an

understanding of this has been spreading ever more widely among the
most diverse sections of world opinion.
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The communist and workers’ parties, the leading forces of the
national-liberation struggle, international democratic organizations,
and the peace forces’ movement have raised their voices ever louder
in resolutely demanding that the imperialists should be checked, and
NATO’s sinister schemes jeopardizing the cause of peace, thwarted.

New stage of
the international
trade union movement

Enrique Pastorino
General Secretary, World
Federation of Trade Unions

The trade union movement is on the upgrade. The social upheavals
mounting in the crisis-ridden industrial capitalist countries are bring-
ing more working people into organized and spontaneous struggle.
The trade union movement is growing and gaining experience also In
the developing countries. The constructive initiative of the trade
unions in the socialist countries, their part in building socialism and
communism and securing world peace, and their solidarity with all
who are fighting for national liberation and social progress, are be-
coming an increasingly important factor in the world of today.

The Ninth World Trade Union Congress held in Prague in Apnil
this year was a vivid demonstration of the movement’s growing
strength, and the determination of its main forces to work for still
closer umity of working people the world over.

This was the most representative congress in the more than 150-
year history of the international trade union movement. It was at-
tended by close to 1,000 delegates representing 303 trade unions in
126 countries. Characteristically, more than 60 per cent of the dele-
gates and observers who took part in the work of the Congress and
helped draft its resolutions came from organizations not affihated to
the WFTU — a clear indication of the growing desire for unity
irrespective of ideology or international affiliation.

The Congress also showed that the processes taking place within
the movement are an organic part of the sweeping changes charac-
teristic of the present stage of the class struggle.

The complexity of these processes mirrors the complexity of trade
union activity in countries at varying stages of social development and
the socio-economic and political tasks the unions have to cope with.
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And these are invariably determined by the concrete class conditions
in the given country. But the Congress also stressed that there are
major economic, social and political problems of equal concern to all
trade unions committed to the working people’s interests.

I should like to examine a few of these problems.

Sharpening of the capitalist economic crisis and
the new level of the socio-economic struggle

The sharpening capitalist economic crisis, inflation, unemployment,
the loss or possible loss by the working people of many of their social
gains, and the political instability in a number of countries, have all
seriously affected the work of trade unions. By giving voice to the
social protest of the masses, the trade unions are making a weighty
contribution to the new upsurge of the workers’ and democratic
movement which, in one way or another, is making itself felt in
practically all capitalist and dependent countries. The masses have
not resigned themselves to their difficulties, nor have they been
humbled by them. They are standing up for their human dignity,
fighting for human working and living conditions, for freedom, peace,
national liberation and for their rightful place in society.! The strike
movement, that tried and tested form of class struggle, has taken on
new dimensions: in the 20 years 1919 to 1939 an average of 3.6 million
took part in strikes annually, in the 20 years 1956 to 1976 the average
increased from 7.7 million to 60 million a year. It 1s doubtful whether
these figures give a complete picture, but they do show the rapid
growth of the struggle.

And 1t 1s growing not only in numbers of workers involved. Its
composition has changed, it has spread to countries that until recently
were free of major social conflicts. Metal workers in Turkey, for
example, won a good deal through their difficult eight-month strike.
Despite reprisals, strikes in Iran are increasing. Bolivian miners
fought a long strike in the face of formidable obstacles and won
important gains: a general political amnesty, reinstatement of vic-
timized workers, repeal of the ban on trade union freedoms. General
nationwide strikes, are no longer isolated events. They have been
conducted not only in France, Italy and Belgium and certain other
countries with long-standing union movements. The strike movement
has become more active also in such ‘safe’ citadels of monopoly
capital as the United States and Federal Germany.

Charactenistically, such actions are initiated by the working people
themselves. They refuse to accept the general worsening of their
living standards and know that the only way to win their demands is
to fight for them. They strike for higher wages and better working
conditions, for greater trade union rights and freedoms, against the
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arbitrary rule of the multinationals, for an end to the arms race. This
struggle 1s a good basis for strengthening the unions and achieving
unity at work place, branch, national and regional levels.

The thought was also expressed at the Congress that greater trade
union cooperation on a national, branch and regional basis, for all its
benefits, should not be achieved at the expense of international ties
and working-class and trade-union solidarity. Isolating one or another
organization or national union center from the world class trade union
alllance, the WFTU, contrasting local, national or regional tasks to
the world struggle of the labor movement is, without doubt, a step
back in the development of trade union unity.

The internationalization of big capital is an objective process. Two
hundred international monopolies control the economic and political
life of most capitalist countries. They are becoming stronger and

more influential, profiting from crises and sharply worsening the
working and living conditions of the masses. Their financial resources

enable them to use the production, political and propaganda machin-
ery for their international expansion, provoke economic imbalance,
undermine whole branches of the economy and disregard the inde-
pendence and sovereignty of the countries in which they operate.
That being so, the trade union movement cannot afford to be less
united than its opponents. The coordinated social and economic
policy of the bourgeois governments and multinationals must be

countered by the working people’s united, international solidarity.
First and foremost, this means coordinating the struggle for the work-
ing people’s vital interests, for fair pay and proper working condi-
tions, for a new and just world economic order free of all discrimina-
tion, for economic relations based on mutual advantage, respect for
national independence and non-interference in internal affairs.

Greater role for the unions

The ruling circles in the developed capitalist countries can no longer
ignore the might of the organized working class and the trade union
movement, nor can they apply their socio-economic policy without
taking account, albeit partially, of trade union positions and demands.
Whereas ten or 15 years ago the capitalist policy-makers tried to
brush off the trade union movement as something ‘historical,” out-
dated, with no future and fading away, as an ‘egotistical’ force holding
back society’s progress, not aware of present-day tasks and society’s
‘common’ interests,? today they are singing a very different tune. It is
now popular to speak of the growth of the trade unions, their impact
on domestic policy, their ability to strengthen or weaken government
positions. But there are also many new (or, to be more exact, revived
old) attempts to obscure the role and place of the trade unions In
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modern society in order to somehow ‘tame’ them, place them at the
beck and call of the bourgeois state and pit their economic and
political demands against each other. Such attempts are seen in the
revival of anarcho-syndicalism in the trade unions. Their purpose is to
create an image of the trade unions as an independent, self-contained
force capable of settling all the socio-economic and political problems
facing the working class and society.?

These views are not new. The trade union movement had already
experienced their harmful effect in the years preceding the First
World War. But they have a definite social base, for the changing
composition of the population has brought into the class struggle a
sizable group of politically uninitiated people. A certain part of the
masses, beginning to realize the need for social change, believes it can
be secured through the trade unions alone, by means of tested union
methods of struggle. That is at the root of the illusion that the unions
are ‘capable of everything,” that the working class does not need its
own political party, and that the trade unions must shoulder ‘the main
responsibilities for the transformation of society.’?

Throughnut its entire history the WFTU has persistently worked
for greater trade union independence, for the right of national, reg-
ional and international union organizations to adopt and carry out,
independently and without any outside pressure, their own programs
and to maintain contacts with non-union organizations. Fortifying
trade union independence has nothing in common with syndicalism.
On the contrary, placing the trade unions in opposition to the political
parties of the working class would contradict the latters’ interests.
For a greater political role for the unions and their closer ties with
political organizations are but two aspects of one and the same

problem — dovetailing economic and political forms of working-
class struggle.

Another tendency, equally dated, followed by bourgeois and right-
reformist politicians and theorists, i1s to ‘integrate’ the trade union
movement into the system of state-monopoly capitalism. Concretely,
this means getting the trade unions, and the working people generally,
to accept the aims and spirit of state-monopoly socio-economic pro-
gramming and induce them to ‘voluntarily give up the right to advance
their own economic demands.’ In practice, such ‘integration’ would
mean acceptance of the capitalist way of cutting up of the ‘national
pie’ between the working people and the capitalists. With the present
crisis, inflation and rocketing prices, it becomes particularly apparent
that such ‘pie-sharing’ i1s meant to create the impression of capitalist
‘self-restriction,’ and in reality means more profits for the monopolies
out of the people’s pockets. Therefore, notwithstanding certain iso-
lated cases when bourgeois governments and employers are able to
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get cooperation from the reformist trade union leaders, who are
interested in a ‘class peace’ and ‘class collaboration,” the broad
masses are not allowing themselves to be hoodwinked. Union mem-
bers have noticeably stepped up their opposition to such ‘collabora-
tion’ with employers and governments: they gain very little, or no-
thing at all, despite the many obligations the unions have assumed.?

And, finally, syndicalist trends played a certain part in the attempts
to place the trade unions in the socialist and the capitalist countries 1n
opposition to each other and to question the possibility and expe-
diency of cooperation and contacts between them. This 1s done on the
pretexi that the socialist trade unions have, supposedly, forfeited part
of their protective functions by becoming involved in the administra-
tion of economic and state affairs, have yielded to the ruling parties
and have given up part of their democracy and independence.

It 1s undemiable that the position and role of the trade unions in the
socialist countries, where the working people are in power, differ
from those of unions in the capitalist countries, where big capital
holds sway. There the unions fight exploitation and oppression by the

capitalist monopolies and state. Under socialism, the unions are
full-fledged partners in the management of economic and social

affairs the interests of the working people. The common socio-

economic aims of the trade unions and the socialist state call for
different forms and methods than those employed by capitalist unions

and are faced with different problems. This does not, however, mean
that they have ‘forfeited’ their protective functions. Commenting on
the tasks of trade unions, Leonid Brezhnev wrote: ‘Thus it i1s one of
the indispensable concerns of the trade unions to protect the interests
of labor. They act resolutely and unhesitatingly when any manager of
an enterprise forgets the standards laid down in labor legislation or the
social needs of the working people. Last year, nearly 10,000 such
administrators were removed from their posts at the demand of trade
union committees.’®

[t 1s wrong to claim that in the socialist countries the parties are
‘replacing’ the trade unions, depriving them of all independence. The
fact 1s that in the socialist countries the trade unions and other mass
organizations recognize and accept the leading role of the ruling
communist parties, which exercise that role by democratic methods,
through their members in the trade unions, who enjoy the confidence
of the union membership. So, it is not a matter of the party replacing
the trade unions, nor of their being deprived of their independence,
but of the emergence of a logically new type of relationship between
the trade unions and the socialist state, a relationship in the interests
of building socialism and communism.

The TU World Congress spoke highly of cooperation between the
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trade unions in capitalist and in developing countries. It showed how
important it is for the international labor movement to hold sincere
discussions of key issues concerning trade union work today under
differing social systems. It also showed that it is wrong and unreal to
take as a model criteria applied under the capitalist system. Such
intentions, together with attempts to place the trade unions in opposi-
tion to working class parties or to integrate them into the system of
state-monopoly capital, can lead only into a blind alley.

For peace and disarmament

The trade unions’ struggle for social and economic progress, trade
union and democratic rights and freedoms, in inseparable from their
peace efforts, which are in the interests of all countries, irrespective
of social system.

We have no right to forget that, in these closing decades of the 20th
century, millions of men and women are living in appalling condi-
tions. Hunger, malnutrition, illiteracy, disease, unemployment and
poverty are still with us. The working people have a right to enjoy
dignity, freedom, prosperity and peace; they want to see the world
changed so there should be no more inequality and calamities that
cripple millions physically and morally. They want to see established

a world order free of social injustice and exploitation in whatsoever
form.

But for this there must be peace. Natural wealth, human and
material resources should no longer be used in a reckless arms race,
for war preparations. People everywhere realize that their personal
lives, rational use of natural resources, a prudent demographic policy,
environmental protection, international cooperation, broader scienti- -
fic research and application of the achievements of the technological
revolution, are all dependent on peace.

The masses and their trade unions refuse to accept the fact that
every year hundreds of billions of dollars are wasted, while a large
part of the world’s population is living dangerously near the border of
starvation, has no access to education and culture, and scores of
countries and whole continents are still in a state of economic back-
wardness. Millions of men and women, comprising the able-bodied
and active part of the population, do not participate in socially useful
labor, are wasting their strength and abilities on learning the art of
killing or designing and manufacturing lethal weapons.

But there are social forces in the world today capable of putting an
end to the arms race and of averting the danger threatening humanity.
Thanks to the growing might of the socialist countries, the mounting
activity and influence of mass movements working for enduring peace
— and this includes the trade unions — the world balance of forces
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has shifted toward peace, national emancipation and social progress.
The efforts of the peace movement have diminished the danger of a
new world war, have improved the international climate and have
promoted mutually advantageous cooperation in many spheres of
human endeavor between countries with differing social systems.

Nevertheless, the threat of a new war still exists. The U.S. decision
to produce the neutron. bomb adds to the danger of our planet being
turned into a lifeless desert. In their drive for maximum profits the
arms manufacturers, the reactionary circles of the monopoly
bourgeoisie, and spokesmen of the military-industrial complex, are
ready to sacrifice millions of human lives. They are responsible for
the accelerating militarization of the capitalist economy, the continu-
ing imperialist exploitation of millions in different parts of the world.
They are deceiving the people by slanderously distorting the policy of
the socialist countries, attacking the world’s progressive forces and
spreading the myth of a ‘Soviet threat.’

Consolidating peace and stopping the arms race is the concern of d“
working people and is the object of all trade unions irrespective of
their organizational affiliation and ideological outlook.

-Every step toward disarmament, no matter how small, means work
for an unemployed, bread for a hungry person, medical aid for the
sick, learning for a child or illiterate, a pension for an aged citizen, a
good and interesting profession for a young person, improved work-

ing conditions and a better living standard for all. These are the goals

on which the positions of all .international and national trade union
centers coincide, this is the platform for a dialogue, for cooperation
and joint action.

For united action, for international solidarity

It 1s not possible, in one article, to touch on all the problems of the
trade union movement today. There is one, however, that 1 should
like to highlight, a problem that was prominent in the work of the
Ninth World Congress and in all of its documents. This is the problem
of consolidating the international solidarity of the masses and of trade
union unity.

It 1s no secret that the ‘cold war’ was responsible for the division of
the world trade union movement. But it would be wrong to say that it
1s possible to settle differences and achieve united action only if the
WFTU turns its back on its main principles. That would help only
those who would continue the ‘cold war’ within the union movement.
The past can be severed only through a struggle for businesslike,
equal and growing cooperation among national union centers of differ-
ent political and ideological views, their united action in defense of
the working people’s vital interests, for peace and security. There is
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growing progress along this path because of a growing similarity of
goals and methods of struggle. We hope that the presence at the Ninth
WTU Congress of the World Confederation of Labor (WCL), British,

African and Arab trade unions, the Standing Congress of Latin
American Trade Unity and of other trade union organizations not

members of the WFTU, will serve as a good basis for strengthening
our cooperation with them. The WFTU deeply regrets that the Inter-
national Confederation of Free Trade Unions (ICFTU) did not find it
possible to respond to our invitation and send delegates to the Con-
gress.” This does not mean that the WFTU will abandon its steps to
develop relations with the ICFTU in the spirit of world trade union
unity and the working people’s interests.

The Document of Policy and Action approved by the Congress
represents the WFTU's solemn pledge to give priority to international
obligations in its work, to promote the world solidarity of the working
people. Among these tasks are the efforts for peace and détente,
against the arms race, imperialism and militarism, against the neutron
bomb, colonialism, neo-colonialism, fascism, apartheid, racism,
against the multinationals and for the development of economic and
political democracy, for the economic and political independence of
all nations and for a just economic order. The WFTU, for whom the
traditions of solidarity have always been traditions of militancy, will
continue working to make labor solidarity more effective, to raise it to
a new level and give it deeper meaning.

The Universal Declaration of Trade Union Rights, adopted by the
Congress, 1s a good foundation for united action and world trade
union solidarity in the struggle for the political, economic, social and
cultural nghts of the working people. _

The Ninth World Trade Union Congress was the most important
event in international trade union affairs in recent years. It is an
historical milestone in the development of the trade union movement.
It has demonstrated a common desire, through joint efforts, to further
improve WFTU activities, formulate the principles and forms of
strengthening national, regional and international trade union unity.
We call upon the working people and the trade unions to become part

of the struggle for a radiant future, a future of peace, prosperity,
freedom and economic and social progress.

. The following figures cited at the Congress show the social consequences of the
crisis: 18 million unemployed in the developed capitalist countries at the end of last
year; 280 million part-time employed and close to 650 million living in poverty on a
mere 50-90 U.S. dollars a year.

2. See, M. Shanks. The Stagnant Societv. London. 1961.

3. See, E. Maire. Pour un socialisme democratique: contribution de la C.F.D.T.

Panis, 1971; J. Brecher. Strike. San Francisco, 1972: A. Leion. Den Svenska model-
len. Stockholm, 1974.
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4. Experience has shown that syndicalist views are often preached by ultra-leftist
leaders and ideologists.

5. A good example is the 1974 ‘social contract’ between the British Labour gov-
ernment and the trade unions. Its key clause, which was the unions’ agreement to
restrict wage increases, would mean a drop in workers’ real incomes. The contract

caused wide resentment among union members and in 1977 was not formally re-
newed.

6. See, WMR for December 1977, p. 13.

7. More than 100 representatives of ICFTU national and branch organizations did
take part in the Congress.

An important factor
in building
developed socialism

Antonin Kapek

Presidium Member, CPCz CC,
First Secretary,

CPCz Prague City Committee

The ultimate goal of scientific communism, and the policy of the
Communist Party of Czechoslovakia and other fraternal parties guid-
ing socialist construction in their countries, which i1s based on 1t, 1s
construction of a classless society. The winning and consolidation of
working-class power was the political premise for the achievement of
this goal. Now, at the stage of building developed socialism the
obliteration of class and social distinctions increasingly depends on
success in blending the accomplishments of the scientific and techni-
cal revolution (STR) with the advantages of socialism. That is why for
us STR problems are problems not only economic but also of political
importance. They are subjected to Marxist-Leninist theoretical
analysis and are an important area of the Communist Party’s practical
activity.

The Marxist view 1s that science 1s a historically dynamic, rev-
olutionary force! and this is why the CPCz gives close attention to
the all-round development of science and to applying its results as
quickly as possible. Having analyzed the concrete historical forms of
interaction between the development of science and technology, and
the development of society, Marx showed that the cardinal trend here
1s the gradual transformation of science into a productive force in its
own right.

Experience has fully confirmed this prediction by the founder of
scientific communism, together with his idea that under capitalism
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scientific and technical progress was bound to entail a sharpening of
contradictions in the bourgeois society and have a negative effect on
the condition of the working people and the development of the
individual. The history of this century, especially of its latter half,
marked as it has been by the rapid development of science and
technology, shows that socialism alone provides the opportunities for
fully bringing out the humanistic and revolutionary substance of sci-
ence for harmonizing scientific, technical and social progress. In
the early years of Soviet power, Lenin emphasized that socialism can
be built only on the basis of highly developed technology and the
latest scientific discoveries (see Coll. Works, Vol. 27, p. 339).

What are the features of socialism that put scientific and technical
progress work at the service of society and the individual, and make it
a powerful factor of social progress?

In contrast to capitalism, socialist society links up science and
production in a balanced manner, and this enables it to control the
whole cycle of reproduction in the national economy. Scientific and
technical progress has an effect on every phase of reproduction and
has two aspects: the technological, which consists of changes 1n the
technical level, and the social, which reflects the character of the
relations of production established in society. That i1s why scientific
and technical progress cannot be reduced to research and develop-
ment and their application in production, for with such a narrow,

one-sided and purely technical approach one cannot understand the
substance of scientific and technical development. Its social basis 1s

equally important, and is, in fact, crucial from the standpoint of the
revolutionary transformation of social relations. Ultimately, it is the
character of the socio-economic system that determines which class
of society 1s to be served by scientific and technical progress, and in
what way.

The STR 1s the highest form of scientific and technical progress in
our day. It has emerged, taken shape and gone forward in an epoch
whose main content is transition from capitalism to socialism and
communism on a world scale.

In the complicated conditions of a world divided into opposite
social systems — socialism and capitalism — and the peoples’ mount-
ing hiberation struggle, the processes leading to a gradual remoulding
of the struggle and dynamics of the productive forces inevitably mesh
with social processes and exert a growing influence on every aspect of
life in society. The scientific, materialist conception of the dialectics
of the productive forces and the relations of production, elaborated by
Marx, Engels and Lenin, and developed by Marxist scholars and the
theoretical activity of the communist and workers’ parties, helps to
understand the inner connection between the development of society
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and the individual, and the advance of science and technology. It is
now the starting point for thorough scientific discussion about the
substance of the STR and its social, cultural, moral and other con-
sequences. Here, Czechoslovak and Soviet scientists, working to-
gether, have done a great deal that has won world recognition.

In the light of the Marxist-Leninist view of the STR, the CPCz’s
14th Congress in 1971 said that mastery of this process was one of the
decisive conditions for our victory in the worldwide context between
socialism and capitalism. The Congress emphasized the growing role
of scientific and technical progress in our country’s economic and
social conditions, which are characterized by the fact that, on the one
hand, the extensive sources of economic development are gradually
running out, and on the other, growing importance attaches to its new
factors, especially the STR and international socialist economic inte-
gration. That 1s why the Congress recognized the full use of the
potentialities of scientific and technical progress provides the only
possible alternative for the further development of our socialist
economy.

The CPCz’s 15th Congress in 1976 endorsed and further elaborated
this political line. The party’s efforts are now concentrated on consis-
tently tackling the concrete tasks connected with its practical realiza-

tion. Indeed, we have every right to say that we have scored some
successes in this area.

Czechoslovakia now has extensive and sophisticated research
facilities. Today, 165,000 men and women work in this area, as
compared with 147,000 in 1970. In the past few years, the party and
the government have put through a number of concrete measures
aimed to accelerate scientific and technical progress. These are de-
signed to exert a comprehensive influence on all the main elements in
the development of new products in the national economy, ranging
from the mechanism of planning, management, financing and price-
information, to organizational relations between science and produc-
tion. As a result, more than 40 per cent of the products in the fifth
five-year period (1971-1975) were up to world technical and economic
standards.

The building of a developed socialist society calls for a level of
scientific and technical progress that paves the way for comprehen-
sive automation and mechanization of the main production processes.
The modern, computer-run automaton is, strictly speaking, no longer
a tool, but a technical system which is itself made up of a number of
machines. The gradual and ever broader installation in production of
automated systems, transit and information facilities, and equipment
for the service industries is the main line in building up the material
and technical basis for developed socialism and communism. After
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all, 1t 1s automation, the universal industrial form, that promotes
revolutionary changes in man’s status in production and the character
of his labor when it is integrated with socialist social relations.

The nature of the communist formation is in complete accord with
the intrinsic trends of the STR. This is an objective regularity which 1s
not minimized or invalidated by the fact that the level of economic
development in most of the countries where the socialist revolution
has won out lower than that in the industrialized capitalist countries.
Even today, Czechoslovakia and other socialist countries have yet to
catch up with the most advanced capitalist countries in the level of
development of some types of hardware and in labor productivity.

However, for a full picture of the scientific and technical potential
of socialism and the prospects for its growth, one must bear in mind

that the building up of the material and technical basis is now being
completed in most CMEA countries and this will usher in a new stage

in the contest with the capitalist countries in scientific and technical
progress. The CMEA countries’ advantage in economic-development
rates and their ever closer scientific, technical and economic coopera-
tion provide the premises for existing socialism’s gradual but ever
more rapid and confident advance to the forefront of scientific and
technical progress. General Secretary of the CPCz and President of
Czechoslovakia Gustav Husak has said: ‘The main line of our further
economic development is extension and deepening of socialist
economic integration with the Soviet Union and the other CMEA
countries. This dynamic cooperation promotes ever fuller satisfaction
of the material and cultural requirements of the working people of the
socialist countries, the boosting of labor productivity and efficiency of
production, and a qualitatively better solution of important general
problems.’?

One example is the progress in space exploration under the Inter-
cosmos program. Czechoslovakia is a relatively small country with
limited economic resources, as compared with those required for
space exploration. Had it not been a member of the close-knit family
of socialist countries, it could hardly have sent one of its citizens to
man a station in orbit.

The socialist countries have yet another advantage in scientific and
technical progress. When working out their policy in this area, our
party and other fraternal parties always lays emphasis on its social
content. What has always been and is crucial for us i1s who stands to
benefit from the results of scientific and technical progress, what it
gives the working people, the individual and society as a whole. It is
here that the opposite approaches by socialism and capitalism to
scientific and technical progress and evaluation of its results are most
pronounced. We all remember the hopes which in the 60s were

24 World Marxist Review




pinned on the STR in the capitalist countries. These have not been
realized because in the 70s the contradictions of capitalist society
were further aggravated as it moved into another economic crisis with
growing unemployment. As a result, some sections of the population
In the capitalist countries are disappointed with scientific and techni-
cal progress and even tend to condemn science and technology.

This suggests an obvious conclusion: when profit is the driving
force behind scientific and technical advance, society has to pay a
high price. Science can be fully developed and put to practical use for
the good of society only in definite social conditions, which rule out
any form of man’s exploitation of man and which make it possible to
use scientific and technical achievements in a balanced manner for the
benefit of the working people. Capitalism is incapable of providing
anything of the sort.

It 1s now becoming ever more obvious that socialism alone pro-
duces the forms for realizing scientific and technical achievements
that meet the requirements both of the STR and of social progress.
Our own experience and that of other socialist countries shows the
truth of the Marxist-Leninist tenet that the establishment of new,
communist relations entails, apart from everything else, a restructur-
ing of the whole material and technical foundation of society, of
which the STR is now an instrument. That is why the guidance of
scientific and technical progress is an important political task. Leonid
Brezhnev said at the 25th Congress of the CPSU: ‘We communists
proceed from the belief that the scientific and technical revolution
acquires a true orientation consistent with the interests of man and
society only under socialism. In turn, the ultimate objectives of the
social revolution, the building of a communist society, can only be
attained on the basis of accelerated scientific and technical progress.’?

The social content of the STR has now acquired special impor-
tance, notably because the level of scientific and technical progress
attained has given man possession of vast forces. These can be used
to multiply the potentialities of his all-round development may times
over, but they can also become a weapon for destroying the whole of
humanity. As compared with the 19th century industrial revolution,
the current STR not only has a far broader sweep and faster pace of
change in technology, but also primarily entails qualitative changes in
the structure of the productive forces and the character of matenal
production, and through these in the whole of human life. That 1s why
it must be controlled by society to prevent individuals or groups from
jeopardizing the very existence of humanity for reasons of short-term
or individual gain. That i1s why it cannot be allowed to develop
haphazardly or automatically, which 1s what happens through the
operation of private-property relations under capitalism. This can
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slow down or distort or even have a fatal effect on the advance of
civilization.

The insistent need for comprehensive and conscious guidance of
social processes has now become so obvious that even some
bourgeois leaders have had to realize this. But because of its endemic
contradictions, capitalism is incapable of coping with the task. Its
fulfillment i1s inseparable from the socialist transformation of society,
which establishes social property in the means of production, so
providing the possibility for balanced direction of social processes for
the benefit of society as a whole, which creates the relevant political
instrument: the power of the working class and the socialist state, its
key institution.

However, it would be wrong to assume that these potentialities and
advantages of socialism are realized automatically, of themselves.
The socialist society does not result from the blind operation of
spontaneous forces, but emerges and develops on the basis of ever
more profound knowledge and purposeful use of the objective reg-
ularities of social development. To make the utmost use of social-
iIsm’s potentialities and to tie in scientific and technical progress with
social progress, there i1s a need for the conscious, purposeful and
essentially political activity carried on by the Communist Party.

Our party 1s fully aware of its responsibility both to the working
class and all the other working people of its country, and to the
international working-class and communist movement. It has con-
stantly kept within its field of vision the management of scientific and
technical progress and perfection of its political line in this area.
Thus, 1n 1974, our party’s Central Committee met in plenary session
for a special discussion of these matters.

The CPCz believes that its role in guiding scientific and technical
progress consists in mapping out its fundamental lines, which spring
from the level of scientific and technical development, and our coun-
try’s potentialities and requirements, and in tying these in with the
goals and lines of socio-economic, political and cultural development.

. The use of all the advantages of socialism to speed scientific and
technical progress is an important aspect of the CPCz’s policy in this
field. These include: social property in the means of production; a
planned economy; absnece of socio-economic barriers to the use of
scientific and technical achievements; the possibility of concentrating
facilities and resources along the main lines on the scale of the whole
country; and a coherent technical policy pursued by the state. When
considering the advantages of socialism, one must point to the fact
that the broad masses of people have a direct stake in the develop-
ment of science and technology, for thev have learned from their own
experience that faster scientific and technical progress and the
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development of socialist production help to raise their standard of
living and improve working conditions.

Consequently, the CPCz’s policy for scientific and technical prog-
ress has two main aspects. On the one hand, it is comprehensive and
helps to tie in scientific and technical development with all the other
factors of socio-economic growth, and on the other, it has a humanis-
tic orientation geared to the benefit of man, and takes account of all
the effects the STR has on the individual and society.

In a speech at a Plenary Meeting of the CPCz Central Committee in
March 1978, General Secretary Gustav Husak said: ‘Far from
everyone understands that science helps to change not only the
nature of human labor but also the whole material and spiritual way of
human life. It was emphasized at the 15th Congress of the CPCz that
the struggle for scientific and technical progress is a primary task for
the whole party. The communists have the duty to give a lead in the
struggle for sustained technical progress, to do their utmost in sup-
porting technical innovation and consistently fighting technical in-
ertness.

“This 1s also closely connected with the task of securing a higher
standard of workmanship, efficiency and economy.’4

Acceleration of the pace of scientific and technical progress, the
growing renewal of the technical and technological basis of pro-
duction, improving the quality of products and efficiency of manage-
ment now have high priority in the party’s economic policy. We have
devoted special attention to boosting labor “productivity through
structural changes in the technico-production basis. That is why we
seek to secure the fastest growth of labor productivity above all in
sectors which determine the level of technical development of the
national economy as a whole. Thus, in the Sixth Five-Year period, we
have assigned a special role to engineering, and the implementation
within its framework of programs like the manufacture of plant for
atomic-power generation and the chemical industry, delivery of com-
plete sets of hydraulic equipment, etc. We intend to have 90 per cent
of the industnial-output increment come from higher labor
productivity.

We have also been working to perfect planning, management and

the organization of development in science and technology, and faster
use of their achievements in the national economy. This covers every

element of the system, with ‘pure science’ in the form of basic
research at the one pole, and its materialization, application in the
form of new hardware and technology, at the other. We attach special
importance to the harmonious development of all the elements of the
science-engineering-production system, and have sought to orient all
the communists involved in applying scientific and technical
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achievements upon this task. A decision of the May 1974 Plenary
Meeting of the CPcz CC says: ‘An effort must be made to have all the
executives who are communists regard fulfillment of the tasks of
scientific and technical progress as a party task. To forget or neglect
these tasks is tantamount of losing one’s sense of party responsibility
for the sector of which one is in charge, and to committing a breach of
the duties enjoined on the communists by the party rules.’

How does the CPCz expect this task to be fulfilled? Our work 1s
being carried on over a broad spectrum, and I shall deal here with
only some of its lines which are connected mainly with the activity of
the Prague city party organization. First of all, there i1s the effort to
speed scientific and technical progress and perfect the links between
science, engineering and production by encouraging the creative ini-
tiatives and activity of the working people.

Prague, of course, has a leading position in many sectors of scienti-
fic and technical progress. These have resulted above all from the fact
that the city has a concentration of a vast production facilities, that a
number of Prague plants are enterprises with long-standing progres-
sive traditions, tremendous design and technological experience, and
that the working class of Prague has a high level of skills, conscious-
ness and discipline. Our city also has a powerful scientific and techni-
cal potential consisting of numerous research and development
organizations and higher schools.

Something like 250,000 persons are engaged in production within
the city’s limits. In research and development (R and D) , we have
over 58,000 men and women, that is, virtually one-third of the coun-
try’s specialists in this field. A contribution to scientific and technical
progress also comes from 45,000 specialists working outside R and D
establishments, and from the scientific personnel of a number of
institutes of the Czechoslovak Academy of Sciences and the higher
schools. All of this creates favorable premises for making scientific
and technical development in Prague dynamic, and promoting similar
trends in the whole of the national economy, setting an example in
establishing an organic connection between scientific and technical
progress and the shaping of the socialist way of life so as to make our
city’s development truly harmonious.

The CPCz Prague City Committee noted these favorable conditions
for establishing even closer ties between science and technology, and
production, and issued a call for a movement under this slogan:
‘Blend science with production to fulfill the tasks of the sixth five-year
period.’

This call met with a broad response at the city’s industrial enter-
prises and among a sizable section of the scientific community. The
movement has been steadily gaining momentum and acquiring ever
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greater scope. It is a great help in combining the creative initiatives
and activity of the technical intelligentsia with the initiatives and
activity of workers, technicians and executives. This pooling of ef-
forts 1s reflected in the adoption of socialist commitments which help
to concentrate the efforts of the collective upon the solution of impor-
tant technical problems and the most rapid application of their results
In practice. As a rule, such commitments are adopted with the active
participation of party branches.

One can now sum up the early results of the movement. It has
markedly helped to encourage the creative initiative and activity of
engineers and technicians in Prague and has become an important
factor of scientific and technical progress. At many enterprises, it has
already acted as an instrument in the framing and fulfillment of the
plan, i.e., it has become a component part of the management of

economic development. Fulfillment of these commitments helps to
raise the technical level of production, renew the range of products

and technology, modify production programs, perfect organization
and management, and improve working and living conditions in the
City.

Another important feature of the CPCz’s policy in science and
technology and their use is that the party has carefully considered and
assessed not only the technico-economic effect but also the social and
political results of any major decision in their field. That is why we do
not accept forms of scientific and technical progress which may be
satisfactory in terms of economic rationality and efficiency but which
have negative socio-political consequences.

That 1s why the CPCz’s policy here is so structured that scientific
and technical progress is subordinated to the tasks of social progress
and i1s geared to the overall state plan for the development of the
economy and culture. The party’s urge to harmonize economic,
scientific, technical and social policy was spelled out in the Directives
of the 15th Congress of the CPCz for Czechoslovakia’s Economic and
Social Development in 1976-1980.

The CPCz attaches much importance to the problems which arise

from the changing content and character of labor under the STR. The
reduction in the share of heavy manual labor, the growing specializa-

tion and skills of manpower, the introduction of comprehensive au-
tomation and mechanization, all of these are more than production
problems, although they are highly important in boosting labor pro-
ductivity. They are also of great socio-political importance, because
they affect the interests of classes and social groups and require a
structuring of the whole system of personnel training, workers In
particular, a plan for further developing the system of education in
Czechoslovakia, worked out on the initiative and under the guidance
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of the CPCz Central Committee, provides for the creation of condi-
tions in which most young workers acquire a complete secondary
education. |

Another aspect of the introduction of new hardware is equally
important. It is no secret that under socialism this process does not
run smoothly and that it produces various difficulties and contradic-
tions, arising, in particular, from the growing nervous and mental

effort by personnel, monotony of operations and other similar factors.
We are aware of these problems, which are often referred to as

problems of ‘humanizing labor,” and we intend to solve them. Thus,
we have given much attention to improving safety techniques, shop-
floor hygiene and aesthetics, elimination of overstrain, etc.

We know that similar measures are also being taken in the capitalist
countries, but there they have limits which are rigidly imposed by the
interests of business and the drive for profits, and even within that
narrow framework are put through under pressure from the working
people themselves. Besides, measures of this kind are about all that
can be done in the bourgeois society to “humanize labor.’

Our party, like other ruling fraternal parties, sets itself a more
meaningful goal. It is to make labor creative and to provide conditions
for each working person and for society, so that work becomes a
source of joy and elevates the individual’s stature as a personality.
Thus 1s a task which entails more than a restructuring of production on
a new technical basis, for its solution requires the formation of new
social relations at every level: from the enterprise and the production
team in the shop to the socio-economic and political organization of
society as a whole. Such relations are created by socialism, which
ensures the unity of the fundamental interests of all the classes and
social groups, prevents the manipulation of people in the process of
labor depriving them of individuality, and involves the broad masses
in the running of society. Our party has been working persistently to
perfect the existing forms of the working people’s participation in
measures that determine the content and the character of labor, in the
planning of social development of the enterprise, etc., forms which
have justified themselves in practice. We are also looking for new
ones. We believe that the ever broader involvement of the working
people in the management of production and social development, and
in cultural, scientific and technical creativity is a key condition for
gradually converting labor into the cardinal value of life and the big
factor of the individual’s development.

What are the lines on which this process has run in our country?
First, the party and the trade unions have taken steps to enhance the

role of production conferences at enterprises. We have been dealing
with an ever wider range of questions, and our decisions have been

30 World Marxist Review




having an ever greater impact on the work of the organs of manage-
ment and administration. Second, we have a growing movement for
new ideas and inventions. Third, representatives of production collec-

tives are co-opted to government agencies and take an active part in
their work. Fourth, there 1s a gradual review of the style and methods
of management for the purpose of giving an even greater impetus to
the working people’s social activity. With that end in view, we have
emulation campaigns for the title of socialist-work teams, the spread
of the best methods through exchange of advanced experience, and
assistance in the framing and implementation of plans for social
development at work places, etc.

Way of life 1s a criterion of social progress. Our party believes that
perfection of the socialist way of life is connected above all with the
moulding of the new man. Of course, the task of making everyone a
truly well-developed personality will be fulfilled only by the com-
munist society. Still, even today, our party seeks to lay the ground-
work for this by pursuing a consistent and effective policy in the field
of education, upbringing and culture. Thus, we believe that the im-
portance of the above-mentioned slogan — ‘Blend science and pro-
duction to fulfill the tasks of the sixth five-year period’ — lies not only
in the fact that it 1s an effective means of raising the efficiency and
quality of our national economy. We hold that this movement is
valuable also because it helps to consolidate features of the socialist
way of life, like collectivism, friendship and cooperation between the

working class and the people’s intelligentsia, and to develop labor and
political activity and initiative.

Our party feels that the guarantee of success in its activity in guiding
technological progress lies in the fact that it is scientifically based and
subordinated to the goals of further raising the people’s material and
cultural standards, which is why it invariably has the people’s sup-
port. Successful solution of economic, scientific, technical and the
key social problems in the socialist-community countries 1s of tre-
mendous international importance, for it brings home to ever larger
numbers of people all over the world that socialism and humanism are
indivisible, and that only in the socialist society does scientific and
technical progress provide a way of life fit for human beings.

1. Karl Marx and Frederick Engels, Selected Works in Three Volumes, Vol. 3, pp.
162-163.

3. Rude Pravo, June 1, 1978.

3. 25th Congress of the CPSU. Documents and Resolutions. Moscow, 1976, pp.
56-57.

4. Rude pravo, March 18, 1978.
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Unity of the
fighting masses

Pieter Keuneman
General Secretary, CPSL CC

THE RESULTS OF THE 10TH CONGRESS OF THE
COMMUNIST PARTY OF SRI LANKA (CPSL)

The 10th Congress of the CPSL in March 1978 was preceded by three
very intensive inner-party discussions organized by the Central
Committee. In the course of them, we made a self-critical review of
our party’s experience over the last ten years. This was a unique

experience because there were many things that we had never gone
through before.

For the first time in its history, the CPSL had a United Front (UF)
with the party of the national bourgeoisie, the Sr1 Lanka Freedom
Party (SLFP). For the first time in our history, we participated in the
governments.

There two factors alone would make this period quite unique in our
experience. As the Congress documents show, it had both positive
and negative features.

The CPSL was able to make quite a big contribution to the positive
political and socio-economic changes in the country. Because we
entered the Unmited Front with the Socialist Party (LSSP) and the
SLFP we were able to defeat the reactionary parties in the 1970
elections. This was a great achievement of the left-wing and dem-
ocratic forces. In the resultant situation, the masses were able to put
effective pressure on the government in order to achieve important
measures of socio-economic advance.

The adoption of the new republican constitution (1972) marked the
completion of the struggle for political independence. A number of
measures helped to carry the struggle for economic independence — I
have in mind the big expansion of the public sector in industry, in
trade, i.e., particularly in import-export and wholesale trade, and also
in the plantation economy. The state very considerably extended its
share in the banking system. But perhaps the most important advance
in these years was the nationalization of the big plantations, both
foreign and Sri Lankan, in 1975.

An agranan reform, even if a limited one, was carried out. Our
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party made a special contribution to the changes in urban relations,
particularly the virtual abolition of slum landlordism. Democratic and
trade union rights were also extended. All of this called for tireless
struggle, but the positive features of the past period are sometimes
overlooked and taken for granted.

On the whole, important advances were made. Still the forces
through whose efforts this was done met with a big defeat in the July
1977 elections. The reason for this was analyzed in a resolution of the
CPSL Central Committee in August 1977, and in especial detail in a
document for the inner-party discussion adopted by the CC in
November of the same year.

First of all, we had to ask ourselves how is it that the various
countries on the South-Asian subcontinent turned cut to have similar
experiences. One of the reasons for this, at any rate, is that national-
bourgeoisie governments on the subcontinent began to receive sup-
port from the progressive forces from the early 70s, i.e., at a time
when the crisis of the world capitalist system began to assume very

sharp forms. These governments were unable to take the necessary
firm decisions to help the countries on the subcontinent pull out of the

grave situation produced by their dependence on the world capitalist
economy.

Thus, only two paths were open to such a government in Sri
Lanka. The first — in the foreign-policy sphere — would have con-
sisted in building up relations with the world socialist community and
with other developing countries. The second — in the domestic
sphere — would have consisted in a radical restructuring of socio-
economic relations in a socialist-oriented way.

Unfortunately, this proved to be impossible because the SLFP, the
party of the national bourgeoisie, was in command of the situation. It
pursued a policy of development along the capitalist road, first from a
nationalistic approach and within the framework of bourgeois democ-
racy, and later in collaboration with foreign capital and with ever
greater use of authoritarian methods. In later years, the SLFP leader-
ship sought to tie Sni Lanka’s economy even closer to the world
capitalist system. This was being done through emphasis on so-called
export orientation and agro-based industries. At the same time, rela-
tions with the socialist countries were maintained more or less on
balance, and in some cases even declined.

As a result, the country was fully exposed to the impact of the
world capitalist crisis on its economy. Inflation grew rapidly, and
unemployment assumed menacing proportions, as one in four able-
bodied persons remained jobless, most of them young people. Essen-
tial goods were very scarce, prices were high, and as a result, despite
all the progressive measures put through, the people’s living condi-
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tions continued to deteriorate. All of this was used by the right-wing
forces to get support from the population.

There were two trends within the UF and the government. One of
them, representing the masses, consisted of the left-wing parties and
democratic elements of the SLFP. From outside, pressure was
brought to bear on the government by the working class, the trade
unions and other mass movements demanding more radical changes.

But the chief trend represented the interests of the national
bourgeoisie. It is true that at the early stages of the UF it needed the
support of the left-wing forces in order, first, to win political power,
and second, to stay in power. For the sake of this, the national
bourgeoisie had to make a number of concessions. But its representa-
tives in the government always made sure that the concessions to the

left-wing forces and the positive changes did not go beyond the
framework of capitalist development. That was one of the reasons for

the defeat of the left-wing and democratic forces, for the fact that

these changes did not exert the expected political influence on the
masses when the elections came in July 1977.

Furthermore, as the changes proceeded, the masses stepped up
their actions. Their demands for further nationalization became
sharper and more insistent, and the question of capitalist relations 1n
the country itself came into the picture. So the national bourgeoisie
decided to put a stop to this. First, the nght-wing leadership of the
SLFP got nd of the Socialist Party,! making use of some of its
mistakes. Then it launched an offensive against the working class,
students and other democratic sections protesting against the shde to
the nght.? When our party championed these forces, the resultant
situation was one in which we were no longer able to continue in the
alliance and we withdrew both from the government and the UF.

After this, our party set up the United Left Front (ULF) with the
Socialist Party and a radical section which had broken away from the
SLFP. But the ULF did not appear to the people as a viable alterna-
tive either to the United National Party (UNP) or the SLFP. The
Front came too late; it was formed two weeks before the nominations
were called for the general elections. It was only able to publish and
distribute its manifesto in the course of the elections. And although

the ULF polled 500,000 votes it was unable to win any seats in
parliament.

It was the policies of the leadership of the national bourgeoisie and
the SLFP that was the main cause of the defeat of the left and
democratic forces in the July elections. But it was necessary to
establish to what extent our own party was responsible for these
negative phenomena. Accordingly we had a most self-critical analysis
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In the course of which a number of mistakes of a right-opportunist
nature made by the CPSL were brought out.

First, we had not made a proper study of the changes within the
national bourgeoisie of Sri Lanka over the past two decades, above all
within that section of it that was in the leadership of the SLFP. This
section was set up in the 50s by the representatives of what I would
call the ‘small bourgeoisie.’# At that time, they were in conflict with
impernialism, foreign capital and circles of the big bourgeoisie which
had already become a part of the colonial establishment and which
hindered the growth of the new sections. That 1s why they felt the

need to cooperate with the working-class movement and sought its
support.

But by the 70s, the situation had changed: the ‘small bourgeoisie’
had largely become a big bourgeoisie, and the first signs<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>