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V.l. Lenin:
ours is the ideal of peace

features

Statements by leaders of Communist and Workers’ Parties
on the importance of Lenin’s ideas
in the anti-war struggle

Marking the 114th anniversary of the birth of
V.. Lenin, communists and many other
progressive people in the world now turn, in
the atmosphere of sharply growing inter-
national tensions, to Lenin’'s ideas of peace
and peaceful coexistence between states with
different social systems. The communists
have always wanted to see the abolition of
every type of oppression and social and na-
tional inequality, which capitalism would like
to perpetuate. Today, in the face of the obvi-
ous increase in the danger of nuclear catas-
trophe, they are also carrying on a struggle to
preserve civilization on Earth and the human
right to life. Guided by Lenin's ideas, the
communists strive to ward off the nuclear
threat and radically to improve international
relations, regarding this as the key factor in
ensuring social progress.

In 1922, Lenin drew attention to the need to
deepen and broaden the resistance to the
threat of an imperialist war and added: “It is
worth devoting one’s whole life to the struggle
against this kind of war; it is a struggle in
which one must be ruthless and chase to the
furthermost corners of the earth all the sophis-
try that is uttered in its defense.”* Lenin’s call
is especially pressing now that imperialism
has created a new and terrible danger.

Below, the leaders of seven communist and
workers’ parties consider the significance of
Lenin’s ideas of pcace and peaceful coexis-
tence, and how Lenin’s ideas are linked with
the contemporary social, economic and poli-
tical processes.

FOR SECURITY, COOPERATION
AND GOOD-NEIGHBORHOOD

Erich Honecker
General Secretary, SED CC,
Chairman, GDR Council of State

Now that nothing can be more important than
safeguarding humanity from annihilation in a
nuclear catastrophe, Lenin’s ideas of peace and
peaceful coexistence are, I believe, more signi-

*V.L Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 33, p. 434.

ficant and attractive than ever before. They ac-
cord with the communists’ noble urge to elim-
inate war from the life of the peoples and to
have the historical contest between the two
opposite social systems — socialism and
capitalism — proceed without the use of armed
force. However complicated the international
issues that may arise, they must be settled
through negotiation, and not by means of “fist
law.”

That is precisely the sense in which the prin-
ciples of peaceful coexistence of states with
different social systems constitute a sound
basis for practical policies meeting the realities
and requirements of our epoch. Their practice
will help to establish equitable international
relations and ensure mutually advantageous
cooperation. It should also help to settle a great
many pressing issues in world politics affect-
ing the peoples’ vital interests. Those who act
in the present situation with a sense of respon-
sibility must realize that peaceful coexistence
has no rational alternative.

Lenin’s immortal achievement is that he al-
ways tied in the struggle for social emancipa-
tion with the struggle for ever stronger peace.
Thus, the triumph of Red October more than six
and a half decades ago entitled Lenin to speak
of “the first victory in the struggle to abolish
war.”! The first decree issued by the fledgling
Soviet power, addressed to all the people of the
world, was the Decree on Peace, whmh pro-
claimed the unity of socialism and pea

Let us recall that from his analyms uf the
uneven development of imperialism Lenin
drew the conclusion that socialism could ini-
tially win out in a few “or even in one capitalist
country alone.”? That is why, he stressed, there
would be a historically long period, “the period
of coexistence side by side of socialist and
capitalist states.”? That conclusion is of an ex-
ceptional importance for the elaboration of
strategy and tactics by the parties within the
international communist movement and for the
peace forces’ struggle throughout the world
generally.

The policy of the CPSU and the USSR shows

“that they are now the most consistent fighters
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for asserting the principles on the basis of
which Lenin charted the peoples’ way into a
future free from threats and destruction in new
wars. The land of Red October is the mightiest
bulwark of peace. The Soviet Union’s action for
ending the arms race, and for limiting and
reducing armaments has been a fresh inspira-
tion to all those who seek to prevent human-
kind from sliding into a nuclear war disaster,
and to assure the world of the prospect of life in
peace. Those are the objectives which inform
the foreign policy activity of the whole socialist
community.

For nearly 35 years now, the German Demo-
cratic Republic, which lies along the divide
between the socialist and the capitalist worlds,
between the Warsaw Treaty and the NATO
countries, has been making a constructive
contribution to this action for peace. Our coun-
try has remained true to its oath of doing every-
thing to prevent war from ever again stemming
from German soil. The present situation in
Europe clearly brings out the meaning and use-
fulness of relations of peaceful coexistence and
bears out the truth that their maintenance meets
the vital interests of all the peoples of the
continent.

The policy of confrontation and super-
armament being conducted by the aggressive
circles of the United States and other NATO
countries has led to the start of deployment of
new U.S. nuclear missiles in Western Europe,
notably the FRG. This has pushed the world
into a new and possibly the most dangerous
period of its post-war development. The
deployment of first-strike nuclear weapons is
an expression of Washington’s avowed urge to
secure military-strategic superiority over the
Soviet Union and the other socialist commu-
nity states. That is why to preserve the equili-
brium necessary for the maintenance of peace
our countries have had to take corresponding
counter-measures. But that is not all. At the
same time, we now have an even keener sense
of our duty to redouble our efforts to achieve
concrete agreements on ending the arms race,
and on limiting and reducing armaments on
the basis of the principle of equality and equal
security. In so doing, we are prepared to coop-
erate with everyone who displays reason and a
sense of realism, and who seriously strives to
stabilize peace.

The GDR wants a return to the situation
which existed before the start of the missile
deployment in the NATO countries. That
would make it possible to do much to produce
fresh positive results in the spirit of the détente
of the 1970s. The first thing that needs to be

done is to lower the level of military confronta-

2 World Marxist Review

tion, and to put an end to the reckless super-
armament with its harmful consequences for
international relations and people’'s social
condition, not least importantly in the very
capitalist countries which are now spending
astronomical amounts of money for ever new
types of weapons and which are no longer cap-
able of escaping from the dead-end of mass
unemployment. A freeze of the nuclear arsen-
als is imperative. The establishment of nu-
clear-free zones in various parts of our con-
tinent could pave the way for a future Europe
free from nuclear weapons. If the Warsaw
Treaty and NATO concluded a treaty on the
repudiation of the use of armed force and the
maintenance of peaceful relations, as the
socialist states proposed in their Prague Poli-
tical Declaration, a substantial stride forward
would be made toward solving the most burn-
ing issues now facing the peoples.

By taking part in the Conference on Con-
fidence-Building Measures, Security and
Disarmament in Europe, now on in Stockholm,
the GDR is resolved to work for the realization
of these proposals. We are sure that the plans of
those who want to doom Europe to constantly
balancing on the brink of a nuclear war can be
frustrated, and that a turn can be effected to-
ward security, fruitful cooperation and good-
neighbor relations.

The viability of Lenin’s ideas of peace and
peaceful coexistence is powerfully and effec-
tively manifested in our day. They are em-
bodied in the state policy of the socialist com-
munity countries, and have the approval, sup-
port and active defense of immense numbers of
people throughout the globe, whatever their
differences on other issues may be.

1. V.I Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 33, p. 56.
2. Ibid., Vol. 21, p. 342.
3. Ibid., Vol. 30, p. 39.

THE CAUSE OF THE REVOLUTION
WILL TRIUMPH

Cheddi Jagan
General Secretary,
People’s Progressive Party of Guyana

With the victory of the Great October Revolu-
tion, and the establishment of the first socialist
state, the working class struggle for the social
transformation of the society became inter-
national. Lenin formulated the policy of peace-
ful coexistence between countries with dif-
ferent social systems as the only reasonable
form of this struggle. His long-term strategy for
arranging peaceful relations between the
socialist states and the capitalist states is not




onlysound morally and in class terms. It is also
highly realistic.

The reactionary circles of world capital from
the outset opposed peaceful coexistence with
socialism. The ideologists who advocated the
interests of the monopolies claimed that peace-
ful coexistence was a “cat’s paw” and a “Trojan
horse” of communism. At the present stage,
with the bellicose adventurists having gained
the upper hand in some imperialist countries’
foreign policy, these principles are being even
more fiercely attacked. The Reagan administra-
tion falsely claims that the Soviet Union is a
“terrorist nation” exporting ‘‘terrorism” espe-
cially to the Third World countries, thus
endangering the interests of the United States.

Behind a screen of demagogic talk, U.S.
imperialism has been conducting a brazen pol-
icy of intervention in the internal affairs of
other peoples. It has allocated vast amounts of
money for the development and manufacture of
new types of weapons. It is common knowl-
edge that the United States has sabotaged the
Geneva talks on a reduction of nuclear weapons
in Europe whose positive complet.on could
contribute to the preservation of peace. U.S.
first-strike missiles are already deployed in
some West European countries. President Rea-
gan keeps hypocritically talking of peace,
while his actions in the international arena
prove that he stands on guard of the interests of
the most reactionary section of imperialism —
the military-industrial complex — for which
rising tension and another round of the arms
race mean huge profits.

The communists have never engaged in
“exporting” revolution, and have always op-
posed it. Lenin wrote that “Marxism has always
been opposed to ‘pushing’ revolutions, which
develop with the growing acuteness of the class
antagonisms that engender revolutions.”' He
said: “We are now exercising our main in-
fluence on the international revolution through
our economic policy ... The struggle in this
field has now become global. Once we solve
this problem, we shall have certainly and
finally won on an international scale.”?

From the very outset, the Soviet Union took
the way of peaceful economic development
and the establishment of good-neighbor rela-
tions with other states. It called on all the coun-
tries to cooperate in peace and at the 1922
Genoa Conference made a proposal for general
disarmament. The USSR’s entire record is one
of major peace initiatives and acts of good will.
Today, when the international situation is
becoming highly critical through the fault of

the militaristic policy of the NATO countries,
the United States in the first place, the Soviet
Union and the other socialist community coun-
tries are working hard to avert a thermonuclear
war. Broad masses of people in various con-
tinents are coming out for peaceful coexistence,
because they understand that in this nuclear
age of ours humankind would have to pay too
high a price if the contest of ideas developed
into a military contest.

For the peoples of the Caribbean, the struggle
for peace is not just an abstraction. It has be-
come a pressing need if we are to move forward
on the road to social progress. Lenin never
separated the struggle for peace from the strug-
gle for social progress. For their part, successes
in social development help to consolidate the
positions of peace.

We also know that peace will not be handed
down to us on a platter, that we have to struggle
for it. The invasion of Grenada by the United
States has strikingly shown that U.S. imperial-
ism is the real enemy of peace and social prog-
ress in our region. Today we see Washington
poised to attack Nicaragua and El Salvador in
an effort to defeat the revolutionary and peace
forces in those countries. The United States
would like to destroy the Cuban revolution as
well. They want to do so to destroy the example
and hope which heroic Cuba inspires in the
hearts of the peoples of Latin America and the
Caribbean.

We are confident that the policy of interna-
tional, state terrorism conducted by U.S.
imperialism against the revolutionary and
progressive movements will fail. This op-
timism of ours is well founded. The imperialist
policy is resisted by the peoples of the develop-
ing countries; it is resolutely opposed by the
socialist community which practises the ideas
of proletarian internationalism; the peace
movemcnt in our region is growing and also
gathering momentum in Western Europe and
North America, in the imperialist centers.

In these conditions, the practice of the prin-
ciple of peaceful coexistence and the
strengthening of the unity of the three main
revolutionary streams of our day become of the
utmost importance. This unity will tie the
hands of the aggressor and confirm Lenin’s idea
that peace for the whole of humankind can be
ensured despite the resistance of imperialism.
We are confident in the triumph of our just
cause.

1. V.I Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 27, pp. 71-72.
2. Ibid., Vol. 32, p. 437.




THE LIVING BREATH OF GENIUS

Herbert Mies
Chairman, German Communist Party

Those who are devoted to and who want
to know what the attitude of the communists
and socialism is to the people’s movements for
peace would do well to turn again and again to
the writings on peace by Lenin and his succes-
sors and followers.

What I have in mind above all is, of course,
the Decree on Peace, but I also think it is neces-
sary to recall the “S h and Government
Statement at the Session of the All-Russia CEC,
July 15, 1918,”! the “Report on the Tactics of
the RCP, July 5,2 and the “Interview given to
Michael Farbman, Observer and Manchester
Guardian Correspondent.’ Still, what needs to
be re-read most of all is the “Report on Peace,
October 26 (November 8)"¢4 and the “Con-
cluding Speech Following the Discussion on
the Report on Peace, October 26 (November
8),"° 1917, -

[ believe that Lenin’s ideas of peace are now
being consistently continued in the CPSU’s
political activity and its documents. The striv-
ing for peace which will be seen in the Soviet
state’s acts of good will, the statements by its
leaders and the corresponding practical strug-
gle for peace are convincing evidence that
socialism has no need of war. It needs peace,
and it creates peace. People need peace, and
here I think of the decisions of our party’s
seventh congress, which was held in Nurem-
berg in early January 1984 under the slogan:
“Peace Must Win! Jobs Instead of Missiles
Right Now!”

At the Second All-Russia Congress of
Soviets, Lenin delivered his ‘“Report on Peace”
proposing the adoption of the Decree on Peace.
He began with these words: “The question of
peace is aburning question, the painful question
of the day.”¢ Lenin could not know that 66 years
later — in our day — the communists would
literally repeat what he had said: For the com-
munist, for socialism, and for the whole of
humankind, nothing is more important than
peace.

Lenin knew and said that the communists’
prime duty was to work for peace. That is why
we keep returning to Lenin’s Decree on Peace,
which is of abiding importance and which con-
tinues to breathe with Lenin's genius, which
constantly inspires us to an active approach to
the ideas of peace and peaceful coexistence.
The Decree on Peace, I think, is not just a
document of the Soviet State, but is something
much greater. It has served as a guide for all the
communists in working ocut their correct,
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communist attitude to the movement for peace
and to take a clear-cut communist position
within that movement.

The historical truth is that Lenin not only
pioneered the struggle for the peaceful co-
existence of states with different social systems.
He also truly pioneered the struggle for the
communists’ effective participation in the de-
fense of peace. He did not regard the peace
forces in the other political and ideological
camps and clerical circles as “useful idiots,” as
the bourgeois press claims, but as allies and
partners. Lenin’s vigorous stand which unites
all the peace forces on the question of peace
exemplifies the attitude to the peace move-
rneﬁts for the communists of our country as
well.

The Decree on Peace formulated the princi-
ples of a just and democratic peace “for which
the overwhelming majority (of the working
class and other working people . ..) are crav-
ing.”” Lenin always saw peace and freedom as a
unity. He always saw as one the vigorous strug-
gle for peace and the vigorous struggle for anti-
imperialist, social and democratic rights and
freedoms. That is why the communist, the true
Marxist-Leninist cannot view with equanimity
the attempts by the advocates of the policy of
confrontation and arms build-up, the organ-
izers of the intervention in Grenada and the
provocations against Nicaragua, and all the
other enemies of the peace movement to cover
up their acts with the slogan that peace and
freedom are indivisible. They cannot calmly
watch the imperialists demagogically use this
slogan for their own interests. ‘“Peace and Free-
dom"” is not a bourgeois slogan, let alone an
imperialist one. It is essentially a communist
and socialist slogan which was put forward by
Marx, Engels and Lenin.

The Decree on Peace said that the Soviet state
was prepared ‘“‘immediately to begin open
negotiations for peace.””® It did not in any sense
regard its terms for peace as an ultimatum, for it
was prepared “to consider any other peace
terms.”’? Lenin objected to the couching of the
terms for peace in the form of an ultimatum, as
this could be fatal to the cause of peace as a
whole. The principles which Lenin said should
underlie the relations between states with dif-
ferent social systems determine the commun-
ists’ attitude to the peace movement and their
positions within that movement even today.
When it comes to peace, we, communists, are
prepared to make acceptable compromises, al-
ways emphasizing that which unites us, and
pushing into the background that which
divides.

Following the start of the deployment of the




U.S. medium-range nuclear missiles in West-
ern Europe, we, communists of the FRG, say
that we are linked and united with the other
peace forces in the country by the following: we
shall not stop the struggle until the missiles are
removed from the territory of the FRG, until it
becomes a part of a nuclear-free zone in Europe,
and ultimately of a nuclear-free Europe.

Like the other peace forces, we are grateful to
the Soviet Union for never allowing, in accor-
dance with Lenin's precepts, the imperialist
states any pretext for saying that socialism has
no negotiation proposals. This is evidenced by
all the documents issued by the CPSU in the
recent period. They express the USSR’s princi-
pled line of reducing the danger of war and
strengthening the foundations of peace and
détente. They simultaneously propose a set of
important measures to achieve practical ac-
cords on freezing, limiting and reducing nu-
clear weapons on the principle of equal secur-
ity, and for improving the international situa-
tion as a whole.

Lenin’s Decree on Peace spoke of the final
ratification of all the terms of such a peace “by
authoritative assemblies of the people’s rep-
resentatives of all countries and all nations.”'?
He declared that the new workers’ government
was making its peace proposals to all the
governments and the peoples of all the coun-
tries. That is exactly what the Supreme Soviet
of the USSR recently did once again.

Lenin believed that the Soviet state’s peace
policy and the activity of the popular masses in
the struggle for peace constituted a single
whole, and that is so in actual fact. That is why
the communist has every reason to explain to
the other participants in the peace movement
in his country that it is wrong to assume that the
peace policy of a socialist country’s govern-
ment is one thing, and the policy of its peace
forces, another. On the contrary, the truth is that
the peace-loving state plus the peace-loving
society constitute the movement for peace
under socialism.

When substantiating the Decree on Peace
and in his subsequent speeches, Lenin made no
secret of the fact that “now that the clouds are
gathering and the danger of war is increasing,”
there is a need to tell the workers and peasants
most clearly: “Triple vigilance, caution and
endurance, comrades! Everyone must be at his
post! Everyone must give his life, if necessary,
to defend the Soviet power, to defend the in-
terests of the working people, the exploited, the
poor, to defend socialism.”'! That is something
the communist must remember today, when
the task is not only to defend the policv of
détente and peaceful coexistence, but also to

frustrate Reagan’s announced ‘crusade”
against socialism.

The communists in 1920 and today are heed-
ful of what Lenin said at the time: “Let the
American capitalists leave us alone. We shall
not touch them.”'? He added: “We have reiter-
ated and reiterated our desire for peace, our
need for peace . .. But we do not propose to be
strangled to death for the sake of peace.”'?

Here again, what Lenin said holds true. The
Soviet Union, as its most senior leaders have
said, will never allow the U.S. leadership “to
negotiate with us from a position of strength,
from a position of threats and pressures. We
resolutely reject such an approach. And, in
general, it is futile to attempt to engage in
‘power diplomacy’ with us.”'4

In his “Concluding Speech on the Report on
Peace,” Lenin vigorously rebuffed the imperial-
ist “policy of strength.” In the struggle for
peace, he relied on the young Soviet state and
the strength of the masses of people throughout
the world, which, he believed, lay in their
knowledge, conviction and ability to sort out
questions of war and peace. We, communists of
the Federal Republic of Germany, will continue
to act in Lenin’s spirit to keep the peace move-
ment in our country as a factor of peace through
its participants becoming aware of the nuclear
war danger, and understanding who poses the
threat of humankind’s annihilation, and who
carries peace to all people.

V.1 Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 27, p. 538.
Ibid., Vol. 32, p. 478.

ibid., Vol. 33, p. 383.

Ibid., Vol. 26, p. 249.

Ibid., p. 254.

Ibid., p. 249.

Ibid.

Ibid., p. 251.

Ibid., p. 250.

10. Ibid., p. 249.

11. Ibid., Vol. 27, p. 541.

12. Ibid., Vol. 30, p. 365.

13. Ibid., Vol. 42, p. 177,

14. Information Bulletin, March 1984, p. 7.
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THE KEY CONDITION
FOR SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT

William Kashtan
General Secretary, CP Canada

Lenin’s ideas of peace and peaceful coexistence
remain as valid today as when he first advanced
them. Having recognized that a simultaneous
victory of the socialist revolution was impos-
sible in all the capitalist states, Lenin foresaw
that for a long historical period capitalist and
socialist states would have to exist side by side.
The question was: would they coexist peace-
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fully, or in constant armed conflict. Within a
month of the October Revolution, Lenin
warned: “It is highly naive to think peace can
be easily attained and that the bourgeoisie will
hand it to us on a platter as soon as we mention
it.”"! Lenin never took the principle of peaceful
coexistence for granted. Further prospects for
maintaining peace depended, he said, on the
ability of the Soviet people to uphold their rev-
olutionary gains, on the further development of
the world revolutionary process and the
conversion of socialism into an international
system capable of exerting a decisive influence
on the whole of world politics.

Lenin pointed out that the peaceful coexis-
tence of countries with different social systems
means a sharp political, economic and ideolog-
ical struggle between socialism and capitalism,
between the working class and the bourgeoisie.
It has nothing in common with class peace, and
leaves no doubt about the right of the oppressed
peoples to employ every means in their fight for
liberation, up to and including armed struggle.
Developments today bear this out.

The struggle over two lines in world affairs
has become sharper — socialism'’s line of curb-
ing the arms race, strengthening peace and
détente and defending the sovereign rights and
freedom of nations; and capitalism’s line of
disrupting détente, escalating the arms race, of
threats and interference in other countries’ af-
fairs, and of suppressing the liberation struggle.

This latter, reactionary line is the one pur-
sued by the Reagan administration, represent-
ing the most bellicose section of U.S. imperial-
ism. It has gone over from acceptance of détente
to cold war confrontationist policies, an accel-
erated arms race, a first-strike nuclear strategy,
now exemplified in the deployment of Cruise
and Pershing-2 missiles in Western Europe, a
situation which has added to the threat of nu-
clear war. The most dangerous of the U.S. ac-
tions is the U.S. determination to gain nuclear
weapons superiority over the USSR as a pre-
lude to launching a “winnable” nuclear war
against it.

The reactionary forces of U.S. imperialism do
not conceal the fact that their aim is to destroy
socialism as a social system. Their “crusade
against socialism” includes economic sanc-
tions. A stepped-up arms race and economic
sanctions, these are two aspects of one policy
directed at bankrupting and undermining
socialism.

This policy, pursued by the Reagan admin-
istration, shows that imperialism has not
changed its spots. It continues to be a constant
source of war danger, and an obstacle to peace
in today’s world.
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position in Canada to the Reagan line of
breaking with détente is growing in intensity.
Canada’s geographic position between the
USA and the USSR has made it vulnerable to
the effects of the adventurist U.S. foreign pol-
icy. There is growing recognition today that
Canada and her people cannot escape the
consequences of a nuclear war.

This has given an impetus to the peace
movements in Canada and has in turn begun to
influence government policy. The battle for an
independent foreign policy based on peaceful
coexistence is beginning to shape up and has in
turn given rise to a growing debate in the
monopoly camp over the direction of Canada'’s
foreign policy. One line moves toward a more
independent foreign policy and for détente, the
other subordinates Canada’s interests to those
of U.S. imperialism. This is a reflection of the
struggle also under way within the imperialist
camp between the forces favoring the pursuit of
a policy of peaceful coexistence, trade, scienti-
fic and cultural exchanges with the Soviet
Union and other socialist countries, and the
present course of the most reactionary forces of
U.S. imperialism.

The line of support of détente is illustrated in
the shift by the Trudeau government as in its
warning that international tensions have
reached a dangerous point which could lead to
nuclear war. This shift away from the cold war
confrontationist policies of the Reagan admin-
istration is seen as well in the government’s
implied criticism of U.S. military intervention
in Grenada and its separation from U.S. policy
in the Middle East.

The Trudeau government has followed up its
appeal for measures to ease international ten-
sion with the Prime Minister’s New Year mes-
sage which calls for peaceful coexistence. This
Mr. Trudeau spelled out as “learning to live
together, if not in harmony, then with respect
for each other, and to renounce violence as a
means of settling disputes. We cannot recreate
the world in our own image. We have to accept
the necessity of coexistence with the countries
of the communist bloc. After all, if we were to
resort to war as the only means of settling dif-
ferences, both East and West would be
defeated.”

The above position is in marked contrast
with that of President Reagan. That is why the
U.S. media have virtually blacked it out. Much
more to President Reagan's liking are the views
of Brian Mulroney, leader of the Progressive
Conservative Party, who has declared his four-
square support of President Reagan’s foreign
and economic policies, including his military
adventures in Grenada and elsewhere.



The struggle over foreign policy issues and
the arms race has become more bitter in Cana-
da. Peace, peaceful coexistence, détente and
disarmament may well become a central issue
of the forth~oming federal elections. Any shift
to the right in that election would add to the
danger of war as it would create additional
difficulties for the working people.

The adoption or restatement by the Trudeau
government of a line toward peaceful coexis-
tence is a welcome development. The Commu-
nist Party of Canada supports the position taken
by the government toward easing international
tension, its advocacy of peaceful coexistence of
the two social systems, its declaration that there
must be a settlement of differences by negotia-
tion, not by violence. At the same time it must
be noted that the Trudeau government, under
pressure from the U.S. administration, has re-
fused to annul Cruise-missile testing in Cana-
da, has continued to support deployment of
Cruise and Pershing-2 missiles in Western
Europe, and has refused to declare itself against
the first use of nuclear weapons. This inconsis-
tent position has its source in ruling class hos-
tility to the Soviet Union as well as in Canada's
membership in NATO and in expectation that
Canada would benefit from the huge U.S. ar-
maments program.

The contradictory position taken by the
Trudeau government is all the more reason
why the Communist Party pursues an inde-
pendent class policy. It gives support to those
areas of foreign policy which merit support and
criticizes and condemns those policies which
veer away from détente and are directed against
peace and against the working people. It takes
fully into account Lenin’s policy that peaceful
coexistence of countries of opposite social sys-
tems is essential for maintaining peace while at
the same time it means sharp political, eco-
nomic and ideological struggle between social-
ism and capitalism, between the working class
and the bourgeoisie.

The top Soviet leadership has justly stressed:
“The historical contest of the two social sys-
tems and the battle of ideas is a perfectly natural
thing following from the very fact of the exis-
tence of socialism and capitalism. But we are
emphatically against this historical contest
being directed at winding down peaceful
cooperation, let alone translated into the terms
of nuclear war.”

The ever more dangerous situation today
emphasizes the necessity of an ever stronger
peace movement directed to compel the
government to pursue a consistent policy of
peaceful coexistence. This indeed is the essen-
tial characteristic of the peace movement in

Canada today, which embraces the New Demo-
cratic Party, religious groups, women, youth,
scientists, workers in the arts and the organized
labor movement. The organized labor move-
ment has begun to play a more active role in the
peace movement. Increasingly it is being rec-
ognized that the solution to the varied issues
facing the working people lies in the preven-
tion of nuclear war and the achievement of a
just and lasting peace in the world.

Peace and peaceful coexistence is key to the
orientation of the revolutionary struggle for
democratic and social progress. The struggle
for peace today in conditions of the threat of
nuclear war ties together the class interests of
the working class with national interests and
the interests of all humankind.

Lenin stressed that one should never forget
that wars are the handmaiden of capitalism,
especially at its imperialist stage. He added that
“an end to wars, peace among the nations, the
cessation of pillaging and violence — such is
our ideal.”? This ideal of Leninism accords
with the objectives and tasks of the working
class and of all the other working people.

A clear class stand on the struggle for peace
and peaceful coexistence is an indispensable
condition of success in the struggle for human-
kind's social emancipation and social progress.

1. V.I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 26, p. 345.
2. V.L Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 21, p. 293.

A REALISTIC OBJECTIVE OF TODAY

Seydou Cissckho
General Secretary,
Senegal Party of Independence and Labor

The validity of Lenin’s ideas of peace and
peaceful coexistence flows from the essence
and lasting significance of the Great October
Socialist Revolution, the chief event of this cen-
tury, a historic turning point in the develop-
ment of humanity.

With the victory of the October Revolution,
international developments ceased to be
governed exclusively by the laws of capitalism.
The imperialists and warmongers could no
longer decide the destiny of peoples at will.
The world broke up into two opposed social
systems. Their coexistence is invariably in-
fluenced by the struggle going on between
them and by class interests. This manifests it-
self in all spheres ranging from the economy to
ideological activity in its entirety and affecting
culture, the differentiation of social forces, rela-
tions between classes, home and foreign policy,
and military affairs.

Having investigated the nature and essence
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of our epoch, Lenin drew brilliant theoretical
conclusions. One of them is that peaceful
coexistence can and should be the rule in rela-
tions between capitalism and socialism as an
historically inevitable peaceful competition be-
tween opposed systems; this competition takes
the most diverse forms and in its course the
new social system will demonstrate its vitality
and its ability to assure people’s happiness.

Lenin’s conclusion reveals the significance of
global factors in history. Peaceful coexistence is
a result of the struggle between the two social
systems, between antagonistic classes, and of
the people’s defense of peace.

No country is exempt from this confronta-
tion, which constantly influences the balance
of forces and the evolution of the class struggle
in all countries. In this age of unprecedentedly
rapid and far-reaching revolutionary trans-
formations, the interpenetration of internal and
external factors is intensifying and the role of
the international factor, which Lenin saw as
highly important, is growing.

Social revolution is always a cause of the
people. It is only the people that can change a
social system through struggle. But the inter-
national situation has a considerable impact on
this struggle. Specifically, international soli-
darity, support from the socialist system and
the possibility of drawing on the vast exper-
ience of the countries of the new world contri-
bute to the gains of national liberation forces.
All this benefits the struggle of the working
people of all countries, including those in the
area of the national liberation movement.

International events since World War II have
confirmed the close connection between the
increased might of the socialist system and the
advances of the revolutionary struggle of
peoples. It was when socialism had become the
decisive factor for world development that na-
tional liberation revolutions triumphed in
many Asian and African countries.

This interconnection shows why it is so
essential for the growth of the anti-imperialist
struggle of peoples that the socialist countries,
whose development is the main line of social
progress today, should build up their economic
and defense power. The socialist community’s
achievement of military strategic parity with
imperialism, a most valuable historic gain
owed above all to the increased potential of the
Soviet Union, adds to the major contribution
which the peoples of the socialist world make
to the communists’ common cause and the
fight against imperialism.

In a vain bid to alter the balance of world
forces in its favor, international imperialism
headed by the USA is trying to upset the exist-

8 World Marxist Review

ing military strategic parity and win a dom-
inant position in every region of the globe,
thereby heightening the danger of nuclear war.
It is preparing physically for war by building
up armaments, expanding its network of mili-
tary bases and increasing its European arsenal
of nuclear missiles targeted on socialist
community countries. Some of these missiles,
such as those deployed in Italy, can also hit
targets on the African continent.

This policy is contrary to the interests of the
people of Senegal and all other developing
countries. The arms race is swallowing colossal
resources which could have been used for end-
ing hunger and combating disease and illi-
teracy in the world. It is only by guaranteeing
peaceful coexistence that the urgent problems
of developing countries, such as consolidating
their national independence, establishing a
new international economic order and extend-
ing mutually beneficial cooperation, can be
solved.

The attitude to war and peace, currently the
most burning issue, is the dividing line be-
tween those who consider nuclear war permis-
sible and those who want to avert it. To pre-
serve peace is the fundamental condition for
social progress; it is an internationalist task fac-
ing all communists and progressives.

While the nature of imperialism is un-
changed, to end wars is a realistic objective.
The prospect of nuclear war is opposed by the
socialist countries, communist and workers’
parties, trade unions, numerous social demo-
crats, peace organizations and other peace
forces. On all continents, the movement against
war involves workers and peasants, atheists
and believers, sober-minded politicians and
businessmen of capitalist powers. This is the
peace front today.

In carrying on their Leninist policy for peace,
the CPSU and the Soviet state are doing all in
their power to revive détente and bring about
mutually beneficial cooperation. The inter-
nationalist goal set by this policy — eliminat-
ing all survivals of colonial oppression,
inequality, diktat and exploitation in inter-
national economic relations — is in keeping
with the aspirations of the peoples of the world.
The Soviet Union has demonstrated with deeds
that socialism and peace are inseparable in the
same way as the October Revolution and the
world revolutionary process.

In Africa, which has gone through the trials
of two world wars like other continents, the
struggle for peace is not yet vigorous enough by
comparison. Here, the coincidence of the in-
terests of socialism and the democratic move-
ment does not seem evident to everybody




whereas the struggle for peace and the struggle
for social progress are, in effect, drawing closer
and closer together. International imperialism
is bringing it increasingly into its plans for
aggression. France has military bases in Sene-
gal. This is turning our country into a military
outpost of imperialism in Africa and may make
it the target of a nuclear strike in the event of
war. NATO has bases in various African coun-
tries, and so the peoples of our continent cannot
stay out of the worldwide movement against
war.

Experience has shown that more calls for
peace are not enough. It is necessary to inspire
the masses with hatred for the policy of war
preparations and organize extensive anti-war
actions. Our party is promoting a mass struggle
in Senegal in defense of peace, cooperating
with all national forces that can contribute to
this. The eighth plenum of its Central Commit-
tee (August 1983), declaring in support of the
Senegalese Association of Solidarity and
Friendship with Peoples for Peace, called on
the population, on all mass organizations and
all citizens who cherish the independence and
security of the country, to help expand the
movement against war and for peace.

Peace is our common cause. We must pre-
serve it if we are to pave the way for human
progress.

Lenin's ideas of peace and peaceful coexis-
tence show all the peoples the road which they
must follow to remove the threat of nuclear
disaster.

IN THE SERVICE OF HUMANKIND

Kattoruge Publis Silva
General Secretary,
Communist Party of Sri Lanka

When the communists of Russia, led by Lenin,
established proletarian power in the country
and decided to proceed to building socialism in
a single country, the basic principles governing
the outlook of Marxist-Leninists on the ques-
tion of war and peace and revolution came to be
defined. These principles have stood the test of
time.

Lenin's Decree on Peace vividly illustrates
the humanism and commitment of the com-
munists to peace. Large sections of the working
class in the capitalist countries met the October
Revolution with great enthusiasm and mobil-
ized solidarity in its defense. It is true that in the
prevailing situation, despite their support, the
international working class movement was not
strong enough to thwart the aggressive actions
of imperialism. But even in that tense historical
period, the world’s first socialist state under

Lenin’s leadership did not waver in its drive for
peace and normalizing relations with all states.
The Soviet government repudiated secret
diplomacy and acquainted the people with the
main objectives of the foreign policy of the
workers’ and peasants’ power.

Lenin was deeply conscious of the
commencement of the new e in which
socialist and capitalist states would exist side
by side. He often reminded that the main ad-
versary of socialism — imperialism — was
more advanced and powerful. Yet, he was
confident that the revolution would not be de-
feated and socialism would be built. In
elaborating peaceful coexistence of states with
different social systems, Lenin upheld the
principle of non-interference in internal affairs.
While attaching much importance to the
development of economic relations between
socialist and capitalist states, Lenin also ad-
vocated arms cuts and controls directed toward
disarmament and democratization of the world
economy. At the same time, he had no illusions
about the possibility of keeping the peace with-
out much effort.

The young socialist state sought friendly re-
lations with its neighbors. With many of them it
signed treaties recognizing the principles of
independence and territorial integrity. In prac-
tice, a new policy in international relations had
emerged which was principally to serve hu-
manity and its advance and defend the larger
interests of the international working class and
the subjugated peoples.

The commitment to peace and the practice of
the policy of peaceful coexistence with the
capitalist states was not to impede the per-
formance of internationalist obligations. It was
during the period which followed directly
upon the Soviet people’s victory over the
counter-revolutionaries and interventionists
that the prerequisites were shaped for a
development of the working class movement
throughout the world and the struggle by the
peoples of the colonial and dependent coun-
tries for their liberation from imperialist
oppression.

U.S. imperialism is making frantic efforts to
unite all the reactionary forces for a “crusade”
against socialism, and to achieve military
strategic superiority over the USSR and the
socialist community as a whole. But existing
socialism will never allow imperialism to at-
tain its objective.

The military strategic equilibrium objec-
tively serves the interests of peace, and not least
importantly induces the realistically-minded
representatives of the monopoly circles to ac-
cept the position that the historical struggle
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between socialism and capitalism cannot have
any other form except peaceful competition.

Today, the development of mass destruction
weapons using the most modern achievements
of science and technology make nuclear war
inconceivable. Such a war cannot be won. It
would mean the total annihilation of humanity.

The Soviet Union, true to Lenin's ideas, has
demonstrated in deed its urge to preserve
peace. The USSR has taken many steps to en-
sure international security. Its unilateral
commitmer.: not to be the first to use nuclear
weapons has received universal recognition.
The proposals it had advanced together with
the other members of the Warsaw Treaty to
lessen tension, to limit nuclear weapons and to
resurrect and revitalize détente are rallying
points of the peoples’ struggle for peace.

The massive anti-war movement in the
imperialist countries, the growing sensitivity to
the threat of a thermonuclear holocaust and the
socialist community countries’ active policy in
defense of peace are of tremendous inter-
national importance. Ever more important is
the call of the non-aligned movement repre-
senting the majority of the world’s inhabitants
for disarmament, for a liquidation of military
bases, and for the practice of peaceful
coexistence.

Lenin's concept of peaceful coexistence is
today accepted by some non-socialist states.
The non-aligned movement, for instance, re-
quires that those seeking its membership
should subscribe to this principle. The term
“peaceful coexistence” is used by the United
Nations and other international bodies.

Some imperialist circles state their readiness
to support relations based on peaceful coexis-
tence provided the USSR and other socialist
community countries withhold assistance to
the developing countries in their struggle for
liberation from imperialist oppression. Peace-
ful coexistence, however, does not mean the
abandonment of the class struggle nor an im-
position of a ban on solidarity.

In the present context, peaceful coexistence
means not only the right of nations with differ-
ent social systems to coexist peacefully. It
means also the right of nations to adopt a social
system of their choice and to develop accord-
ingly without external intervention or inter-
ference. This interpretation is now contained in
several United Nations documents, including
the Declaration for a New International Eco-
nomic Order. The U.S. invasion of Grenada
points to the importance of urging this princi-
ple, and the threat to peace such flagrant vio-
lations of the principle entails.

Facts in our day prove beyond doubt that the
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maintenance of peace and the practice of peace-
ful coexistence in inter-state relations is the
only way for saving humankind from anni-
hilation and for advancing social progress.

KEY FACTOR OF FREEDOM

Moses Mabhida
General Secretary, South African CP

Prior to the Great October Socialist Revolution,
when imperialism held unchallenged sway,
the economic, social and political liberation of
colonies and dependent countries was in prin-
ciple inconceivable. It was only after the victory
of the working class in Russia that the people
acquired the possibility of smashing the vi-
cious circle of imperialist oppression and
breaking through to independent political and
economic development. The emergence of the
Soviet Union, the first state to put an end to
man'’s exploitation of man and to proclaim a
policy of struggle for the peoples’ freedom and
for world peace was a historical turning point
in life on the globe; the October Revolution
ushered in a new era in human relations.

Lenin foresaw that the way would not be an
easy one. When formulating the principles of
the foreign policy of the working class and its
party, he said, in particular, that the settlement
of world policy issues when “there is a system
of nations with equal rights” is “much more
complex”' than it is under an international
order which is characterized by relations be-
tween oppressed and oppressor nations, or be-
tween two oppressor nations. He stressed that
the communists should never forget that “we
live not only in separate states but also in a
certain system of states,” and that unlike the
anarchist or semi-anarchist ‘“we are not at all
indifferent to the Staatenbau,? to the system of
states, to their mutual relations.”?

Lenin and the other revolutionaries he led
knew how to solve this difficult problem. The
government of Soviets of workers, peasants and
soldiers called on the belligerent peoples and
their governments to start immediate nego-
tiations for a just and democratic peace. A just
and democratic peace, for which the working
class and the overwhelming majority of the
other working people stood, meant a peace
without annexations and indemnities, without
the seizure of foreign lands, without the forci-
ble conquest of other peoples.

Lenin’s Decree on Peace formed the basis of
the internal and foreign policy of the Soviet
state and its government; it became the pivot of
Lenin’s policy of peaceful coexistence. The as-
sumption behind the olicy was that the two




opposite s' stems — socialism and capitalism
— would exist and function side by side over a
long historical period.

Lenin’s noble principles of peaceful
development for all peoples had to be asserted
in struggle. After the victory of the Great Oc-
tober Revolution, imperialism bared its fangs: it
instigated a civil war in Russia; it organized a
14-nation intervention and mounted an ex-
tensive economic blockade of Soviet Russia.
According to Churchhill, imperialism wanted
to “strangle the Bolshevik baby in its cradle.”
But the Soviet people withstood the onslaught
by international capital and defended the gains
of the revolution.

Imperialism created a mailed fist in the form
of nazi Germany in yet another effort to destroy
the Soviet Union. But socialism proved to be
stronger. By smashing Hitler’s Reich, the USSR
saved tens of millions of people from fascist
slavery. After the Second World War, the vic-
tory of the state which supported the peoples’
struggle for freedom, and the rise of the na-
tional liberation struggle and the revolutionary
movement in the colonial and dependent coun-
tries, led to the collapse of the colonial empires.
They gave way — above all in Asia and in
Africa — to new independent states. The des-
tiny of the world ceased to depend on the
whims of a handful of imperialist powers. The
forces standing for freedom and independence
gained in strength and acted ever more vigor-
ously for the policy of peace and peaceful co-
existence, because peace ensures independent
development for the young states.

This policy creates the conditions for close
cooperation between the peoples and further
improvement of inter-state relations, pro-
moting the development of economic ties and
mutually advantageous trade and good-neigh-
borhood. Peaceful coexistence takes into ac-
count economic relations and favors the ex-
change of scientific and technological
achievements, which is extremely important,
because not all the countries have yet reached
the same level of technological progress.

Considering how the states then still under
the yoke of colonialism and imperialism would
develop in the future, Lenin stressed: “It is
unquestionable that the proletariat of the ad-
vanced countries can and should give help to
the working classes of the backward countries,
and that the backward countries can emerge
from their present stage of development when
the victorious proletariat of the Soviet Re-
publics extends a helping hand to these mas-
ses, and is in a position to give them support.”*

Such is the objective requirement of pro-
gress, whose realization is blocked by imperial-

ism, which is still quite strong. The imperialist
Eﬂw&rs are still nursing the dreams of putting

k the clock of social progress. In this con-
text, Engels says: “All hitherto existing rulers
and their diplomats have employed their skills
and efforts to set one nation against another and
use one nation to subjugate another,” so as to
“perpetuate absolute rule.”* That is the method
on which contemporary imperialism still
relies.

The imperialists have mounted political
subversion against socialism, which supports
the young independent states. With respect to
the developing countries, they have pursued a
blatantly neocolonialist, militaristic line,
whose substance is to ignore the interests of the
peoples and to try to secure dominant positions
in the world for the United States. The United
States and its cohorts are trying to suppress the
national liberation movement in South Africa,
the Middle East, Central America and other
regions of the world.

U.S. imperialism and its NATO allies have
been increasing their military budgets and
stockpiling nuclear weapons. Another danger-
ous step along this way was the decision of the
United States and other NATO countries to
deploy technically improved first-strike
weapons — Pershing-2 and Cruise missiles —
on the territory of some West European states.
Washington hopes that their deployment will
give it a strategic superiority above all over the
USSR and the socialist community, and will
also enable it to threaten the freedom-loving
sovereign countries and peoples in the Middle
East and Africa. The start on realizing these
plans has already increased the military and
political tensions and has created an extremely
alarming situation throughout the world. The
peoples realize that the build-up of the nuclear
arsenal in Western Europe poses a threat to
humankind’s further existence. That is why,
virtually from day to day there is now a growth
in the struggle to end the new missile deploy-
ment and to get the already delivered U.S. mis-
siles out of Europe.

While spiralling the arms race, the imperial-
ist powers intensify their intervention in the
internal affairs of sovereign states, including
those which recently won their independence.
This is fraught with international conflicts, and
also hampers the independent economic and
political development of the young states.

Those are the main factors behind the most
vital tasks now facing humankind: to unite all
the anti-war forces in order to defeat U.S. mili-
tarism and its allies, and to safeguard peace,
progress and freedom for all the peoples of the
globe. The genocidal regime in South Africa
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should also be prevented from laying its hands
on nuclear weapons, as this would turn itinto a
grave threat to the population of the globe.

Today, more than ever before in the past,
Lenin's ideas of peaceful coexistence and their
translation into life constitute the chief factor of
freedom, progress and preservation of life on
the Earth. For the sake of its own interests,
imperialism is prepared to see humankind in-
cinerated in the flames of a nuclear con-

flagration. But the crucial fact of our day is the
growth and strengthening of the forces of
peace, democracy and socialism. They are
working for lasting and unbreakable peace in
the world.

. V.I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 35, p. 273.
. The German for “‘state construction.” — Ed.
. V.I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 35, pp. 273-274.
. Ibid., Veol. 31, pp. 243-244.
5. Karl Marx, Frederick Engels, Collected Works, Vol. 7,
p. 165.

Lenin’s school of exactingness

Yegor Yakovlev
Soviet publicist

Clara Zetkin, a fiery revolutionary, wrote:
“Lenin was indisputably the leader of a party
which had consciously joined battle for power,
showing the Russian proletariat and peasantry
the goal and the way to it... Lenin was the
leader of a great country which became the
world'’s first proletarian state ... His thoughts
and will lived in millions of people beyond the
boundaries of Soviet Russia.”’! This shows that
Lenin’s contemporaries were already aware of
his role in world history.

The passage of time brings out in ever greater
relief and scale the great significance of Lenin’s
works and struggles for this epoch of ours, in
which the new world is being built.

In his writings Lenin was always prompted
by concrete circumstances, be it polemics with
his political adversaries or events in the life of
the Bolshevik Party, crucial points in the rev-
olutionary struggle, or plans for socialist con-
struction. These always provided the impetus
for his analysis and conclusion oriented far into
the future. A harmonious blend of current tasks
with those of the future is a noteworthy and
perhaps definitive feature of Lenin’s thinking.
His contemporaries testified that what amazed
them about Lenin’s insight was his ability to see
the present in the light of the future. That is
why Lenin’s ideological legacy, theoretical
works and practical experience are of abiding
importance even today. They are of equal
importance for those who have been building
socialism for decades, for those who have just
entered upon this difficult endeavor, and also
for those who seek to build a new society.

Not only Lenin’s ideas, but also the prin-
ciples of his activity as party leader and head of
the socialist state in its early and most trying
years continue to be meaningful today. There is
much instruction in Lenin’s school of business,
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in the high standard of his exactingness and in
his unwavering application of principle in the
solution of any problem. Finally, there is al-
ways a great attraction in Lenin’s personality as
man and leader of the masses. Anatoly Luna-
charsky wrote that “there is also tremendous
human value in the biographical and intimate
details about him.""?

Building the new life: the crux

The first office of the Chairman of the Council of
People’s Commissars (Sovnarkom) Vladimir
Ulyanov (Lenin) in Petrograd was on the sec-
ond floor of Smolny, in the old days an institute
for the education of the daughters of noblemen.
Lenin began to work there in October 1917, just
after the second congress of Soviets adopted its
historic decrees on peace and land, and with
them the “Decree on the Formation of the
Workers’ and Peasants’ Government.” It did not
occur to anyone to remove the brass plate on the
door of the office which read “Class Mistress,”
and it is still there (now very much in place at
the museum into which it has been turned).
Only a large heavy table was brought in and
placed in such a way as to enable Lenin to face
those coming into his office at half-turn and to
see them only by turning to look at them; dur-
ing the government'’s sittings which were held
in his office, he frequently had to turn round to
the secretary who took down the minutes.
This did not seem to be very convenient, but
it was Lenin’s first office, the first in his 47
years. The arrangement apparently resulted
from a well-established habit. The table was
placed in such a way as to have the light fall
fully on it: Lenin was in the habit of working
with books and putting pen to paper. He was
not accustomed to receive visitors and converse
with them across the table; for him working




meant writing, and the table was a writing-
desk. But here there was a long succession of
meetings and the visitors came thick and fast.
Everything was different.

Indeed, Lenin and those who took up
government posts together with him had to
change many of their habits, many of those
which were usual for the underground revolu-
tionary. They had emerged from the under-
ground and into the world arena. They had
switched from underground secrecy to state
activity, from, agitation and explanation, to
organizing and running the country. They had
to reappraise many a concept and change their
attitude to a great many things, and above all to
the new discipline.

Lenin says: “Keep regular and honest ac-
counts of money, manage economically, do not
be lazy, do not steal, observe the strictest labor
discipline — it is these slogans, justly scorned
by revolutionary proletarians . . . that are now,
since the overthrow of the bourgeoisie, becom-
ing the immediate and the principal slogans of
the moment.”? He began to speak about respon-
sibility and discipline immediately after the
victory of the October Revolution, and later
spoke tirelessly, urging people to concentrate
attention “on labor discipline as the crucial
factor in the economic development of
socialism.”*

Why is it that Lenin had to concentrate on
discipline, and why did he see it as the “crucial
factor” in beginning the construction of a new,
socialist life? It was impossible to do anything
at all without elementary discipline and the
strictest sense of responsibility in a country that
had been tormented close to death by the
imperialist war and the imperialist predators.
In the long term as well, he saw discipline
conscious discipline, without threats and coer-
cion, as an organic feature of mass behavior:
“Everything now depends on the establish-
ment of a comradely discipline, the discipline
of the working masses themselves, which must
take the place of capitalist barrack-room disci-
pline.”$ Such discipline is the first testimonial
to a person’s socialist breeding and a practical
confirmation of his being involved in the coun-
try’s affairs. It includes the scientific organiza-
tion of production, which disciplines by its
very existence, and the level of the society’s
democratic development, because discipline is
the same for all.

The procedures adopted by Sovnarkom
Chairman Lenin were a school of efficiency,
asserting discipline and each person'’s respon-
sibility literally in all things. The head of state
found time to write the following to a person
who had failed to show up at a meeting: “I

request you to submit right away an explana-
tion for such a lack of punctuality, and to state
what you intend to do to prevent it in the
future.”¢ Let us put it bluntly: Lenin did not
stand on ceremony when it came to what was
an everyday, “creeping” indiscipline.

For Lenin, conscious discipline, as an estab-
lished form of life and part of every person’s
character was both an urgent matter and a vi-
sion. “We must not forget that this is the first
time that this preliminary stage in history has
been reached, when a new discipline, labor
discipline, the discipline of comradely contact,
Soviet discipline, is being created in fact by
millions of working and exploited people...
We know that this task will take an entire his-
torical epoch.””

In a letter to Nadezhda Krupskaya, Maxim
Gorky wrote: “I recall very vividly my visit to
Gorki in the summer, I believe, of 1920; I then
lived outside politics, up to my ears in everyday
problems, and complained to Lenin about the
despotism of the trifles of life. I said, among
other things, that in taking apart wooden
houses for fuel, the workers of Leningrad were
breaking up window frames, breaking glass
panes, idly damaging roofing iron, while the
roofs over their own houses leaked, the win-
dows were patched up with plywood, etc. I was
indignant over the workers’ low evaluation of
the products of their own labor. I said to him:
‘You, Vladimir Ilyich, have to think in broad
terms, the trifles do not come to your attention.’
He was silent as he paced the terrace, and I
reproached myself for having annoyed him
with trifles. But after tea we went out for a walk,
and he told me: ‘You mustn’t think that I attach
no importance to trifles, nor is that a trifle at all
— the underestimation of labor which you
have noted is, of course, not a trifle at all: we are
poor people and must understand the value of
every log and copper ... But how is one to
accuse the worker of still failing to realize that
he is already the master of everything there is?
The awareness of this will not come soon, and it
can develop only in a socialist’.”®

What Lenin said to Gorky was very much the
same as what he had written a year earlier in his
article “A Great Beginning.” In it he spoke pre-
cisely of the shaping of the socialist conscious-
ness: days of voluntary work, known as com-
munist subbotniks, were an expression of the
concern of rank-and-file workers for raising
labor productivity and for the interests of soci-
ety as a whole. Why then did Lenin, in his
conversation with Maxim Gorky, fail to men-
tion either the subbotniks o. his article? One
would think that the example of the subbotniks
added strength to the theoretical reasoning.
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One could say that there was the practical
emergence of a new consciousness.

It would appear that Lenin spoke with Gorky
about the immense field of the human
consciousness which had to be cultivated,
while the subbotniks were no more than the
first few scanty shoots sprouting on it. Lenin
paid great attention to the events which testi-
fied to the emergence of new elements, but he
never tricd to absolutize events and even
phenomena, however encouraging they were,
and to regard them as a recipe for solving all
problems.

'n April 1920, Lenin was 50 years old, and in
a speech on his birthday he said that the dif-
ficult conditions of the Russian revolution had
not yet given the Bolsheviks an opportunity to
get down to tackling the most important and
the most difficult tasks of socialist construction.
This meant that there should be no conceit, no
exaggeration of the achievements. In that same
period, Lenin wrote his pamphlet for the forth-
coming second congress of the Comintern enti-
tled “Left-Wing” Communism — An Infantile
Disorder. On its first pages we find the same
ideas: Russia, but yesterday a backward coun-
try, is just taking the first few steps along the
highly difficult and long road of socialist
transformations.®

Lenin frequently found himself having tc
make much haste and to prod on the others.
Thus, he had to prod the members of the
GOELRO Commission to let him have the draft
for the electrification of the country as soon as
possible. Or, having once decided that the time
had come to “produce a dictionary of the real
Russian language . . . from Pushkin to Gorky,”
he immediately proposed the following: “What
if 30 scholars were to set to work at this, and
provided with Red Army rations?"'!?

But when it came to social phenomena and
changes in the life of the society, we find him
setting a quite different, historically long
period. When considering, say, the drive
against bureaucratic practices, Lenin said: “It
will take decades to overcome the evils of
bureaucracy.”'" Working to improve the state
apparatus, he emphasized that “there can
scarcely be anything more harmful than
haste.”'? He gave reminders that “in matters of
culture, haste and sweeping measures are most
harmful.”'* Dictating his last articles, he gave
the following advice: “It is time we did some-
thing about it. We must show sound scepticism
for too rapid progress, for boastfulness, etc.”'4
In the spring of 1918, when the expectations of
a worldwide proletarian revolution were still
so great, and when it appeared that it was only a
short run to communism, Lenin wrote: “The
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road of organization is a long road and the tasks
of socialist construction demand persevering,
long-continued work and appropriate knowl-
edge, of which we do not have enough. Even
the more developed generation of the imme-
diate future will hardly achieve the complete
transition to socialism.”'$

That was also his approach to the new disci-
pline: “We know that this will take an entire
historical epoch.”

Reflecting on Lenin’s character, Nadezhda
Krupskaya remarked: “He had lived through a
great deal, had thought things over and over
again, and he had the ability of fearlessly facing
the truth.”'s An excellent quality which every
communist needs! One must learn to take Le-
nin's exacting approach to what is going on.
One must never forget his injunction that ‘it
will take many years, decades, to create a new
labor discipline, new forms of social ties be-
tween people, and new forms and methods of
drawing people into labor.”!?

Compulsory for all

Those who knew Lenin remembered him as an
unassuming man who displayed much good
will in his personal relations. But the openness
and good-heartedness of his character did not
at all mean that he was always radiantly affable
and perfectly polite with everyone. Even as a
youth he had noticed that every enthusiast
tended to speak and write ‘“with fervor”: “Only
those who are accustomed to sitting between
two stools lack ‘fervor’.”'® Lenin’s tempera-
ment made itself known in literally every page
he wrote and every speech he delivered. His
temperament also quite naturally told in his
contacts with other people.

What was the attitude to Lenin's remarks
among those to whom they were addressed?
Lunacharsky says: “It was extremely rare for
Lenin to be angry, especially in the Sovnarkom.
But when he was angry, it was tough. And he
never minced his words ... But no one was
ever offended at having been ‘taken to task’ by
Lenin.” Is it quite true that no one was ever
offended? Is it true that no one was ever hurt in
his ambition and his self-esteem? No, Luna-
charsky insists, “a communist or a Soviet citi-
zen who is ‘offended’ with Lenin is ... some-
one altogether lacking taste, or even simply an
incredible figure.”!?

A large part of the explanation here is proba-
bly that the sharp words, caustic remarks and
gibes we find in Lenin's documents (and to say
nothing about them, incidentally, would, I
think, be depriving Lenin’s image of some
important features), always had a precise target
and a very good reason. Lenin directed his




wrath against acts and phenomena which even
today, honestly speaking, do not permit any
special choice of words. Lenin stigmatized
bureaucracy and red tape as an “all-Russia log-
jam.”2° About mismanagement and breaches of
discipline he says: “Whoever now departs from
order and discipline is permitting the enemy to
penetrate into our midst.”?! On communist
conceit, careerism and servility, he says: “One
must not see ‘intrigues’ or ‘counter-weights’ in
those who take a different view of matters or
who have a different approach, but must value
independent-minded men.”22

The way in which Lenin reacted, now wrath-
fully, now joyously, was determined only by
the matter in hand, by how rationally it was
being tackled, and never by personal sympa-
thies or hostility, old attachments or sudden
antipathies. Besides, according to former Sov-
narkom secretary Lidia Fotieva, he held that it
was “foul and unworthy of any Soviet citizen,
let alone a communist, to be rude and impolite
with anyone who was lower in status and so
could not retaliate.”23

The latter assertion could be a matter of some
perplexity: who, after all, could regard himself
as being an “‘equal” of Lenin's? He was, after all,
the “chiefest” of all, so how could anyone ob-
ject or retaliate! That is not so at all. The atmos-
phere in which Lenin worked was totally dif-
ferent. Andrei Andreyev, at one-time a CC
Secretary, recalled: “Everyone said just what he
thought, without fear of being rudely called to
order. One could argue with Lenin quite freely
on any question.”?4

Sharpness of tone is offensive when there isa
hint in it of disrespect for others. But it is
precisely what Lenin objected to most vehe-
mently. One of the old members of the Bol-
shevik Party Yelena Drabkina wrote: “It was not
the acts of the class enemies that aroused in him
such a fierce and relentless indignation: for the
class enemies there burned in his soul a flame
of sustained hatred. He was brought to explo-
sions of wrath most frequently by cases of heart-
less bureaucracy and inattention to the needs of
the people.”?5

And row for what is perhaps the main thing
in understanding the relations with those
whom Lenin guided in their work. At one con-
gress of Soviets he declared: “It is not for me to
object to harsh words . .. Only, in order to be
harsh one must have the right to be so, and the
right to be harsh is given by one’s words not
differing from one’s deeds.”2¢

When setting the tasks ahead for the party,
Lenin was always the first to start implement-
ing them. That was so in all things. When after
the victory of the revolution he began to speak

of punctuality, discipline and state respon-
sibility which applied to all the communists, he
made no exception for himself. With good right
he demanded that “party members must set an
example to all in labor discipline .. ."?” That
was so because he himself always set an exam-
ple. He was scrupulously strict with respect to
himself and gave this reminder to others: “If we
are conscientious in teaching discipline to
workers and ts, we are obliged to begin
with ourselves.”?8 Gleb Krzhizhanovsky, one of
his associates, says: “He could afford to make
demands on others, because he made bound-
less demands on himself.”"?*

He displayed this trait not only as head of
government but throughout the whole of his
life: in the trying years of his exile, and in his
contacts with party comrades and revolution-
aries from other countries. When Clara Zetkin
met Lenin three years after the victory of the
October Revolution, she at once remarked: “I
did not find Lenin changed in any way ... I
could swear that he was wearing the same
modest and thoroughly cleaned coat which I
saw him wear at our first meeting in 1907, at the
world congress of the Second International in
Stuttgart . . . Lenin behaved and spoke just as
he did before.”3°

The strictest self-discipline was such an or-
ganic strand of Lenin’s whole life, of his every
act that people stopped noticing it and took it
for granted. Much has been said and written,
for instance, about Lenin’s personal modesty
his democratic approach in everyday life, and
his constant rule never to differ in any way from
thoc. whom he met from day to day. When
entering a hall, he would present his pass to the
sentry at the first bidding. In a note to the head
of the Sovnarkom Managing Department, he
says: “l am paymg rsonally for my library . .
the library Lﬂ: Sovnarkom Manugmg
Depaltment is another matter.”’! Was that
modesty once again? On one occasion, he is-
sued a reprimand for an unauthorized increase
in his salary as Sovnarkom Chairman. He de-
manded that his driver, S.K. Gil, should be
careful not to break any traffic rules when driv-
ing across Moscow, and made the following
note: “Summon Gil and, for a start, only repri-
mand him (mildly), and warn him that... in
the event of a repetition it would be bad for
him.”32 Was that no more than modesty once
again?

Modesty — a quality we all cherish — will, of
course, be found in every one of Lenin’s acts
and gestures. But if we are to pay tribute to his
modesty on every occasion, will that not tend to
obscure an equally significant characteristic of
his, namely, his consistency and firm self-con-
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trol? To believe that it was no more than mod-
esty on his part to present his pass, to pay for his
books, to rescind an unauthorized order from
which he himself stood to benefit would mean
assuming, contrary to the communists’ moral
laws, that someone can rise to an official posi-
tion and take up a post in which he will no
longer be bound by the generally accepted
norms, so that the mere observance of them
would already testify to his modesty. Each of
the above mentioned episodes shows how
strictly and very harshly Lenin required the
undeviating observance of order, being con-
vinced that the law is binding on one and all.

Little drops and mighty ocean

The head of an economic agency attending a
Sovnarkom meeting once requested an appro-
priation of funds to build temporary housing
for workers engaged in peat-cutting: the esti-
mate was 4,000 rubles per house. However, an
objection came from a man from the People’s
Commissariat of Finance, who claimed that
4,000 was too much, and that no more than
2,000 should be given. Each argued his own
case, while Lenin kept writing notes to both. To
the first: “Have you ever built such houses? Are
you quite sure that you need 4,000 rubles?”’ The
answer came back on the same piece of paper:
“Of course I did.” The next note went to the
second man, from the financial department:
“Have you ever built any houses?” The latter
had to shrug his shoulders: he had never

done so.

When the debate was over, Lenin once again
repeated his question, this time for everyone to
hear: “Has either of the two ever built such
housing? Yes or No?" The first replied “Yes,"”
and the other — “No.” When putting the matter
to the vote, Lenin formulated it as follows:

“We have here two proposals. The author of
the first, who has experience, believes that it is
necessary to appropriate 4,000 rubles for build-
ing one house, while the author of the second,
who has no such experience, proposes the ap-
propriation of only 2,000 rubles.”33

The members of the Sovnarkom naturally
supported the first proposal, as evidently
everyone would have done in their place.

This episode, I think, shows that Lenin's
statesmanship always went right through to the
very gist of every matter. He was not to be put
out by any conventionalities, and he always
ridiculed convictions which amounted to in-
cantations: that is so, because it is so and cannot
be otherwise. You insist on your standpoint —
very well, let’s have the economic grounding,
and most importantly, show us that this will
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truly go to benefit the working people, the rest
being immaterial.

On one occasion Lenin said: “A piece of
negligence displayed in a small but important
matter.”34 He could be indignant over the poor
work of the telephone system, or call account
the person responsible for stalled elevators:
“This is utterly scandalous. There are people
with ailing hearts for whom it is harmful and
dangerous to walk up.”?* Even the slightest
matter is always highly important when it af-
fects people. According to Nadezhda
Krupskaya, Lenin “believed it to be necessary
to pay attention to trifles, and that only atten-
tion to them will make the Soviet apparatus
democratic, not formally democratic, but pro-
letarian-democratic.”*¢ These words showed
the social orientation and political substance of
Lenin’s style of work.

Much has been written about Lenin’s atten-
tion to “trifles,”” which are always designated as
“so-called trifles.” Where do these quotation
marks come from? They seem to come largely
from bourgeois-bureaucratic administration.
But Lenin’s class position oriented him toward
the human being, whom he was unable to re-
gard as a mote, a trifle which merely diverted
one from the ‘“supreme goals” of ad-
ministration.

“The machinery of Soviet administration
must work accurately, smoothly and swiftly.
Any slackness in it does damage not only to the
interests of individuals, but to the whole busi-
ness of administration, which becomes illusory
and imaginary.”3” There we have the task: ac-
curately, smoothly and swiftly. By the whole
practice of his decision-taking and the whole
style of his work, Lenin asserted respect for

human beings, setting an example to those who
worked with him,

The U.S. communist Albert Rhys Williams
said that Lenin’s office at the Kremlin was the
greatest reception room in the world. He also
witnessed the rare case when Lenin failed to
abide by the appointed reception time. There
was a crowd of people in the reception room
and they had waited for a long time. When the
door opened at long last, everyone was sur-
prised to find emerging from it not some
diplomat or other high-ranking person, but a
bearded muzhik in sheepskin coat and bast
shoes, a typical poor peasant of whom one saw
millions in Soviet Russia at the time. When
Williams entered the office, Lenin said:

‘““Please forgive me. That was a peasant from
the Tambov area, and I wanted to know what he
thought about electrification, cooperation and
economic policy. He was telling me such in-



teresting things, that I quite forgot about the
time.""38

Finally, there came December 12, 1922, the
last working day for Vladimir Lenin. No one yet
knew that Lenin would no longer be able to
work in his Kremlin office. His health was get-
ting worse and worse, but in everything he did
he continued to be just as amazingly punctual.
The day before, he wrote in French a letter to
the Italian socialist Constantino Lazzari about
the need for solidly uniting all the known revo-
lutionaries in Italy. On the evening of his last
working day, Lenin asked this letter to be sent
over with a trusted comrade. And later inquired
whether that had been done.*®

Everyone’s responsibility

Dictating his last articles at the close of his
days, Lenin remarked: “The practical purpose
has always been important to me.”# Indeed, he
was always concrete in all things, and in his
exactingness as well: “The most important
thing is to secure personal responsibility.’’4! He
believed that it was absolutely necessary to es-
tablish “the precisely defined responsibility of
every person holding any Soviet post for the
performance of definite, and clearly and
gxplicitly specified, functions and practical
jobs.””42

But is it possible — however clearcut the
allocations of duties and however detailed the
instructions — to cover the whole notion of
responsibility in a person who is not in-
different, a person who is far from being con-
cerned that “something may happen,” but is,
on the contrary, trying to the best of his ability
to perform what he has been assigned? After
all, among the numerous forms of the working
people’s struggle in the capitalist countries
there are so-called work-to-rule strikes, when
everyone remains at his work place and begins
to performn with unflagging zeal all the rules,
down to the last letter, without putting heart
and soul into what he is about. As a result,
railway timetables are disrupted, electricity
and water supplies become erratic, and so on.

What was Lenin's definition of the non-
formal responsibility, what was his view of it?
Here is only one story to illustrate it. It began
with an item in Izvestia on September 13, 1921,
entitled “Pauper Billionaires”: thousands of
tons of non-ferrous metals, high quality iron
and tools were lying about in the open in the
Simonovskaya suburb of Moscow. Lenin de-
manded an explanation and sent inquiries into
a number of departments: “I draw your atten-
tion to the item.”4* Step by step, he looked for
those who were responsible for this crying
mismanagement. When the head of the Central

Administration of State Warehouses declared
that he could not accept the responsibility be-
cause the matter had been taken “through to the
end nearly ten times, it seemed,” but that no
results had yet been achieved, Lenin wrote to
him: ““I took the matter through to the end
nearly ten times, it seemed,” you write. But the
whole trouble is that not once did you take the
matter through to the end, without any ‘it
seemed’.”’* What does Lenin mean by taking a
matter through to the end? In his view, the head
of the administration cannot be relieved of the
responsibility, because “you gave up in des-
pair, you did not fight, you did not exhaust all
the means of fighting.”4*

That is where Lenin saw the communist
functionary making his mistakes: he had failed
to use every means available to him, he did not
do everything he could have done. But Lenin
also held that if one is to develop a high sense of
responsibility, one has to be able not only to
make demands on everyone else, but also to
convince them that useful initiatives will meet
with support. Even in those days, Lenin took a
harsh attitude to those who encroached on the
possibility of businesslike criticism. One must
be patient in asserting the sense of responsibili-
ty; Lenin was convinced that the man in charge
of warehouses was wrong; still he did not has-
ten to call him to account, but found the time to
write him a letter running to several pages.

Much more could be told about Lenin’s
school of management, but the main thing in it
is the direct address to the masses, and this was
fully done from the very earliest days of the
October Revolution.

It is now even hard to imagine how they
managed to run a vast country in which the old
administrative machine had been broken up,
while the new one was just emerging. Besides,
the entrepreneurs, the share-holders and the
boards of directors were still there. But at the
very first meeting of the Sovnarkom, Lenin
proposed a “Draft Regulation of Workers’
Control”: “Workers’ control over production,
storage, purchase and sale ... shall be intro-
duced in all industrial, commercial, banking,
agricultural and other enterprises.”*¢ The old
system has been destroyed. Those who used to
rule the workers were now subordinate to
them!

Peasant “walkers” were coming in to the
Smolny to ask whether they could begin to
manage the landowners’ estates. The peasants
were not in the habit of trusting words, while
the Decree on Land published in the news-
papers and the handbills was not a piece of
paper addressed to them directly. So in his
“Reply to Questions from Peasants,” he says:
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“The Council of People’s Commissars calls
upon the peasants to take all power into their
own hands in their respective localities.”*” It
was up to the peasant to dispose of the land.
Lenin's “Reply” typewritten, stamped and
sealed, as a government paper had to be, was
taken away by every peasant who came to see
Lenin at the Smolny.

The Soviet government issued its Decree on
Peace. But the old army was still there, the
soldiers subordinate to the officers. How soon
would it be before a peace treaty with Germany
was signed ? Early on the morning of November
9, Lenin went to Novaya Gollandia (the loca-
tion of the naval radio station in Petrograd) and
addressed these words to all the soldiers of the
revolutionary army and the sailors of the rev-
olutionary navy: “Soldiers, the cause of peace is
in your hands!"’4® The soldiers learned that they
were authorized to elect their own represen-
tatives and to enter into armistice negotiations
with the enemy. The soldiers were given the
right to negotiate! The old army was exploded
from within.

Vladimir Nevsky, a Bolshevik revolutionary,
wrote: “Today . . . people who did not take part
in the struggle do not understand how out of

this universal chaos, ferment, countless crowds
of people filling the Smolny, the factories, club
halls and barrack-rooms, a truly mighty power

was as if instantly created and was able to
introduce order and organization into this tur-
bulent human sea. These people do not under-
stand the main thing, namely that we, the party
of the revolutionary proletariat, expressed what
was on the minds of the whole multi-million
working people ... Every worker, every sol-
dier, all the working people saw and under-
stood that we were fighting not for power for
ourselves, not for our own narrowly egoistical
interests, not for our own sweet food and drink,
while tens of millions of people were hun-
gry ... They obeyed us and followed us not
because we threatened them with jail, torture or
exile, but because we were brought forward by
these masses to put an end to the prisons, to the
torture and to the exile.”*®

Think of this and try to estimate, or even to
imagine how many thousands or millions of
men and women in the very first days of the
Soviet power found themselves involved in
running the state, about whose “undemocratic”
nature ourenemies have spoken somuch and for
so long!

Conversing with workers, peasants and sol-
diers at the Smolny and in the Kremlin, Lenin
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kept saying: “Comrade, I have confidence in
your strength.” History has borne out the jus-
tice of these expectations.
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Athos Fava

General Secretary,

An indispensable condition
of social progress

Communist Party of Argentina

Marxism-Leninism teaches us to analyze de-
velopments in their dialectical totality and
mutual relationship. In order to assess the situa-
tion now obtaining in Argentina following the
downfall of the dictatorship and define the
immediate objectives of the Argentine
communists we have to consider the balance of
strength in the world and the international
situation, for whose grave deterioration the
Reagan administration is responsible.

The U.S. invasion of Grenada and occupation
of that tiny island, whose people had ventured
to invoke their sovereign right to self-deter-
mination, further revealed the reactionary na-
ture of Washington's policy and showed that
violence is essential to that policy. Also evident
is the role that the USA aspires to play on the
continent at all costs and whatever the means.
In this situation there is an indivisible link be-
tween the establishment of stable democracy in
Argentina and the struggle for peace in Latin
America and the whole planet. It is obvious that
neither objective can be achieved without mili-
tant efforts by the masses.

Two sides of one process

The future of the entire human race and of each
nation, regardless of its economic and social
system, and the possibility of reinforcing, de-
veloping and deepening the rule by the people
and social progress depends to a large extent on
the coordinated actions of the broad anti-
Reagan front that is emerging in the United
States and Europe and also in Asian, African
and Latin American countries. Its task is to
bridle the arms race and prevent U.S. imperial-
ism from deliberately inflaming the situation,
creating hotbeds of tension, and unleashing
war in the Middle East, Southern Africa and
Central America.’

The most aggressive and reactionary ele-
ments of the ruling class of the USA and other
imperialist powers have their sights on gaining
control of the entire world, and to this end they
are resorting to anti-communist blackmail and
intimidation with the “Soviet threat” bogey.
The refusal by the White House and its NATO
allies to accept the series or any of the Soviet

Union'’s peace proposals is putting humankind
in an extremely dangerous situation. The USA
has begun to deploy medium-range nuclear
missiles in Western Europe against the will of
the peoples, of international public opinion,
and even of influential circles in that country
itself. These are seen as first-strike weapons.
This is an exceedingly serious factor of the
international situation, because under these
conditions even an accident can push the
world to the brink of total destruction. The
steps taken by Reagan and his NATO partners
are reminiscent of the irresponsible gambles of
Hitlerism.

The Soviet Union has repeatedly come for-
ward with constructive peace initiatives and
declared that it would not be the first to use
nuclear weapons. For its part, the USA torpe-
doed the talks on medium-range nuclear weap-
ons in Geneva, placing before the Soviet Union
the need to take defensive counter-measures to
protect socialism’s gains. By its policies the
homeland of Lenin is safeguarding our planet’s
right to life, which may be menaced if imperial-
ism achieves military superiority and suc-
cumbs to the temptation to launch a surprise
attack against the socialist world that would
inevitably erupt into a universal nuclear
catastrophe.

It should be emphasized that the struggle for
democracy, national independence and social-
ism is inseparable from the struggle for peace,
for cutting short the imperialist plans for a nu-
clear war, and for forming the broadest possible
anti-war movement.

The threat of a nuclear war hanging over the
world is making it imperative to reassess the
underlying purport of the activity of the entire
communist movement. The thing is to expose
the imperialist forces as the source of this threat
and eliminate the danger of a thermonuclear
war before imperialism is swept away by
history.

The Soviet stand is based on the principles of
the most consistent humanism. When the
danger of humankind’s total annihilation
exists, it is unrealistic, in speaking of the his-
toric mission of the working class, to deny
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priority to the task of defending its right to
exist, to life itself.

This applies fully to our country as well. The
future of democracy in Argentina, more, the
very possibility of coming to grips with and
surmounting serious socio-economic difficul-
ties, is inseparable from an independent for-
eign policy of peace. In fact, the destiny of the
Argentines as a nation depends on the obser-
vance of the principles of peace and peaceful
coexistence of countries with different socio-
politica! systems and non-interference in their
internal affairs.

The intensification of the nuclear arms race
in the South Atlantic is being furthered by the
existence of the military base on the Malvinas
and the presence there of NATO nuclear sub-
marines and by the stationing of U.S. missiles
in Western Europe. The racist regime of South
Africa has become imperialism’s aggressive,
strike force in the South Atlantic.

Not a single one of these facts is accidental.
The present war hysteria fanned by Wash-
ington is part and parcel of the policy framed
for Latin America and enunciated with rare
cynicism in the so-called Santa Fé document.!
It was written six months before the elections
that installed Reagan in the White House. This
overt scenario of blackmail and aggression
urged invading Grenada and Nicaragua, the
blockade of and provocations against Cuba,
and other steps designed to turn the Caribbean
into a “safe backyard” of the USA and gratify its
ambition to control the republics of the South-
ern Cone. Stress was laid on keeping open the
passage for big freighters and tankers along the
deep waters off Grenada and gaining control of
three oceans from bases on the Malvinas, in the
Beagle Strait, and in the Antarctic.

Hardly had the constitutional government
been installed in Argentina than the media
began to speak of U.S. pressure on it in the spirit
of the selfsame Sante Fé document. The Reagan
administration is pressing the Radical Civic
Union, which won the elections, to pursue a
“balanced” policy, in other words, to support
the USA’s aggressive actions in Central
America and enforce ‘‘demalvinization,”
meaning the muting of the natural patriotism
and anti-colonialism demonstrated by the
people during the Anglo-U.S. attack on the
Malvinas. In exchange, as though giving oxy-
gen to an ailing man, we are promised some
economic sops, which will evidently boil down
to an easing of the terms for repaying the exter-
nal debt.

Small wonder that the Argentine govern-
ment’s stand in relation to Central America is
becoming a sort of litmus paper making it pos-
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sible to foresee Washington's further moves. In
this context it is important to afford proper
recognition to the statements made by Presi-
dent Raul Alfonsin in his speeches when the
new cabinet took the oath of office. He said, in
part, that the USA should modify its behavior
in the region and pledged full support for the
principle of non-interference and for the ini-
tiatives of the Contadora Group.?

It is quite evident that Washington will try to
prevent the Radicals now in power from honor-
ing their promises and acting on their state-
ments about the situation in Central America,
détente as the alternative to the arms race, sym-
pathy for the non-aligned movement, and an
independent foreign policy based on ideolog-
ical plurality.

In the light of these factors it is important to
note that on many points the views of the new
Argentine leadership in this area coincide with
the program of the Communist Party of Argen-
tina. They are also close to the concepts of
Peronism and also of the majority of political
parties, including those belonging to the
Multipartidaria.? Of course, this is conducive to
pursuing an independent foreign policy line
reflecting our people’s desire for peace and
their determination to safeguard national in-
terests. The anti-war struggle and the actions
against U.S. interference in Nicaragua, Cuba
and other Latin American countries thus
coalesce with the Argentine people’s drive for
lasting democracy. It is precisely against
democracy that imperialism is planning a new
strike, so as by means of destabilization to keep
our country in the orbit of its global strategy.

The experience of 1976-1982 allows judging
the possible course of developments on the
continent. Despite the projections and cal-
culations of those who tried to tighten the
noose of Argentina’'s dependence, its
contradictions with imperialism continued to
grow. Moreover, as was noted in the com-
muniqué on the 1983 meeting of represen-
tatives of the fraternal parties of Argentina,
Bolivia, Uruguay and Chile, the whole of Latin
America “is going through the process of
struggle for democracy and the true sover-
eignty of the peoples, advancing along the path
of national and social liberation."”"4 At this meet-
ing it was declared: “We consider that it is a
sacred duty to combine the contribution of our
peoples with the efforts being made by the So-
viet Union and other socialist countries, the
non-aligned movement, the world communist
movement, many socialist and social demo-
cratic parties, and other democratic, pacifist
and anti-imperialist forces and the mighty
anti-war movement in Europe, the USA itself,




and the whole world to prevent Reagan and
U.S. imperialism from carrying out their in-
sane, inhuman plans.”*

In the Western Hemisphere the beginning of
the 1980s saw the triumph of the Sandinist
revolution in Nicaragua, the heroic liberation
struggle of the peoples of El Salvador and
Guatemala, and the simultaneous activation of
political forces and trade unions in the coun-
tries of South America upon which imperial-
ism and reaction had imposed military regimes
in the past decade.

The coming to power of democratic govern-
ments elected by the peoples of Bolivia and
Argentina, the successes of the progressive and
left forces in Peru, the recent elections in Vene-
zuela, the new situation in Colombia, the up-
swing of the militant mass people’s movement
in Chile and Uruguay (where the working class
plays a major role), the growth of the opposition
in Paraguay, and the ongoing anti-dictatorship
process in Brazil are evidence that changes
have commenced in South America as well.

The situation in the world, the Latin Ameri-
can continent, and Argentina itself shows that

never before have there been such a possibility
and conditions for rapidly building up a broad
anti-war offensive hand in hand with a power-
ful campaign against imperialist interference.
The South Atlantic must be turned into a peace

zone free of nuclear weapons. A condition for
this is the dismantling of the *“Malvinas
citadel” (the British military base on the Mal-
vinas used by NATO. — Ed.) and a just settle-
ment of the frontier dispute between Argentina
and Chile over the Beagle Strait. Born out of
suffering, such are the pressing demands of the
Argentine people and their yearning to resolve
the acute national problems created by the de-
posed dictatorship’s militarist policy.

The Argentine communists are aware of the
responsibility that the present situation de-
volves on all of them together and individually,
whatever their post. As dedicated fighters for
peace, we have to make the maximum effort to
turn these cherished aspirations of our people
into a broad, organized movement. It must be
our aim that in no trade union and in not a
single peasant organization, and in not a single
student, cultural, professional, women's or
other center should its specific activities fail to
be closely linked to the struggle for peace.

The conditions thus exist for an all-out peace
offensive against the adventurist policies of
U.S. imperialism and its NATO allies. The
direction of the changes that will be brought
about by the upcoming actions of the masses
will, of course, involve anti-war actions and
efforts to defend democratic gains and cut short

the destabilizing intrigues of U.S. imperialism
and its agents in our country.

The dictatorship has fallen,
the struggle goes on

Argentina’s political life has entered a new
stage that began with the restoration of
constitutional institutions and the assumption
of power by a democratic government.

Behind us are almost eight years of a brutal
dictatorship that left a legacy of many grave
problems. The nation has real prospects for
steady progress but, at the same time, it faces
many dangers. The further course of events
depends on how actively our people will parti-
cipate in them and on their efforts in the strug-
gle for their economic and political rights, for
saving humankind from a nuclear holocaust.

The ideological justification for the coup
accomplished in Argentina by the ultra-reac-
tionaries in March 1976 was the allegation that
the world was in the state of an undeclared
“third world war.” This argument together
with the theory about “ideological frontiers”
and the doctrine of ‘“‘national security” shows
how close the bond was between domestic and
foreign policies. The intertwining of the in-
terests of, on the one hand, the oligarchy and
big capital and, on the other, the U.S. trans-
nationals, which are spurring the arms race and
the creation of flashpoints of tension in Latin
America and elsewhere in the world, was the
prop of the repressive dictatorship that was set
up in accordance with a prior scenario. This is
what led to Argentina’s militarization.

The purpose of this scenario, called the
“process of national reorganization” by its au-
thors and executors, was to make us more
dependent on the USA and make Argentina
serve imperialism’s “vital interests” and global
strategy. But the war in the South Atlantic re-
vealed the total invalidity of these calculations.
The aims pursued by reaction were in conflict
with the tasks confronting the nation and this
soon grew obvious to everybody. It became
clear who were our enemies and our friends.

To assess the results and objectives of the
present stage of the consolidation of democracy
we have to analyze the principal lessons of the
struggle against the dictatorship, toward whose
dismantling a tangible and heroic contribution
was made by the Communist Party of Argen-
tina and the Communist Youth Federation.

We were able to recover from the heavy
blows only because we pursued a correct policy
and did not lose our links to the people.
Imperialist reaction sought to destroy the CPA,
isolate its leadership from the grass-roots
organizations, striking chiefly at one of the par-
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ty’s most valued components — the thousands
of activists — internationalists and ardent pa-
triots — linked to the people and devoted to the
working class and Marxism-Leninism.

The Argentine people have not forgotten that
the military coup was made possible by the
setbacks of the mass movement of 1969-1975.
These setbacks were due to the inconsistency of
the bourgeocis-reformist leaders. Already then
many people realized that it was possible to
advance toward genuine democracy only if
there was a lucid program, only if they knew
how to put it into effect, firmly pursued a policy
of unity (at the top and at the grass-roots) and
possessed a capable and determined
leadership.

The requirements remain in force. Instability
(whose roots lie in dependence, latifundism
and big associated capital) still permeates the
nation’s entire economic and social structure.

It must be noted that three mutually com-
plementing factors contributed to the disin-
tegration and downfall of the dictatorship.
These were the popular struggle against the
regime; the impossibility of further preserving
the model based on repression and de-
pendence; and, lastly, the contradictions that
were laid bare by the war for the Malvinas and
the consequences of that war.

Despite the assault mounted by the regime
against the working class and the entire people
in order to paralyze their actions and crush
mass organizations, the working people were
able to regain the initiative. They not only
withstood this assault but took the offensive
themselves, finding their bearings in the situa-
tion, striking at the enemy, and winning from
him more and more political space that ex-
panded considerably in 1981 and particularly
in 1982. In the long run this led to the collapse
of the dictatorship and to elections. Victory was
won as a result of the people’s actions along the
hard road of gradually accumulating strength.

In the course of the struggle we had to stand
up against a socio-political and economic re-
gime whose structure differed significantly
from traditional patterns. It articulated the
interests not only of the ultra-right sections of
society but also of the top military, and relied
on support from U.S. monopoly capital. U.S.
imperialism backed the repressive Argentine
dictatorship in order to make our country serve
its global policy of aggression and bring it into
the neocolonialist division of labor in the world
capitalist system. Transnational corporations
tried to turn Argentina into their trading sta-
tion. Their victims were all spheres of national
production, industry in the first place. Repres-
sion was intensified, especially against the pro-
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letariat. More than half a million workers were
added to the million jobless. The decline in the
social sphere, in culture, education, health care
and other areas was unprecedented.

A mass democratic movement came to life
gradually. Its participants put forward many
demands relating to the social and economic
needs of the working people, democratic free-
doms and human rights, the peaceful settle-
ment of the conflict over the Beagle Strait, the
preservation of national wealth and sovereign-
ty, anti-imperialist solidarity, and defense of
world peace. This movement spread to all sec-
tions of society, chiefly to the working class,
which ignored the conservative trade union
leadership and, in spite of its interdictions,
staged hundreds of work stoppages and several
general strikes.

In the course of the struggle, which eroded
the foundations of the dictatorship, we did not
lose sight of the principal enemy in and outside
the ruling military caste. The vicious suppres-
sion of the workers’ and popular demonstra-
tions of March 30, 1982 revealed that the coun-
try had matured for powerful nation-wide
anti-dictatorship actions. The imperialist ag-
gression in the Malvinas introducea a patriotic
note into the thinking of the Argentine people
and this acquired an anti-colonialist slant and
deeply affected the armed forces.

It must be emphasized that from the outset
we communists adopted a clear-cut stand that
was simultaneously patriotic, anti-imperialist,
and anti-dictatorial. This was expressed in our
slogan, which the people adopted: ‘“‘Malvinas
— Yes! But Also Bread, Jobs and Freedom!"”

By that time the regime had disintegrated
completely. The nation found itself in deep
crisis that affected all aspects of national life, all
sections of society, including the armed forces,
in which, after Malvinas, sharp contradictions
that had been latent manifested themselves
distinctly.

Looking back to these events we do not forget
that the determining factor in bringing down
the dictatorship was the struggle for civil and
human rights, which received a powerful im-
petus from international solidarity. It should be
noted, however, that the decisive battles were
in the country itself and that, as always, our
party was in the forefront and played its van-
guard role in the struggle for democracy and its
principles, for solidarity with political prison-
ers, and with the desaparecidos (missing).

As soon as the military seized power, the
CPA focused its efforts on supporting the ac-
tions of all the democratic forces coming out
against the regime. At our ninth national con-
ference in June 1981 we analyzed existing op-




tions and came to the conclusion that the strug-
gle for democracy was the basic task.

Today we understand that although the
people overthrew the dictatorship, the process
in which this took place suffered from a lack of
unity among the workers and other left forces,
with the result that a more radical denouement
was ruled out. The regime was dying slowly: at
first it grew weak, then broke and, finally, col-
lapsed. It is important to caution those who
believe that the very fact of elections will bring
Argentina conditions that will benefit all areas
of life. It should not be forgotten that sworn
enemies of our people still hold key positions
in the economy and that they are the mainstay
of political reaction, both civilian and military.

Democracy is inconceivable without a new
concept of defending national sovereignty,
without a new, popular economic and social
policy. In short, there is the alternative of
democracy or reaction; democracy or chaos;
stable democratic institutions or recurrent
putschism. Lastly, as the quintessence of the
aforesaid — liberation or dependence. This di-
lemma can only be resolved positively by a
powerful mass movement under the leadership
of the working class. Now that a constitutional
government has been elected, reaction wants to
force formal democracy upon us that will be no
more than a new facade for a refurbishing of our
dependence.

An important phase of change

These are some of the lessons of the anti-dicta-
torship struggle. Today it is imperative to ta e
these lessons into account if we are to preserve
and consolidate what has been won. Moreover,
this will help to counter reaction’s intrigues
and imperialism’s attempts to destabilize the
situation in Argentina. The notorious “process
of national reorganization” came to an inglori-
ous end. But there are still many thorns in the
nation’s body. The dictatorship has fallen but
there is still a very urgent need to unite all the
healthy and organized forces of the Argentine
nation in order to dismantle the repressive ap-
paratus and the so-called “parallel” terrorist
gangs — a task that the new government has
pledged and has already begun to carry out.
The democratization of the armed forces —and
this is especially vital at this phase — likewise
requires considerable and sustained political
effort. The principal enemies, who still exercise
economic power — the oligarchy and imperial-
ism — must be seen clearly.

The bitter experience of the past years has led
us to the important conclusion that the working
class has the potential for asserting itself as
society’s main force, forming broad and secure

alliances with other progressive sections of the

population. It has to be consistent in defending
its gains, the living standard achieved by the
working people, the interests of the entire
people and national sovereignty, and repulse
the plans hatched by imperialism. During the
same years it became obvious that the working
class can attain its longer-term objectives only
if it orients itself on its revolutionary, Marxist-
Leninist party. For that very reason, with its
sights on the future, the CPA has focused on
work among the proletariat — not only in its
propaganda work but also in its practical
activity.

After the Malvinas gamble the regime had to
loosen the reins. A new task faced the party,
that of fighting for the right to participate in the
elections. In the period from August 1982 to the
election date (a period of less than 14 months)
we had not only to acquire legal status but,
rallying our enlarged ranks, assess the situa-
tion, try to form election alliances, and get our
own election campaign going. This proved to
be not easy, of course.

Our party emerged stronger than ever from
the struggle against the dictatorship. Reaction
was able neither to destroy nor divide the party
although it inflicted serious losses on us. It
would be wrong to obscure the CPA’s successes
in this period, for by ignoring them we might
underestimate the new prospects. It would also
be wrong to obscure our miscalculations, to fail
to say what we did not achieve or what we were
unable to do. Both these points are today
extremely important for our work among the
proletariat, especially at big industrial enter-
prises and in workers’ neighbori.oods. The ex-
perience of the struggle against the military
regime and, later, the struggle to win voters
provided further evidence that this was where
the future was being made.

The election process deepened still further
the death throes of the regime. The election
campaign was a nation-wide process and this
was what unquestionably decided its outcome:
the dictatorship fell. The nation’s profound and
passionate discussion of cardinal problems of
domestic life and some international issues
continues to influence the new government. In
speaking of the results of the people's expres-
sion of will we should correctly define and
emphasize the significance of the immense
work accomplished not only by our party but
also by the Communist Youth Federation of
Argentina, which merits special mention.

In considering the present situation we base
ourselves on the conclusions drawn at the 15th
congress of the CPA held on September 5, 1983.
Let me explain that the congress was convened
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in accordance with operating legislation,
which we could not violate if we wanted the
party’s legal participation in the elections and
the acknowledgement of its status as a juridical
person. By that time it became necessary to
define our own stand at the upcoming elec-
tions, a stand based not on situation considera-
tions but on a look into the future, on an estima-
tion of how subsequent developments would
shape out. In other words, we had to pursue a
course that could help to form a national anti-
oligarchal, anti-imperialist democratic front for
peace.

The congress was told in detail how we acted
in trying to form an election front. There were
two options — either the broadest coalition
(together with the Multipartidaria) or a narrow-
er one, depending on circumstances. But our
efforts in this direction failed to get the support
of other parties

Both in the report and in the political resolu-
tion adopted by the congress we explained our
motivations for supperting the presidential
candidate nominated by the Justice Party as
stemming from the CPA’s consistent unity of
action with the Peronist masses and many of
their leaders. At the same time, the party reaf-
firmed its political independence and program,
nominating communist candidates for
thousands of posts of deputies and councillors
of municipal councils and other self-admin-
istrative bodies. It was decided to combine
efforts with the working masses influenced
by Peronism so as together to surmount all
difficulties and create a powerful front cham-
pioning national and social liberation. We
looked for mutual understanding with these
people and for that reason went to the elections
together, knowing that the Peronists comprised
the main contingent of the working class with
experience of socio-political struggle.

It must be said that in pursuing this course
the party was almost sure that the Peronists
would triumph. But even if we had been able to
gauge more accurately the sentiments of the
people and also the scale of reactionary propa-
ganda and the organizational level of the Right
during the elections — who laid obstacles to
the victory of candidates supported by the
workers — we would, of course, not changed
our tactics, for it was founded on principled
considerations. Despite the outcome of the
election campaign, which demonstrated the
distinct polarization between the Justice Party
and the Radical Civic Union — and this af-
fected the voting for the other parties, including
the Communist Party — this proved to be the
correct course. Our links to the Justicialists rose
to a new, higher level qualitatively and quanti-
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tatively. An end was put to formalism, and in
practice this meant that we established live
contacts with more than a thousand grass-roots
Peronist organizations — a result that the CPA
would never have achieved had it gone to the
elections alone.

Further, our deep-rooted and immutable link
to the proletariat permits us to resolve with
more confidence the task of ideologically and
politically enlisting to our side workers in cul-
ture and people belonging to the middle strata
both in town and countryside, who under
working class leadership adhere to more con-
sistent unitary and anti-imperialist positions.
Our party is enhancing its prestige and influ-
ence among this section of the population with
the successful use of other specific methods of
work.

To sum up let me emphasize that the party’s
election strategy was and is based on consistent
class principles and political necessity: our aim
is to move the axis of political power toward a
popular government. The participation in it of
representatives of the working class and other
exploited strata would be the decisive factor
ensuring constitutional stability and the im-
plementation of a program of far-reaching
reforms.

The election results show that a huge major-
ity of the people voted for stable democracy, for
life under conditions of peace, tranquility,
security and order. This was the vote of the bulk
of the numerically large middle class and it
brought the Radical Civic Union to victory.

In the face of new tasks

The new constitutional government, brought to
power by the elections, entered upon its duties
in Buenos Aires on December 10, 1983. Thisisa
heterogeneous, reformist bourgeois-democrat-
ic administration consisting of progressive and
conciliatory elements. The program aa-
nounced in President Raul Alfonsin’s first
address and the measures that mark the begin-
ning of his term of office mirror the legitimate
aspirations of the Argentine people.

At the present phase of Argentina’s political
life the main aim will unquestionably be to
preserve and consolidate the results of the vic-
tory won by the working class and all other
working people and, at the same time, continue
the struggle for a democratic, just settlement of
pressing problems. Naturally, it will not be easy
to surmount the difficulties confronting the re-
public, but it is making progress and much has
already been accomplished. Everywhere there
is a spirit of change, a will to cooperate and
build a democratic society under the banner of
Latin American anti-imperialist solidarity.




This should help to extricate the nation from
the grave economic and social crisis. The na-
tion’s healthy forces have realized that it is vital
to put an end to putschism once and for all.
There is growing understanding that Argentina
can successfully overcome the legacy left by the
dictatorship provided there is unity among all
true patriots and democrats.

The political resolution of the 15th congress
noted that “nobody can desire the defeat of the
future government because this would be a
triumph for imperialism and a misfortune for
everybody. On the contrary, we should to-
gether give effect to the action program ad-
vanced by the people in their unceasing strug-
gles, a program reflecting both the setbacks of
the past decades and the militant deter-
mination of the working people, of the rising
generation and of women.”® This is precisely
why, without abandoning its principles, the
Communist Party of Argentina favors the new
democratic administration. It will resolutely
sustain and direct the actions of its members
toward the maximum unification of forces cap-
able of implementing the legislative measures
or governmental decrees that accord with the
Argentine people’s will for democracy,
changes and peace. Guided by this, we intend
to be active in the struggle of the masses, par-
ticularly the struggle of the working class for its
economic, social and political demands. This is
the best way to counter the destabilization gen-
erated by the oligarchy and imperialism. How-
ever, the communists feel that it is their duty to
tirelessly criticize any decree or step by the
administration that runs counter or is prej-
udicial to the legitimate interests of the work-
ing people, compare its words with its deeds,
and work for unity of action that can rectify the
situation. This will simultaneously ensure the
defense of the interests of the people, chiefly of
the working class, and the needed stability of
the constitutional system.

For our part, we expect the government to
look boldly for ways of mobilizing all demo-
crats and patriots who advocated similar elec-
tion platforms in order to guarantee their actual
and not only “consultative” participation in
running the country, for this task is beyond the
power of a one-party administration. At our
party’s 15th congress it was stated: “It is not
enough to take the helm of power. Whatever
forces win at the elections they will inevitably
encounter serious problems. It will be neces-
sary to take prompt steps to dismantle the crim-
inal repressive apparatus brought to life by the
‘national security’ doctrine, cleanse and demo-
cratize the armed forces and the special units of
the security forces, modify economic and social

policy, and repulse imperialism and its
agents.””

It was stressed at the congress that there are
new, better conditions for the fulfillment of
these tasks. This is the result of the changes that
have taken place in the past decade in Ar-
gentina, Latin America and the whole world on
account of the new balance of strength in favor
of the fighters for peace, social justice and na-
tional liberation.

In our struggle for genuine, lasting democ-
racy the focus has returned to the role that will
be played in it by the working class. The forces
objectively desiring the return to power of the
authoritarian myrmidons of imperialism and
reaction are seeking to split the working class. It
is only actual working class participation in the
country’s administration that can ensure the
solution of the problem of the desaparecidos
and civil rights generally, the abolition of the
paramilitary gangs and the repressive ap-
paratus, the democratization of the armed
forces and their subordination to the con-
stitutional government. Also, there are urgent
economic and social problems, the external
debt, and the question of an independent pol-
icy based on principles of peace, active non-
alignment and respect for the right of nations to
self-determination.

The government’s first positive measures
and its underlying program guidelines,
enunciated in the address of the newly-elect-
ed president to the nation, have made it abun-
dantly clear that the government needs power-
ful and militant massive political and material
support that can counter the opposition of the
reactionary circles, the landowning oligarchy
and U.S. imperialism. They are at the moment
quiescent but have already begun planning to
torpedo the victory of democracy. Hence the
dilemma that we spoke of during the election
campaign: liberation or dependence? If we re-
solve it in favor of liberation we shall uproot the
causes of our society’s instability and move
toward national development in the interests of
the working people, of the entire nation, paving
the way for social justice.

The Argentine people sincerely wish that the
process that has started should develop in pre-
cisely that direction. In our drive to meet the
people’s hopes and translate their prospects
and potentialities into reality it is our duty to
help the people look soberly at things and shed
false illusions. Nothing drops out of the sky.
One has to fight for everything. The Communist
Party has no intention of sitting with folded
hands and indifferently gazing at the threat
being created for the government by pressure
from the reactionary anti-national and anti-

April 1984 25




people forces of the oligarchy and imperialism.
We know that a distinctive feature of the pres-
ent stage will be the reshaping of society’s
political fabric, a new regrouping of forces act-
ing for or against freedom and democracy.
These changes will affect the life of the whole
nation. As regards the government, processes
of differentiation will inevitably take place in
and outside it as the adopted program is put
into effect.

Argentina's problems are so serious and our
enemies so strong that we, and this must be
re-emphasized, can win only if all the pro-
gressive forces unite. For that reason, in fulfill-
ing its revolutionary duty, the CPA will fight
unflaggingly for the viability of democratic in-
stitutions and, by promoting the unity of the
working class, help it to discharge its historic
mission.

Whatever the trials awaiting our country, we
intend to regard as our paramount objective the

creation of the broadest possible anti-war front
capable of fusing with the worldwide move-
ment to prevent the nuclear catastrophe into
which imperialism is threatening to plunge the
human race. No promises or pressure will di-
vert the Communist Party — vanguard of the
working class of Argentina — from the path it
has chosen.

1. This document is considered in some detail in Rod-
ney Arismendi, “Global Madness Once More,” WMR, No.
7,1981. — Ed.

2. This group consists of Venezuela, Colombia, Mexico
and Panama and urges a political settlement of the situa-
tion in Central America. — Ed.

3. This multi-party union was formed in 1981 and con-
sists of the Radical Civic Union, the Justice Party, the
Movement for Integration and Development, the Christian
Democratic Federation, and the Intransigent Party. — Ed.

4. %uz pasa, Buenos Aires, November 30, 1983, p. 3.

5. Ibid.

6. Todos juntos, por la liberacion contra la dependen-
cia, Buenos Aires, 1983, p. 73.

7. Ibid., p. 30.

The main direction

Franz Muhri

Chairman, Communist Party of Austria

The 25th congress of the CPA took place in
Vienna on January 13-15 in an atmosphere of
exactingness and self-criticism. It considered
key aspects of the party’s activities, made a
Marxist-Leninist analysis of the present situa-
tion and, on its basis, drew conclusions
concerning the prospects for the party’s work.
Important decisions were adopted on making
this work more effective, and these were in-
cluded in a separate document, which, like the
other resolutions, was approved unanimously.

The congress demonstrated the party’s unity
on all basic issues. The Austrian communists
reiterated their internationalist unity and soli-
darity with the Soviet Union and other socialist
countries, the international communist, work-
ing class and national liberation movements,
and all other forces of peace and progress
throughout the world.

The present international situation, it was
stated at the congress, is characterized chiefly
by the growth of the threat of nuclear war and
the massive undermining of détente. This is the
policy of the Reagan administration, which is
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playing the role of an instrument of U.S.
imperialism’s most reactionary elements. A
special place in this policy is accorded to the
ongoing deployment of new medium-range
nuclear missiles in Western Europe.

As was noted at the congress, Reagan has
lately been trying to mask his real intentions by
posing as a “peace-maker.” He is using this
tactic on account of the upcoming presidential
elections in the USA in order to blunt the peace
movement. The struggle for peace demands the
exposure of this deceit.

In their assessments the delegates based
themselves on hard facts, which indicate that
there has been no change in the reactionary,
aggressive thrust of U.S. foreign policy. Reagan
says that the USA is ready to negotiate with the
Soviet Union, but it is his administration that
bears the responsibility for the suspension of
the talks in Geneva. All the proposals made by
the USA at these talks were aimed at achieving
military superiority over the Soviet Union. The
“readiness to disarm” vowed by Reagan is
nothing less than hypocrisy. For he has already




launched a new stage in the massive arms
build-up, including the militarization of outer
space.

The aggressive policy pursued by the USA is
spearheaded at the Soviet Union and other
socialist countries, at the international working
class and national liberation movements and,
in the long run, also at the USA’s own allies.
The ultra-reactionary imperialist forces putting
this policy into effect are obsessed with class
hatred for socialism, count on winning a con-
frontation with the socialist states, and are pre-
pared to push the West European peoples into
the flames of another war.

The USA'’s present course is a departure from
the policy of peaceful coexistence and a viola-
tion of the Helsinki accords: instead of moving
toward détente it is steering a course toward
confrontation; instead of honoring the obliga-
tion, codified in the Helsinki Final Act, to pro-
mote economic, scientific and technological
cooperation between countries it is having re-
course to economic sanctions; instead of
renouncing the use of force for settling out-
standing international issues as proclaimed in
the same Act, the U.S. President is not stopping
short of using military force to achieve the aims
of the USA; instead of observing the right, rec-
ognized at Helsinki, of each state “freely to
choose and develop its political, social, eco-
nomic and cultural system” the present U.S.
government has proclaimed the objective of
destroying socialism as a social system.

The analysis made of the international situa-
tion at the 25th CPA congress has been borne
out by subsequent developments: at the Stock-
holm Conference on Confidence-Building
Measures, Security and Disarmament in
Europe, the U.S. Secretary of State George
Shultz cynically declared that his country is
not inclined to recognize the post-World War II
European realities. This is nothing less than an
attempt to ignore the existence of the German
Democratic Republic and the entire socialist
community of nations.

A point especially emphasized by the Aus-
trian communists is that in the USA the most
reactionary circles are not only threatening
peace but assaulting the civil freedoms and
human rights they are allegedly advocating.
Evidence of this is the military invasion of Gre-
nada and other actions by U.S. imperialism,
which is coming forward as the mainstay of all
the authoritarian regimes and fascist dictator-
ships in Asia, Africa and Latin America. The
USA is flagrantly interfering in the affairs of El
Salvador, Nicaragua and countries of the Mid-
dle East. When Reagan talks of “freedom” he
means the freedom of the monopolies to reap

profits, to exploit and pillage not only the vast
majority of the American people but also the
peoples of developing countries and the
population of other parts of the world.

At our 25th congress we noted that in the
world today there is another, entirely different
trend marked by the beginning of a new phase
of the peace struggle. The Soviet Union and
other socialist countries constitute the prin-
cipal anti-war bulwark on the world scene. It is
due to their policies that humankind has the
possibility of preventing another world war, of
averting a thermonuclear catastrophe. The
proposals made by the USSR at the disarma-
ment talks pursue the sole objective of halting
the nuclear arms race and going over to dis-
armament on the basis of a military parity at the
ever lower level that would lead to the creation
of a nuclear-free Europe and a nuclear-free
world. As the Soviet leaders have stated time
and again, the USSR does not seek military
superiority but it will not permit military
superiority over itself on the part of the USA.
This approach is consistent with the interests of
the peace and security not only of socialist
countries but also of all the peoples of Europe,
of the whole world. This part of the world owes
its four decades of peace largely to the Soviet
Union and other socialist countries, to their
policy of peace. The stronger socialism is, the
more dependable peace becomes. The 25th
congress of the CPA stressed that peace and
socialism are indivisible.

The development of the mass peace move-
ment in Europe and in the USA itself, it was
noted at the congress, is a new major pheno-
menon of international life. It has become a
political factor that has to be reckoned with by
the enemies of peace. In Austria, too, the past
two years have witnessed the emergence of a
broad anti-war movement in which socialists,
Catholics, non-party people, and communists
work side by side. It has been demonstrated
that various forces can, despite their ideolog-
ical and philosophical differences, cooperate
for the sake of common interests, for the sake of
the paramount objective of averting a nuclear
war. An illustration of this has been the largest
ever national demonstration in the history of
the Austrian peace movement — it was held in
Vienna on October 22, 1983.

Although it failed to prevent the deployment
of new U.S. missiles from being started in
Western Europe, the anti-war movement in the
countries of that region has achieved tangible
results. In Austria, for instance, hundreds of
thousands of people have awakened to and
joined the struggle against the threat of war.
The leadership of the Socialist Party of Austria
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has had to reconsider its initially negative at-
titude to this movement. It can now no longer
forbid socialists from collaborating with the
communists in the struggle for peace. How-
ever, practice shows that at each step new ef-
forts have to be made to safeguard unity of
action against its adversaries, particularly
against the conservative elements of the Aus-
trian People’s Party and the Catholic Church,
which subscribe to the Reagan policies.

The communists have made and will go on
making a constructive contribution to the
development and strengthening of the Aus-
trian peace movement. A major task here is to
draw the working class and the trade unions
more actively into the anti-war struggle, to
support the growing Austrian movement of
solidarity with the peoples of Asia, Africa and
Latin America taking action against imperial-
ism, for freedom and social progress.

The defense of peace is the central national
task of our party. In this connection the 25th
congress advanced three main demands ad-
dressed to the Federal Government and the
parliament.

— stop evading a clear-cut assessment of the
stationing of new U.S. medium-range missiles
in Western Europe, protest against their
deployment, and support the demand for an
end to this deployment and for a return to the
situation existing before it was started as the
condition for a resumption of the talks on me-
dium-range weapons between the Soviet
Union and the USA;

— take effective steps to prevent television
and radio, which are state property in our coun-
try, from being used by imperialist propaganda
centers as instruments of the ideological prep-
arations for war;

— begin a gradual reduction of Austria’s
military expenditures and switch over the
military industry to the manufacture of civilian
goods and thereby allow for the preservation of
a considerable number of jobs.

Much attention was focused at the congress
on the political situation in Austria and on
some new elements of this situation which the
party should take into account in its struggle for
the people’s interests.

In Austria, as in other capitalist countries, the
cyclical crisis is intertwining with capitalism’s
~eneral crisis. On account of some special fac-
tors operating in the country, the consequences
of this were felt by our working people to a far
lesser extent than by the working people of
other capitalist states. These factors include, in
particular, Austria’s permanent neutrality, the
existence of a large public sector in the econ-
omy, the traditionally good relations with
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socialist countries, and the large tourist indus-
try. In the 1960s, in order to reinforce its posi-
tion, the social democratic government made
full use of these circumstances, which it por-
trayed as a success of its policy.

However, some time ago the crisis entered a
new phase. For the first time since the crisis
began Austria is witnessing the rise of mass
unemployment, which has affected young
people as well. It is estimated that in 1984, the
number of jobless, which is tending to grow,
will reach approximately 5 per cent of the labor
force, and the economic growth rate will not
exceed 2 per cent. The state debt will be in
excess of 400 billion schillings, while the
budget deficit will reach 100 billion. Under the
state-monopoly system the room which the rul-
ing class has for maneuver has diminished
substantially. This is the phase when the shift-
ing of the effects of the crisis to the shoulders of
the working people will result in a very visible
deterioration of the condition of many people.
Prices and tariffs have soared, the taxes paid by
the masses have grown, their socio-political
advances are being eroded, pensions are heing
cut back, and rents are rising. The wage rises
that the working people are winning through
negotiation no longer compensate for the ever
higher cost of living brought about by inflation.
At factories labor intensification and exploita-
tion have been escalated. As a result of the
ruthless measures of capitalist rationalization
and introducing new technologies a steadily
growing number of jobs is being abolished. In-
stead of promoting the people’s welfare, tech-
nological progress is increasingly boomerang-
ing against them. More pressure is being
brought to bear on the Austrian market by
competing monopolies of the EEC countries.

The leadership of the Socialist Party is still
pursuing a policy of “social partnership” with
capital on the government level and in the Fed-
eration of Austrian Trade Unions. Moreover,
the working people’s fear of finding themselves
unemployed is being shamelessly exploited as
a means of pressure in order to split the work-
ing class, erode its solidarity, and curb its
struggle for its interests. One of the charac-
teristics of the situation in Austria is precisely
that in large measure this policy of the social-
ists has hitherto been successful. But the aggra-
vation of the crisis, whose consequences affect
the condition of the masses, is undermining the
faith of a section of the working class in the
SPA'’s ability to slow down unemployment and
safeguard the people against more troubles.
Disaffectivn and readiness for resistance are
growing. In some communities and factories it
has been found possible to widen united action




by workers and to form anti-monopoly al-
liances of the working people.

Alongside the struggle for peace and in its
context the 25th CPA congress defined as the
second cardinal direction of our political work
the task of surmounting the paralyzing in-
fluence of the “social partnership” policy by
organizing effective action by workers on
socio-economic issues at factories and in the
communities. In this connection, the following
are the most important demands:

— a reduction of working time with no cut in
wages;

— the implementation of wages, prices, so-
cial security, and tax policies that would make
it possible to raise the real incomes and
purchasing power of the people;

— implementation of a planned structural
policy in industry aimed at enlarging the exist-
ing and creating new industries turning out
finished products; here priority to benefit by
this policy must be given to state-run factories
and privately-owned medium and small enter-
prises;

— fulfillment of a program of social housing
construction and of reconstruction of old
neighborhoods to offset the crisis in
construction;

— an end to the one-sided harnessing of the
Austrian economy to the requirements of the
EEC monopolies; and the maintenance and fur-
ther expansion of economic relations with
socialist and developing countries.

Environmental protection is now acquiring
growing importance. The maximum-profit-
oriented capitalist system stands in the way of
quick and effective measures in this area. The
communists are active in civic initiative groups
and various popular movements intent on
combating noise and air pollution, protecting
forests, and preserving the purity of water.
Effective environmental protection measures
funded from the profits of Austrian and foreign
big capital could, given correct policy, help to
preserve existing and create new jobs.

Jointly with the Communist Youth League of
Austria our party is running a campaign
against youth unemployment.

The communists have the important task of
making the working people understand that
there is a close link between the struggle for
jobs, for an extension of socio-political and
democratic gains, and the struggle for
disarmament and peace.

With the aggravation of the effects of the
economic crisis there have been significant
changes in the political sphere as well. At last
year’s elections to the National Council, the
Socialist Party of Austria lost its absolute

parliamentary majority. After 13 years of one-
party cabinets the SPA has formed a coalition
government with the Austrian Party of Free-
dom, which is more to the right on many poli-
tical issues than the opposition Austrian
People’s Party, which represents the big bour-
geoisie. There has thus been a further
“creeping” movement to the right in govern-
ment policy. “Social partnership” remains a
specific form of sustaining the domination of
state-monopoly practices.

The crisis and the exacerbation of the sys-
tem’s contradictions nourish the activities of
neofascist elements and help to reanimate reac-
tionary and anti-democratic trends. The 25th
CPA congress reiterated that there is a need for
an anti-fascist united action policy aimed at
banning neofascist organizations and their
propaganda, and guaranteeing compliance
with the anti-fascist provisions of the State
Treaty and our constitution in the spirit of the
slogan: “Fascism Must Never Recur, War Must
Never Be Repeated.”

The Austrian People’s Party is, in its drive to
make political capital out of the people’s dis-
affection, resorting to bare-faced social dem-
agoguery, as a consequence of which it re-
ceived more votes and mandates at the latest
elections. As the party of the working class, the
Communist Party of Austria sees a serious duty
in exposing the political deceit practised by the
APP leadership, whose true intentions are to
place more burdens of the crisis squarely on the
shoulders of the working people. It would like
to give the public sector to Austrian and foreign
capital, curtail the social and democratic gains
of the working people more drastically, and
ensure to big capital a further growth of its
already high profits. In this context, by means
of comradely discussions with their class
brothers in the Socialist Party, the Austrian
communists are trying to explain that the SPA
leadership bears the responsibility for the pol-
icy which enabled the APP to advance at the
elections, partly at the expense of the SPA itself.
The ideology and practice of “social partner-
ship” are blurring the class consciousness of
the workers, with the result that many of them
believed they were justified in voting for the
APP. By shifting the burdens of the crisis to the
working people, the government is giving that
party a convenient pretext for its demagogic
criticism. The anti-communism that is injected
by the right-wing SPA leaders day after day
into the minds of the workers is one of the main
reasons that the disaffected working people are
not moving to more left positions and vote for
the APP instead of the Communist Party.

To sum up, it may be said that the political

April 1984 29




situation in Austria is characterized by some
new elements, which, while they are making
new demands on the communists, are opening
up new opportunities for us. The actual role
played by the Communist Party in Austria's
political life is unquestionably much bigger
than can be gauged from the results of various
elections. Much of the work of the 25th con-
gress was devoted to a self-critical analysis of
our activities, to the ways and means of improv-
ing them. The relevant conclusions cover three
main directions:

—a dramatic invigoration of politico-
ideological work in and outside the party and
of the political orientation in the work of lead-
ing bodies and all organizations. A major
objective of the struggle to defend and extend
socio-political and democratic gains and of the
struggle for peace and social progress is to re-
pulse all varieties of anti-communism and
anti-Sovietism. It is especially important to
popularize our new party program adopted two
years ago at an extraordinary party congress;

— a cardinal aim is to harmonize political

and ideological activity, reinforce organiza-
tional work and to orient our efforts toward
united action and alliances — this makes it
imperative for all leading bodies, beginning
with the Central Committee, to develop a more
effective style of work. It is of the utmost impor-
tance to strengthen the primary organizations;

— work among young people must be
intensified. The enlistment into the party of
young people, particularly young workers, and
the training of new militant cadre for all levels
of leadership are a key question of the party’s
life. The CPA needs its veterans and their
experience, but it also needs young people, for
they are our future.

The decisions of the 25th congress usher in a
new phase in the work and struggles of the
Communist Party of Austria. Developments are
increasingly bearing out the assessment given
in the party’s new program: “The CPA exists
not for its own sake; it emerged because it was
needed by the working class; today it is needed
more than ever by the Austrian people, by the
Austrian working class.”

A new situation and new prospects

Hermann Gautier

Deputy Chairman, German Communist Party

The German Communist Party held its seventh
congress in Nuremburg on January 6-8 of this
year. The constituent congress of the Com-
munist Party of Germany was held 65 years ago,
at the close of 1918 and the beginning of 1919.
The founding of the party was a historic event,
a noteworthy milestone of the history of the
German and international working class
movement: within weeks of the November
Revolution the proletariat of Germany formed
its revolutionary party of struggle for peace,
employment and socialism, a party whose pol-
icy and activity were determined by the
theories of Marx, Engels and Lenin.

The latest congress reflected the continuity of
the history of our communist movement. The
atmosphere that reigned at it mirrored the great
changes that had taken place on German soil, in
Europe, and throughout the world during the
past six decades and, in the first place, during
the years that had elapsed since the liberation
of peoples from Hitlerite fascism. What in 1918
was only embryonic has today become in-
controvertible political reality: imperialism is
historically on the defensive. The world is
going through the epoch of transition from
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capitalism to socialism inaugurated in 1917 by
the Great October Socialist Revolution in Rus-
sia. The imperialist system is in the vice of a
steadily aggravating general crisis. At the same
time, ever since the liberation of peoples from
Hitlerite fascism the threat to peace has never
been so great as it is today on account of im-
perialism’s policy of nuclear confrontation,
building up armaments, and stationing new
American offensive first-strike nuclear
weapons in the FRG and other West European
countries.

The congress delegates considered the objec-
tives being set the communists by the struggle
for peace and jobs and by the struggle for the
people’s democratic participation in
decision-making affecting the life of the
country.

The co ss had to answer questions posed
by the changed situation and new prospects.
These are characterized, on the one hand, by
the mounting threat to peace in the heartland of
Europe and the intensifying assaults by
monopoly capital of the FRG on the social and
democratic rights of the people. On the other
hand, the working class and all other anti-




monopoly forces are getting new opportunities
for effective action. Held under the slogan of
“Peace Must Triumph! Jobs Now, Not
Missiles!” the congress made a large contri-
bution to the further unfolding of the peace
movement, to the fightback of the workers of
one of the most highly industrialized countries,
where capitalism’s vices have grown un-
precedentedly acute as a consequence of the
Crisis.

In the situation stemming from imperial-
ism's heightened aggressiveness, the GCP has
demonstrated that it is a militant creative
organization, a party of peace, labor and social-
ism, helping to unite the democratic and peace
movements. It has always been prepared for
dialogue with other democratic and left forces,
without sidestepping pressing problems and
without shedding the consciousness that far
from diminishing the role and responsibility of
the communists have now grown. In the light of
the lessons and experience of the past, the party
sees its paramount task in turning the FRG into
a factor of peace and safeguarding the working
people’s social and democratic rights, which
are threatened by big capital. In short, the GCP
is working to achieve a turn from the build-up
of weaponry to disarmament, from mass
unemployment to the creation of more jobs,
from restrictions on democracy to the demo-
cratic participation of the working people in
decision-making affecting the life of the
country.

At the Nuremberg congress a profound
analysis was made of the situation in the Fed-
eral Republic. A distinctive feature of this situa-
tion is that with the approval of the federal
government the Reagan administration has
turned the country into a launching site for U.S.
nuclear systems. The first action-ready U.S.
Pershing-2 medium-range missiles that have
been deployed can strike major centers in the
Soviet Union within six to eight minutes.
These missiles are offensive weapons, which
the USA calculates will give it military
superiority and the ability to strike the first
“decapitating” blow at the socialist countries,
the Soviet Union above all.

The imperialist plans are adventurist and
deadly dangerous. The deployment of missiles
is increasing the war threat for all peoples. The
most aggressive forces of U.S. imperialism can
in fact drag our country, Europe, and the whole
world into a disastrous nuclear catastrophe.
The danger has grown of war breaking out
again on German soil, of the Pentagon’s irres-
ponsible, anti-communist adventurists push-
ing the button and turning the Federal Re-

public of Germany into the seat of a global
nuclear conflagration.

It was stressed at the congress that those who
want peace should resist the policy of con-
frontation and build-up of armaments pursued
by Reagan and the NATO leadership. The
working class and peace movements must bear
in mind history’s lessons, which are acutely
topical today. Hitler's “crusade” against the
Soviet Union with the objective of destroying
socialism was preceded by the suppression of
democracy, by the persecution of communists
in the country. This then erupted into an
imperialist war to give German imperialism
world hegemony. The current anti-Soviet
“crusade” proclaimed by the Reagan ad-
ministration envisages the use of nuclear
weapons and can lead our people to destruc-
tion. For that reason, in their policy the FRG
communists are guided by the principle that
war should never again begin on German soil.
As patriots and internationalists, the com-
munists have reiterated at their congress that
they will never reconcile themselves to the ar-
bitrary action of missile deployment; we shall
not rest until the U.S. nuclear missiles are
withdrawn from our country.

The German Communist Party has stig-
matized the right-wing conservative federal
government, which subserviently accepts U.S.
doctrines and has opened the country’s doors
to U.S. offensive weapons. We repeated that we
are not indifferent to whether it abides by the
U.S. strategy of war or by the national, Euro-
pean policy of peace. The GCP insists on the
government pursuing a course consonant with
the interests of our people, and this means a
policy that precludes war breaking out on Ger-
man soil.

We emphatically reject the assertions of
government spokesmen that the stationing of
missiles has changed nothing and that the situ-
ation is the same as that which obtained in the
1970s. The fact is that now everything is
different.

The prattle of the ruling circles is deceiving
the people. Its aim is to calm and lull public
opinion. In Bonn they are counting on con-
cealing from the people that against all reason
they are backing the U.S. preparations for a
nuclear war. The government is clearly afraid
that more and more of our people will become
increasingly militant in the fight for peace. It is
for that reason that it is disputing the fact thst
the deployment of missiles has ushered in a
dramatic change of the situation and is hoping
to camouflage its sinister alliance with the
Reagan administration obsessed with missile
mania.
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It is perfectly obvious that all people who
cherish peace should know who is threatening
them, who bears the responsibility for the new
spiral of the arms race, and who wants to eli-
minate the threat of a nuclear war.

The war threat emanates, above all, from U.S.
imperialism, from the Reagan administration,
which is pursuing an anti-communist
“crusade” policy, seeking to “decapitate” the
Soviet Union, and ignoring all the constructive
peace pyoposals of the USSR and other socialist
countries. Not a single political leader with the
minimum sense of reality and understanding of
his people’s national interests can approve of
Washington’s adventurist course. We shall
continue tc pressure the government of our
country, demanding that it conduct a policy of
reason and national responsibility in keeping
with national interests, that it stop supporting
the murderous plans holding out the threat of
irreparable disaster for our people.

The GCP, with all the energy at its command,
is fighting the lie about the “threat from the
East,”” from the Soviet Union, that is being
spread by statesmen and the mass media run by
the big bourgeoisie. This invention is used to
hide the horribly dangerous aggressiveness of
the missile policy pursued by U.S. imperialism
and NATO.

We tell the people that history is proving that
war and the threat of war have never originated
from the Soviet Union, that their source has
always been imperialism. The latter will never
be reconciled to the fact that the balance of
strength in the world is steadily changing to its
disadvantage, that it has had to suffer political,
economic and military reverses on the inter-
national scene, that lately, especially in the
1970s, it has lost many important positions.
Imperialism’s growing aggressiveness is thus
an expression of its own mounting crisis, a
result of the fact that the advocates of the out-
worn capitalist system have been pushed out of
positions they once held. They cannot deliver
capitalism from the vices implicit in it and are
afraid of the historical alternative to the capital-
ist system of exploitation of man by man. They
fear socialism. Hence, as they see it, the new
social system must be destroyed; motivated by
their fear of the example set by socialism, by the
world free of capitalists, unemployment and
uncertainty of the future, they are calling for the
eradication of what they term “evil.” U.S.
imperialism is clearly prepared to play with the
destiny of humankind in order to escape the
verdict of history. This was precisely the
assessment given by the seventh congress of
the class essence of the Reagan administra-
tion’s policy of confrontation and war, a policy
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that is backed, as if they were bent on suicide,
by representatives of the ruling circles of the
Federal Republic and other NATO countries.

Capitalism’s development invariably reaches
a point, it was noted at the congress, where for
the ruling monopoly bourgeoisie a big war be-
comes necessary in order to get rid of what it
sees as superfluous labor power and excess cap-
ital, so as to have new markets on the ruins left
behind by war. To close this “road” for capital-
ism is a cardinal task of the FRG communists, of
all the peace forces, because in the prevailing
situation another war in Europe would develop
into a world war that would imperil the exist-
ence of civilization as a whole.

We communists have stated once again that
the peace forces are now strong enough to stay
the hand of imperialism and save the world
from a nuclear holocaust. Jointly with all
the other peace forces, existing socialism can
successfully uphold peace. The Washington ad-
venturists and their reactionary vassals in the
Federal Republic of Germany will have to real-
ize that existing socialism has a large enough
economic, scientific and technological poten-
tial to preserve the military equilibrium in any
circumstances. The congress recorded its high
appreciation of the constructive and active pol-
icy of the Soviet Union and the other countries
of the socialist community. Far from being in-
terested in the dangerous stockpiling of
weapons, the socialist countries are doing all in
their power to stop the further spiralling of the
arms race, to move to a worldwide process of
limiting weapons and achieving disarmament.
This would do away with the threat of a nuclear
catastrophe once and for all. Socialism'’s entire
record shows that it is a social system of peace.
There are no social forces in it that would gain
from an escalation of the arms race or would be
interested in war. On the contrary, the whole of
socialism’s state policy is aimed at improving
the people’s life and reducing to the necessary
minimum the funds allocated for military
needs.

The communists of our republic see an im-
portant task in disseminating these funda-
mental truths in, among others, the peace
movement. The community of socialist states is
the most dependable ally of this movement in
capitalist countries. We are therefore making a
big effort to cut short the attempts of the anti-
communists to split it; we are stigmatizing the
attacks on existing socialism, seeing them as
attacks on the vital interests of working people,
of all the peace-loving citizens of our country. It
is our unshakable stand that the peace move-
ment should continue to abide by clear-cut de-
mands and preserve its unity of action.




The congress stressed the necessity of paving
the way for a genuinely national policy, a
policy of peace, of European security and co-
operation. A foreign policy course of the FRG
that would meet the interests of our people
must be a course toward détente; it must be
oriented on full compliance with the Helsinki
Final Act and the treaties signed with socialist
countries. The communists of the FRG are
strongly opposed to what is called “ensuring
security” through a “positions of strength” pol-
icy, by an arms build-up, by seeking military
superiority through nuclear intimidation. The
GCP demands a new strategy for ensuring
security that must be determined by the follow-
ing principles: this must be a line toward pre-
venting war, a line of energetic efforts toward
reducing nuclear and conventional weapons; it
must be anti-militarist and it must be founded
on the people’s participation in decision-
making.

In keeping with these principles, the GCP is
submitting the following suggestions in the
discussion of the peace movement’s political
objectives:

— the peace movement should pursue the
objective of preventing the further deployment
of U.S. medium-range nuclear missiles in the
FRG and getting the systems already installed
dismantled. In accordance with Sweden’s
recommendation, our country should, as the
GDR has done, declare that it is prepared to
include its territory in a Central European
zone free of theater and tactical nuclear
weapons;

— the Federal Republic of Germany should
urge the Warsaw Treaty Organization and
NATO to conclude a treaty on the non-use of
military force, on renouncing the first-use of
nuclear and conventional weapons;

— all of the country’'s peace forces should
take action to make the FRG free of stockpiles of
chemical weapons and toxic substances. There
must be strict compliance with international
understandings on the banning of bacterio-
logical weapons and toxins, and an inter-
national convention must be concluded on the
prohibition of all kinds of chemical and radio-
logical weapons;

— the FRG should oppose the USA’s plans
for militarizing outer space and it should insist
on a ban on the deployment of any kinds of
weapons in outer space. The cosmos should be
used exclusively for peaceful purposes;

— the peace movement in the FRG should
subscribe to the American peace movement’s
demand for a freeze on weapons and urge the
immediate implementation of that demand. It
is vital to freeze and subsequently reduce the

stockpiles of nuclear and conventional
weapons in order to strengthen peace, stop the
social dismantling, finance the job-creation
program, and help abolish hunger and poverty
in developing countries;

— all the forces of peace and reason must be
mobilized for determined action against the
USA'’s aggressive military doctrine, which en-
visages an offensive war and the first-use of
nuclear weapons. The Rogers plan and the
“air-land battle” concept must not be allowed
to remain the foundation of NATO'’s strategy.
The objectives, training and armament of the
Bundeswehr should serve exclusively de-
fensive purposes. There must be determined
action against its use outside the NATO zone;

— there must be compliance with and im-
plementation of the treaties signed with
socialist countries; these treaties have shown
that they are a good foundation for peaceful
relations. Our people can benefit not from the
policy of confrontation, embargo and boycott
pursued by U.S. imperialism, not from an eco-
nomic war against the socialist states, but ex-
clusively from a policy of peaceful coexistence
with them, détente and cooperation, and a cli-
mate of mutual understanding and respect;

— untiring efforts should be made to hold
the Federal Republic back from any
neocolonialist expansion and blackmail rela-
tive to the developing countries. An end must
be put to all support for reactionary regimes,
whether it is economic or military aid (direct or
indirect) or supplies of armaments.

Additional efforts have to be made, it was
noted at the congress, to invigorate the peace
struggle. There are new opportunities for link-
ing the working class movement still closer to
the movement for peace and ensuring the latter
with broader support from the people of the
FRG. Developments will very soon show that
this movement will not go into decline, as the
ruling circles would like, that it will not sub-
side and ebb but, on the contrary, will be more
intensive because with the deployment of mis-
siles having begun the threat to our country and
the life of the people has grown, not lessened.

The slogan of the congress — ‘“Peace Must
Triumph! Jobs Now, Not Missiles!” — pointed
to the close link between peace and employ-
ment, betweun armaments and unemployment,
between war preparations and social disman-
tling. That this is an unbreakable link is seen not
only by us, communists. In the trade unions
and among ever larger sections of the people
there is growing understanding that the
foundations of security and social well-being
are undermined where preparations are being
made for war.
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In the FRG more than three and a half million
persons are victims of mass unemployment, the
switch to a shorter working day, and the short-
age of places in the system of job training. The
protracted unemployment, which is affecting
millions of people, especially young workers,
is in the 1980s the most vicious social scourge
of the capitalist profit-oriented system. For that
reason the demand “Jobs Now, Not Missiles!"
is not only a political slogan but an expression
of a program of struggle. We communists are
complementing it with other slogans and de-
mands, namely, ‘“Education, Not Bombs!”,
“Reduce the Military Budget, Raise Wages and
Pensions!”, “A 35-Hour Working Week With
No Wage Cuts!”

The ruling circles of West Germany who won
the elections of March 6, 1983, not least as a
result of their promise to bring about an up-
swing of the economy, are unable to cope with
mass unemployment or provide young people
with education and vocational training. Their
policy is oriented toward increasing enterpre-
neur profits, accelerating the arms build-up,
and shifting the entire burden of the capitalist
crisis onto the shoulders of the working people.
Already now every family of four is paying
5,000 marks annually for the purchase of tanks
and Tornado aircraft and for the deployment of
nuclear missiles.

The social degradation and the drastic reduc-

tion of appropriations for social requirements
are acquiring increasingly dramatic forms. The
millions living in poverty are falling into great-
er poverty. And this in one of the richest
capitalist countries. Only those who are serving
the interests of monopoly and military-indus-
trial capital are making growing profits and

running thriving businesses.

At the seventh congress we noted that the
deepening of capitalism’s crisis is leading to
the creation of a new economic and socio-poli-
tical situation for the workers. The conditions
of the class struggle have changed. The associa-
tions of big capital are employing a strategy of
provoking conflicts. As distinct from past
years, today the working class cannot, without
relentless struggle and solidarity, defend those
rights and gains that it has already won, let
alone obtain vital social and democratic
improvements. In this situation the right-wing
social democrats are finding it much harder to
sustain among workers the illusion of “social
partnership.” It is becoming ever clearer that
there must be a response to the intensification
of the class struggle from above, with a
fightback from below.

Among the working people there is a harden-
ing determination to resist, not least as a result
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of our work. This is exemplified by the major
actions in defense of jobs at shipbuilding yards,
steel mills, and many other enterprises. At the
party congress we charted the strategy of the
class struggle for peace and jobs, and drew up a
concrete action program for jobs and social
security.

The main points of this GCP program give
the working people fearing for their jobs, pen-
sioners, young people and women, whose so-
cial interests are brutally attacked, unemployed
and all other people who are being pushed into
destitution and social degradation, the answer
to the question of how to defend common in-
terests through joint action against capital.

The struggle begins at factories where the
workers defend their own jobs and demand the
creation of new jobs in order to restrict and end
mass unemployment. Here it is a question of
actions by the unemployed for their interests, of
solidarity with immigrant men and women
workers, of a demand for a radical change from
a policy of building up arms and preparing for
war to a policy of détente, disarmament and
peaceful cooperation. The task is to secure a
redistribution of social wealth in favor of the
working people, a reorientation of state fiscal
policy toward fairer taxation, an improvement
of social and cultural services, effective parti-
cipation of the working class in managing the
economy, and the transfer of key industries to
the state with democratic control exercised by
the workers and their trade unions.

The GCP is wholeheartedly backing the ac-
tions of the trade unions for a 35-hour working
week with preservation of the full wage. This
would create 1,500,000 jobs. The demand for a
diminution of working time by shortening the
working week, lengthening annual leaves, and
lowering the pension age without any reduc-
tion of pensions constitutes one of the main
directions of the struggle to contain the growth
of mass unemployment, preserve jobs, and
create new ones. The associations of entre-
preneurs and the federal government are doing
everything to parry the demands of the trade
unions for shorter working time and a job-
creation program. Together with our class com-
rades, members of the Social Democratic Party,
trade unionists, and other representatives of the
democratic forces, we communists are pointing
out that there is a possibility for a change to-
ward ensuring employment. We believe that
the strategy of the monopolies should be coun-
tered with the democratic economic and social
strategy of the working class.

An alternative economic policy of the work-
ing class is a policy of peace and anti-monopoly
fightback. Its objective is to be that the country’s




large economic potential should serve not the
interests of monopoly capital and its pursuit of
profits and the arms build-up, but the social
and cultural interests of the people.

It is our belief that the debate about an alter-
native economic policy will also evolve into a
debate over the question of property and power
in the FRG, that among the working class and
young people there will be increasing
understanding that the power of big capital has
to be limited and ultimately ended. This is the
goal of the communists, who see their
paramount task in explaining the socialist
alternative which leads to the reshaping of
society.

Even in the bourgeois mass media the reports
about our congress stated that the GCP is seek-
ing unity of action with the social democrats
and cooperation with the Greens, and develop-
ing ways and means of stepping up its work in
the peace movement. The bourgeois press,
which often does its repnrtin;Iglmug the
crooked prism of anti-communism, has on this
occasion given the facts correctly: the congress
has reaffirmed that the line toward unity of
action of the working class, cooperation with
the social democrats, the formation of demo-
cratic alliances, and strengthening the peace
movement has been and remains the pivot of
communist policy.

There are big new opportunities for coopera-
tion with the social democrats and the Greens.
We have in mind actions demanding a halt to
the deployment of missiles, the withdrawal of
the U.S. medium-range missiles already sta-
tioned, the conclusion of a non-aggression trea-
ty between NATO and the Warsaw Treaty
Organization, the struggle against the Ameri-
can policy of arbitrary actions and the Reagan
course of high interest rates prejudicial to our
economy. Moreover, we mean actions in de-
fense of jobs, for a shortening of working time,
against social dismantling and restrictions
on democracy, against neo-nazism, :and for the
people’s democratic participation in
decision-making. The readiness for coopera-
tion is not only a statement of our intentions but
a political line that has been reaffirmed by the
congress. We shall spare no effort to carry it out.

The congress approved the results of the
work accomplished by the party. The party has
grown stronger.* It now has deeper roots
among the working people and the rising gen-

*The congress was attended by 778 voting delegates
and guest delegates representing more than 50,000 mem-
bers. Of these, 556 were under the age of 40 (280 under the
age of 30) and 292 were women. Of the total, 578 were blue
and white-collar workers, 58 were intellectuals, and the
rest were students, pensioners and housewives.

eration. We are doing everything to extend the
GCP influence dramatically over the next few
years. This is the purpose of the Thaelmann
Enrollment, which will be preceded by a cam-
paign to enlist young people into the party and
increase the readership of the GCP’s newspaper
Unsere Zeit. The congress passed a resolution
to conduct this enrollment in the period from
September 1, 1985 to April 16, 1986 in honor of

the centenary of the birth of Ernst Thaelmann,

who was an outstanding leader of the German
and international working class movement.
The GCP aims to enlist new members on a
larger scale than ever before. This is a major
militant task of the entire party. We plan to
strengthen the party, extend its mass influence,
enlist new members, and increase the reader-
ship of the party’s daily newspaper chiefly by
making our work more effective, setting up
new party groups at factories, and drawing
young workers and students into broader parti-
cipation in our work. We are confident that this
will be achieved.

It is unquestionable that the further
development of the peace movement, the
intensification of the struggle for jobs and
peace, against mass unemployment, and for
social and democratic rights depend largely on
the strength and influence on the masses of the
GCP, the militant party of the working people.
The fact that we are endeavoring to strengthen
the party is not a manifestation of “party
egoism,” but an expression of our constant,
tireless efforts to consolidate the democratic
movement and the movement for peace. As the
GCP grows stronger and more influential, the
more favorable become the conditions for the
struggle of all other democratic and progressive
forces. The party has set itself lofty aims. By
acting intelligently and with initiative and
foresight we shall attain them.
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The whole people wants

the vanguard to act effectively

Dao Duy Tung

CC member, CP Vietnam, head of Propaganda
and Agitation Department, CPV CC

The Communist Party of Vietnam is more than
50 years old: it emerged at the beginning of
1930 as a small group of like-minded people
working in the underground. Today, the CPV is
the leading force in building the new life
throughout the country and the universally
recognized leader and organizer of the Viet-
namese people’s victories in the struggle for
national independence, unification of the
country and socialist transformations. It has
1,785,000 members, or 3.0 per cent of the
population.

Since its establishment, the party has cor-
rectly formulated its strategic line in domestic
and foreign policy at every stage of the
national-democratic and socialist revolution.
There have, of course, been mistakes in the
practical solution of various concrete problems,
but the general line has always been correct.
Now and again there appeared the danger of a
“left” or right deviation, but never has oppor-
tunism gained the upper hand. Because of its
long-established traditions of unity and cohe-
sion, factionalism has never manifested itself in
the CPV. The Communist Party is the embodi-
ment of the Vietnamese people’s true patri-
otism and takes a firm stand on the positions
of proletarian internationalism.

The CPV'’s history exemplifies the formation
of the new type of party on the basis of Lenin’s
principles applied in a colonial, semi-feudal
country which has not gone through the stage
of capitalist development. In the late 1920s, the
Vietnamese economy was extremely backward.
Its industry accounted for less than 10 per cent
of the country’s output. The proletariat was
small: in 1920, only 200,000 persons were em-
ployed in the mines, on the plantations, in
transport, industry and commerce. Even today,
at the stage of transition to socialism on the
scale of the country as a whole, petty produc-
tion is still prevalent and the material and tech-
nical basis of the new system is still insigni-
ficant. Indeed, a country with 60 million people
annually produces only 50,000 tons of steel, 6

We continue the discussion of the prerequisites and
criteria of party work effectiveness. See WMR, Nos. 1 and
9, 1983, and No. 2, 1984. — Ed.
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million tons of coal and 5 billion kilowatt-
hours of electricity. The working class is grow-
ing, but its skilled contingent numbers only 1.7
million, which is less than the number of mem-
bers in the CPV.

In appraising the past and the present, one
could say that the Vietnamese communists
have not had an easy task in developing and
strengthening the Marxist-Leninist party in
such socio-economic conditions.

We think that it would be wrong to take too
narrow a view of the well-known proposition
that a Marxist-Leninist party is a blend of
scientific socialism and the working class
movement, especially when it comes to coun-
tries that have not gone through the stage of
capitalist development. When the party
emerged in Vietnam, the proletariat was really
weak and fragmented, but then there was a
broad and active patriotic movement. It helped
many of our people to join in the struggle for
socialist ideals. Among the first of them was
President Ho Chi Minh, who wrote: ““At first, it
was my patriotism, and not yet communism in
any sense that led me to Lenin and the Com-
munist International. It was only gradually, in
the course of the struggle, in the study of Marx-
ist-Leninist theory and participation in prac-
tical work that I came to comprehend that
socialism alone, that communism alone can
emancipate from slavery both the oppressed

peoples and the working people of the whole
world.”!

In view of this specific situation, the founders
of the party did not merely work to carry the
scientific world view into the working class
movement and to raise it from spontaneous
protest to the level of conscious struggle, but
also strove to conjugate socialist ideas with the
popular patriotic movement and to lead it onto
the way of revolution organically blending the
goals of national liberation and socialism. Fail-
ing that, Vietnam’s working class would have
been unable to set up its own communist organ-
ization, which soon became the only leading
force of the working people in their fight
against imperialism and reaction. The revolu-
tionary upswing in that period culminated in




the formation of Soviets in the Nghean and Ha
Tinh provinces in 1930 and 1931. Summing up
the lessons of these processes, Ho Chi Minh
said: “The conjunction of Marxist-Leninist
theory with the working class and patriotic
movement led to the establishment of the
Communist Party of Indochina at the begin-
ning of 1930."”2

This kind of situation, we believe, is charac-
teristic not only in Vietnam. In many eco-
nomically-backward, agrarian countries, the
working class is numerically small and poorly
organized, but there is a strong patriotic move-
ment. Marxist-Leninist parties have already
emerged and are active in some of them. That is
why we believe that it would be useful to go on
discussing on the pages of WMR the creation of
such proletarian class organizations in coun-
tries which have not gone through the stage of
capitalist development.

Our party emerged and has grown in stature,
as I have said, in a country with an economy
dominated by petty-commodity production,
and with land-poor peasants and petty-
bourgeois strata constituting a majority of the
population. However, our party has always
maintained its proletarian-class, Marxist-
Leninist character. We regard this as a great
success for party construction and as the result
of elaboration and realization of the correct
conception of the class spirit. This conception
is based on the assertion that from the very
outset the CPV has been and continues to be a
working class party expressing the interests of
the working people and of the whole people. It
is a party doing its international duty.

At one time, we had to combat various devia-
tions on this question. Some comrades saw the
party as an organization of the poor, of all the
working people generzlly. That error stemmed
from a misunderstanding of the class character
considered above. Others held that the crucial
thing for a proletarian party was the numerical
prevalence of workers among its members.
That is an important factor indeed, and a
Marxist-Leninist party must, of course, con-
stantly see to having more members from the
working class. But it is not right, we think, to
regard this as the sole or chief criterion in
assessing the party’s qualitative make-up.

Workers now make up only 11.2 per cent of
the CPV’s membership, and we are aware that
that is not enough. There was good reason why
the CPV’s fifth congress in March 1982 said:
“We must carry on active efforts to admit into
the party the best participants in the mass
movements, primarily workers, dedicated to
the party’s ideals, well-tried and prepared poli-
tically, and with a good knowledge in culture,

science, technology and administration.”?

While saying this, the party believes that its
proletarian character is determined above all by
its capacity to take a resolute stand for the posi-
tions of the working class, to remain loyal to our
revolutionary theory, to apply it creatively in
the country’s conditions, and to conduct the
correct political line. The principles of demo-
cratic centralism must be practised without
fail, ties with the popular masses must be con-
stantly consolidated, and patriotism and prole-
tarian internationalism organically blended.
Consequently, a party’s class character is not an
abstract concept; it is concretely expressed in
the political, ideological and organizational
spheres, and is constantly developed in
accordance with the tasks arising at every new
stage of the struggle.

That is the light in which ideological educa-
tion is carried on within the CPV, because the
party consists mainly of peasants and people
from a petty-bourgeois milieu who joined the
revolution through the patriotic movement.
Whatever his social origin or post, every com-
munist must reject the non-proletarian ap-
proach and must be guided by the world view
of the working class. Let us say, by way of
example, that if in the sharing out of land the
communists took account only of the mentality
of the poor peasants and failed to adhere to
principle, the agrarian reform could have had
negative consequences for the revolution.

What is one to do to develop the proletarian
consciousness of party members and how is
one to do it? That is a serious question,
considering the continued existence of sur-
vivals of the old views, especially of petty-
bourgeois views. These are expressed in trends
toward “left” or right deviations in policy, in
various types of individualistic mentality, and
— from the ideological standpoint — in subjec-
tivism. If the party is to preserve its proletarian
character in these conditions, systematic efforts
must be made to assert class consciousness, the
Marxist-Leninist world view, and to carry on a
struggle against survivals of the past, primarily
against the petty-bourgeois ideology.

We can take pride in the fact that over these
long years, a good contingent of communists
has, on the whole, taken shape within the CPV.
One cannot say that absolutely all our com-
rades have managed to overcome the residue of
non-proletarian views or that some individuals
have not degenerated. But it is the qualities of
its members which accord with the party’s line
and serve the revolutionary cause that have
become predominant in the party. Among
them are loyalty to the homeland, self-sacrifice,
an unhesitating readiness to fulfil party
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assignments, and a sound and intelligent way
of life. Much like the metabolism which con-
stantly goes on in the organism, our commu-
nists must daily assimilate new qualities, Marx-
ist-Leninist ideas, party policy, experience of
the revolution, and high moral principles,
while getting rid of the non-proletarian residue.

communists’ class consciousness is
steeled in the living ice of the revolution
and party work, and also by means of political
and theoretical grounding through the system
of study and the press. The first generation of
our party members was seasoned in a peculiar
way. Many of them came from petty-bourgeois
strata. Upon joining the Vietnam Society of
Revolutionary Youth, they went through a pro-
cess of “proletarianization”: they acquired the
qualities of proletarians at the factories and
plants, and learned to carry on propaganda
among the workers. This “proletarianization”
helped to consolidate the party’s bonds with
the working class. Besides, those of our com-
rades who found themselves in prison in the
pre-revolutionary period turned their cells into
schools for the study c{ Marxism-Leninism and
the lessons of the revolutionary struggle. That
was how our party activists — the leading
contingent of the CPV — was molded. Ho Chi
Minh, the founder of our party, and a worker for
many years, also went through the process of
“proletarianization.”

Following the victory of the popular uprising
in 1945, there was a rapid growth of the party
ranks: from 5,000 to 760,000 in early 1951. Dur-
ing the war, the communists were educated
mainly in practical combat, in the course of
which much attention was given to raising the
level of their political knowledge and revolu-
tionary morality. Party meetings helped mem-
bers to gain a better understanding of the par-
ty’s policy. There were also short-term political
and theoretical courses. In 1954, peace was
established in the North of Vietnam, and in
1975 — throughout the country. The system of
the communists’ Marxist-Leninist training was
developed accordingly. There are now 7 party
schools under the CPV CC, 40 under the re-
gional and city committees, and 400 schools
and political courses under the district commit-
tees. Some members carry on their theoretical
studies without leaving their jobs. More than
one million communists have gone through
various programs of Marxist-Leninist study in
that way. At the same time, the level of their
general, scientific and technical training has
risen: 16.4 per cent of CPV members now have a
higher and secondary specialized education,
and 25 per cent have taken a full secondary-
school course.
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Our party’s proletarian character is largely
ensured by the election of ever more committed
fighters from the ranks of the working class into
the party committees, and the Central Commit-
tee in the first place. Not enough attention was
given to this in the past, but now the situation is
being righted. The report on party construction
to the fifth congress of the CPV emphasized:
“Party committees at every level must have a
plan of measures for educating and preparing
workers for election to party work."*

In consolidating its ranks, the CPV relies on
the Marxist-Leninist doctrine and makes use of
the experience in party construction gained by
the CPSU and the other fraternal parties. Of
course, we also regularly sum up the results of
our own work and draw the lessons suggested
by our achievements and mistakes. The pre-
liminary conclusions drawn by the CPV here
were formulated at the party’s fourth congress
in December 1976, and could be summed up as
follows:

First. The party must be built in such a way
as to make it solid in all three aspects: political,
ideological and organizational. These three
aspects are connected with each other and
exert an influence on each other. Party
construction must be an organic blend of the
ideological and organizational aspects; one
must proceed from the party’s line and its poli-
tical tasks; at the same time, there is a need to
ensure the formulation of the right line and
political tasks, their comprehension and com-
plete translation into life.

Let me clarify this point. It is perfectly ob-
vious that the effectiveness of the party’s efforts
depends on the political line, for it is an ex-
pression of its Marxist-Leninist character. Poli-
tical mistakes are fraught with the gravest con-
sequences for any fraternal party, whether in
power or fighting for it. That is why we attach
primary importance in party construction to
getting the communists to gain a clear compre-
hension of their goals and tasks.

The party’s ideological and organizational
activity is equally important. It ensures not only
the correct formulation of party policy, but also
successful pursuit of the mapped-out line.
After all, both require clear-cut organization
from top to bottom, and the shaping of a
membership body with truly revolutionary fea-
tures and a capacity to produce cadre for
scientific leadership. In much the same way,
theoretical study, the communists’ Marxist-
Leninist education, and a constant summing-
up of their experience are a condition for
mustering the party’s collective intellect for
formulating political guidelines. That is why it
is quite wrong, we believe, to reduce party con-




struction to the fulfillment of some limited offi-
cial functions, to try to separate ideological and
organizational work, and to decouple it from
the political sphere.

Second. The work of party construction must
be carried on through the revolutionary move-
ment of the masses, through the creation of a
regime of collective economic activity by the
masses: they must be involved in party con-
struction and control, and in verifying the work
and personal qualities of cadre and other party
members.

The Vietnamese people’'s revolutionary
movement has successfully advanced through
15 years of underground struggle and a victor-
ious revolution in August 1945, through two
wars of resistance, the repulse to Peking ex-
pansionism and hegemonism, and through
socialist transformations. The party’s leader-
ship is the crucial factor in all these victories.
On the other hand, the party itself emerged on
the crest of a revolutionary popular mass wave.
Thanks to the initiative of the masses, the party
has been able to formulate the correct ways,
forms and methods of struggle. The masses are
the source from which the party ranks are
formed and replenished.

An understanding of this has led us to draw
the following conclusion: when the party is in
power, it is highly important to create favorable
conditions for the people’s participation in
party construction. The Vietnamese people
love their party, knowing full well that it stands
for their interests and that the life of all our men
and women and the future of their children
directly depend on its capacity to act and on the
communists’ personal qualities. The people
want the party to be stronger, and its com-
position improved. The working people’s par-
ticipation in party construction is expressed in
their criticism of the leadership of grass-roots
party organizations, their assessment of the in-
dividual communists’ work, merits and short-
comings, and the voicing of their opinions
about who should be admitted to the CPV or
expelled for unseemly behavior, and who
should or should not be elected to the party
committees.

Such an approach, we believe, helps to
strengthen the bonds between the party and the
masses and to overcome bureaucratic practices.
General Secretary of the CPV CC Le Duan says:
“The party can set up strong and efficient
organizations only on the basis of the revo-
lutionary movement of the popular masses ful-
filling the tasks it has set. The party regards the
involvement of the masses in party con-
struction, in control of the work of its organi-

zations, in verification of the moral qualities of
its cadre and rank-and-file communists as an
important means for consolidating its ties with
the people.”s

Third. Party construction and efforts to en-
hance the party’s militancy must be connected
with the organizational consolidation and
enhancement of the capability of the state, with
the formation and consolidation of the mass
organizations, and with the shaping of the
united might of the proletarian dictatorship
system.

Following the overthrow of the power of
imperialism and its satraps, the Vietnamese
people became the master of their country in
the political, economic and cultural spheres.
The structure of collective economic ad-
ministration and management includes
guidance, the exercise of the functions of mas-
ter by the people, and state administration. We
seek to have all these three elements constitute
a single whole, and this requires the establish-
ment of a system of close ties between the party,
the state and social organizations from top to
bottom.

There is no doubt that the party is the leading
element of this whole structure, because the
efficiency of the other elements depends on its
correct leadership. That is why we have always
concentrated attention on strengthening the
party. But the vanguard fulfils its role within
the proletarian dictatorship system only by re-
lying on the state and social organizations. The
state carries out the party’s policy in directing
the national economy, and it does this well
only when it itself is strong enough. Solid so-
cial organizations are also the basis of the par-
ty’s strength and capacity to act. Consequently,
party construction cannot be separated from
the strengthening of state organs and social
organizations. We have always fought devia-
tions such as close attention only to the party,
while the need to perfect the state apparatus is
underestimated, such as the confusion of the
functions of the party and the state, artificial
priority to party work over state work, in short,
we have fought against everything that tends to
make the communists’ efforts less effective and
encroaches on the people’s right to act as
master.

Fourth. Enhancement of the personal qual-
ities of cadre and rank-and-file communists
must go hand in hand with a qualitative
improvement of the party cells and primary
party organizations, with a strengthening of the
governing bodies, and an improvement of the
organizational apparatus at every level and in
every area.

This point concerns the relations between
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the individual and the organization. The latter
must never be regarded as a mere sum of its
members. Our party attaches much importance
to raising each communist’s political training,
revolutionary morality and capacity for work.
We are aware that men and women are the
living elements of the organization, whose
strength lies in robust people. But on the other
hand, the strength of human beings lies in the
strength of their organization, which alone
helps them to develop their capabilities and
best qualities. That is why it is quite natural for
the CPV to display constant concern for the
grass-roots units. These now include 150,000
party groups and more than 40,000 primary
organizations. There is a constant effort to set
up and enlarge these units. We emphasize this
because at one time, being carried away with
the drive to improve the personal qualities of
party members, we did not give enough atten-
tion here and there to improving the party
organizations. Now and again each com-
munist’s record was considered outside the
context of the functions, structure and respon-
sibility of the organization in which he worked.
This shortcoming is now being surmounted.

Fifth. In the work to develop the party, there
is a need to give serious attention to quality,
and there is a need to resist the drive for quanti-
ty; the party’s development must run parallel
to its consolidation. On the one hand, the truly
best men and women fully meeting the
requirements should be admitted to the party;
on the other hand, those who have degenerated
and do not have enough qualifications to re-
main communists should be expelled from the
party ranks in due time. There is a need for
vigilance and appropriate measures with re-
spect to the negative elements, reactionaries,
time-servers and mercenary-minded persons
who have infiltrated the party.

This is, in effect, a question of relations be-
tween the party's growth and its consolidation,
between the admission of new members and
concern for the purity of our ranks. The organi-
zation’s numerical strength should be up to the
requirements of every stage of the revolution,
but what is even more important is the quality
aspect. We have made mistakes in the drive for
quantitative growth, as a result of which we
later had to face difficulties. There is a need
here for the firm, principled, Leninist ap-
proach. Lenin says: “We do not need fictitious
party members even as a gift. Our party, the
party of the revolutionary working class, is the
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only government party in the world which is
concerned not with increasing its membership
but with improving its quality, and with purg-
ing itself of ‘self-seekers’.”®

A lowering of party-admission standards is
fraught with grave and long-term con-
sequences. But the tends to age and lose
its vigor unless it draws fresh forces from the
revolutionary movement of the popular mas-
ses. We made a mistake in the early 1950s when
we effectively “closed”” admission to the party
for a certain period. Even today, when positive
processes are on the whole developing within
the CPV, the pace of its growth continues to be
slow, and new membership in many areas adds
up to an insignificant percentage of the
communists.

In the recent period, much has been done to
develop and strengthen the party. Since 1970,
there have been several major drives for new
members and purification of its ranks. In the
just over five years between the fourth and the
fifth congresses, 375,000 new members were
admitted into the party, while tens of thou-
sands of unworthy members were expelled. In
the party-card-issue campaign in 1980 and
1981, we got rid of irresponsible and politically
illiterate persons, those who broke party dis-
cipline, embezzled public funds, and de-
generated in other ways.

Back in December 1974, the Central Com-
mittee of the Workers' Party of Vietnam (now
the CPV) said in a resolution of its 23rd plenary
meeting: “The party believes that replenish-
ment of its ranks with the best men and women
and simultaneous purging of degenerates and
unworthy persons is a law of its existence and
development.”” This is still true today.

Those were five inter-related lessons on
which the work of guiding party construction
in the CPV rests. We continue to abide by these
ideas at the new stage of the revolution in
strengthening the proletarian character of the
vanguard of the working class and of the whole
Vietnamese people and in enhancing its capac-
ity for militant action.

1. Ho Chi Minh, Selected Works, Hanoi, 1980, p. 176
(in Vietnamese).

2. Ibid., p. 152.

3. TapChi CongSan, No. 5, 1982, p. 52 (in Vietnamese).

4. Tbid., p. 43.

5. Le Duan, Some Problems Facing the Ruling Party,
Hanoi, 1981, p. 109 (in Vietnamese).

6. V.L Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 30, p. 63.

7. Resolution of the 23rd Plenary Meeting of the WPV
CC, Hanoi, 1974, p. 10 (in Vietnamese).




In political circles, among Marxist scholars,
and in the peace movements the question is
being asked whether it would be correct to
regard nuclear war as a “continuation of poli-
tics by other means.” This is by no means an
abstract question. The answer requires an
understanding of the sources and impli-
cations of the nuclear threat, the identification
and effective ways of removing that threat,
and the development of possibilities for a
further mobilization of social forces in the
anti-war struggle.

The following study of this question is by a
working group of the WMR Commission for
General Theoretical Problems.

The colossal potential for destruction now in
the hands of the nuclear powers is a million
times greater than that of the atomic flame in
which 108,956 inhabitants of Hiroshima
perished. Scientists estimate that this potential
is enough to cut short the existence of civiliza-
tion, if not all life in the world.

What influence has this terrifying potential
for global incineration had on the relationship
between war and politics? Has it dismissed
nuclear war from state policy? Or, on the con-
trary, in the event a nuclear-missile war breaks
out will its character and shape be determined
and managed by politics, as has always been
the case in the history of wars?

The replies to these questions may be
grouped into four distinct viewpoints express-
ing the attitude of different social forces to the
war threat — imperialism and socialism, and
also the demarcation in bourgeois ideology on
the question of war and peace.

First viewpoint: the nuclear threat does not
in any way signify that politics no longer has
access to war. A nuclear war can be fought at
different levels — local or global, tactical or
strategic; it may be “limited” or “prolonged”’; it
can be “won.”

These are the basic tenets of present-day
aggressive militarist doctrines. They do not in
all cases entirely reject the new dimension
introduced into war by nuclear weapons,
namely, the possibility of the belligerents mu-
tually destroying each other. But they dispute
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that this outcome is inescapable and
irrevocable.

Hence the quest for military solutions that
would allow using the threat of mutual destruc-
tion to keep war harnessed to politics and com-
pel the adversary to refrain from stepping
across the deadly threshold beyond which war
would inexorably became a universal catas-
trophe. The term “intra-war deterrence” has
appeared in the militarist dictionary. This term
implies the possibility of localizing or limiting
a war that has broken out with the threat of
raising it to a “more” destructive level. For
instance, it is believed that by threatening to
destroy key strategic targets it would be possi-
ble to prevent the “exchange” of nuclear strikes
from going beyond the boundaries of a definite
theater of hostilities.

The abstract theoretical quests for pos-
sibilities of fighting a nuclear war and halting
it, winning (or losing) the battle at some level of
escalation, are accompanied by practical prep-
arations. In 1982 the Pentagon completed a
strategic general plan for a “prolonged” (of a
duration of up to six months) nuclear war. This
plan envisions the deployment of the U.S.
armed forces in a way that would ultimately
enable them to emerge from a conflict with the
resources and population allowing for the
USA’s “restoration.” In parallel, preparations
are in full swing for a “limited” nuclear war.
The Pentagon strategists are endeavoring to
create a situation in which they would be able
to start such a war on Europe’s perimeter or in
Europe itself, calculating that the USA would
escape retaliation or, at least, significantly re-
duce the consequences to itself. This is the
purpose of the deployment of new U.S. missiles
in Western Europe. This is a step to an aggres-
sive nuclear war, an attempt to secure advan-
tageous positions for making a first nuclear
strike.

These are utterly adventurist guidelines.
They are evidence that imperialist militarist
thinking is in a gravely dangerous crisis. It can-
not reconcile itself to the distinctive character
of a nuclear war in that objectively it cannot
end with conventional, “traditional” results —
the victory of one side and the defeat of the

April 1984 4i




other. Where there is a military strategic equi-
librium, nuclear weapons will give neither side
an advantage: their utilization only threatens to
bring about a global catastrophe.

In a nuclear war there can be only this disas-
trous outcome for humankind.

Imperialism’s reactionary circles are not dis-
continuing their attempts to retailor the nature
of nuclear war in such a way that its cost on the
scale of politics would, in spite of everything,
be acceptable to them. Hence the mindless
chase for the chimera of military superiority,
and this is shaking loose the already fragile
props of peace. The 26th congress of the CPSU
cautioned that the development of new systems
of fighting a nuclear war was not only eroding
international stability but could make it doubt-
ful that it would be possible to come to an
agreement on limiting and reducing - these
systems.

A comparison of the military and military-
technical potentials of the sides leads experts to
the conclusion that the imperialist forces will
not achieve superiority either by an arms race at
the stage of preparations for war or by crippling
nuclear strikes.! However, there is the probabil-
ity of a strategic miscalculation triggering war.
This probability is growing with the rise of the
level of military confrontation and further mili-
tary-technical advances.

The recently deceased American futurologist
Herman Kahn wrote that this probability could
only be nullified if there were a “doomsday
machine” that would, in the event of a nuclear
attack, automatically blow up our planet with-
out any interference from human will. A
“doomsday machine” is in the realm of fantasy.
But even an absolute certainty that the world
will not survive is no guarantee against the
threat because there is still the political mad-
ness of those who, possessing nuclear weap-
ons, are guided by the manhating credo that it
“is better to be¢ dead than Red.”

This credo mirrors the objective content of
the policy of sliding into nuclear war pursued
by Washington. An expression of adventurism,
this policy can lead to nothing but the annihila-
tion of civilization. Of course, suicide is not
contemplated in the subjective political inten-
tions of imperialism’s ultra-reactionary circles.
Having proclaimed a “‘crusade’ against social-
ism as a social system, they hope to crush it.
They are seeking to weaken the socialist com-
munity economically — by means of the arms
race; politically — by isolating it from the other
revolutionary forces of the world; and ideolog-
ically — by psychological warfare. But what is
particularly dangerous is that they are actually
building a nuclear-missile base for their illu-
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sory hopes of smashing socialism by military
means.

However, the military strategic parity
achieved by socialism and its determination to
prevent this parity from being upset deny
imperialism the very possibility of turning back
the clock of history by war. Konstantin Cher-
nenko, General Secretary of the CPSU Central
Committee, made this clear when he said that
“we shall not allow anyone to upset the mili-
tary equilibrium which has been achieved. Let
no one be in the slightest doubt: we shall con-
tinue to show concern for strengthening our
country’s defense capability and for having
enough means that would help us to cool the
hot heads of the bellicose adventurists.””? The
decisive factor of the present world situation is
that war cannot serve as the means for resolving
the historical dispute between the two social
systems. The further course of history and
humankind’s very existence are possible only
under conditions of peaceful coexistence of
countries with different social systems. There is
no other alternative.

Second viewpoint: the nuclear threat has cut
the link of politics to war, doing away with
world wars in government-to-government rela-
tions, with the possibility of a state of peace ora
“local conflict” resolved by bloodshed erupting
into a world war. As long and insofar as this
threat exists and is sustained, war will not grow
out of politics whatever its character.

In this view the nuclear threat is seen as a
guarantee against global war. Efforts are made
to dissipate the fear of an accidental, i.e. non-
political, advent of a nuclear conflict with the
contention that it can be ruled out by tightening
governmental control of the launching of nu-
clear missiles and perfecting the system of
government-to-government telephone com-
munication. The proponents of this viewpoint
urge that rather than banning the atom bomb
we should accommodate ourselves to it.> Their
logic is that the removal of the nuclear threat
would make the violation of peace possible
again. This is a rejection of the fact that dis-
armament is the foundation of peace, not war.

The arguments that peace can only be main-
tained by fear of the horrors of a nuclear holo-
caust are aimed at protecting militarism’s gen-
eral interests, undermining the anti-nuclear
protest, and suppressing the growing opposi-
tion to the fanning of the war threat and the
escalation of the arms race. The preaching of
“nuclear peace” obscures the sources of the war
threat implicit in the policies pursued by
aggressive militarist circles and closes the door
to disarmament. This is an ideology justifying
war preparations. The designation of this




preaching is to mislead public opinion.

A psychological strategy designed to prevent
a nuclear catastrophe by whipping up fear of it
is deduced from the argument that no political
aim can be reconciled to the risk of a nuclear
war. What is meant here is a substantiated fear,
kept alive not by empty rhetoric or bluff but by
an actual deployment of armed forces, by mili-
tary preparedness. This basic consideration is
embodied in the concept of a “deterrence” to
war evolved by the American bourgeois
theorists of a “nuclear peace.” This concept is
founded, as everybody knows, on the presump-
tion that there is a “Soviet threat to the West.” In
actual fact no such threat exists. Aggression
and nuclear war are alien to the fundamental
principles of Soviet policy. Consequently, the
political basis of concepts of this kind is vicious
and false. These theorists recommend con-
stantly stockpiling and perfecting nuclear
weapons, claiming that this will preclude their
use. But the purpose of this strategy is not to
remove the threat of a global cataclysm but to
perpetuate it, and it offers no alternative to
universal destruction.

Nevertheless, it must be remembered that
these arguments have a paralyzing effect n
people in the NATO countries. For more than
30 years the contention that readiness for nu-
clear war is the only way to avert it has been
used by the ruling circles in the USA and other
imperialist countries as a cover for military
preparations and, having drawn the world into
an unprecedented arms race, they have brought
humankind to the brink of global disaster.

The most significant development of the past
few decades has been socialism’s attainment of
military strategic parity with imperialism; this
involved considerable effort and outlays by the
Soviet people and the peoples of other socialist
countries. In the face of this new international
reality, the exponents of “nuclear peace” began
to reconsider the “intimidation” strategy: they
now see it as mutually directed, as “mutual
deterrence.” This concept contains, as before,
the misconception alleging that there is a need
to block the “Soviet threat to the West” with
war preparations. But this is, at the same time,
recognition of the military strength of the So-
viet Armed Forces, a powerful factor deterring
the aggressive ambitions of imperialist
reaction.

In their evaluation of the situation created by
strategic equilibrium, some bourgeois theorists
acknowledge that far from bringing any poli-
tical advantage nuclear aggression would be
suicidal. They agree that a winnable nuclear
war is objectively unrealizable. Although they
subscribe to the biased belief about the sources

of the war danger, they recognize that strategic
parity has to be maintained in order to avoid a
nuclear war. They declare that parity takes the
edge off the armaments designated and suitable
solely for a first, “disarming’’ strike, in other
words, for denying to the other side the ability
to retaliate.

It is indicative that although all the U.S.
administrations from Truman to Reagan
pledged commitment to “deterrence,” the
recommendations of their theorists were em-
bodied in military planning with considerable
deviations. Theorists speak of retaliation as a
counter-measure, but the military doctrine of
the USA and NATO is based on the first-use of
nuclear weapons. Theorists speak of a “balance
of fear,” but the ruling circles of the USA want
military superiority. Theorists say that a nu-
clear war is inconceivable in political terms,
but U.S. President Reagan dreams of “star”
wars, not only of terrestrial wars. In its military
planning and actual deployment of armaments
the Pentagon bases its calculations on the hope
of destroying opposing strategic forces and
thereby avoiding an inevitable response.

The present U.S. administration advances
the doctrine of “fighting a nuclear war” as a
supplement to the “deterrence’ strategy alleg-
ing that this is needed in the event the latter
does not work and a “Soviet invasion” becomes
a reality. This very surmise is false and absurd,
for the threat of a nuclear war emanates solely
from imperialism’s aggressive, ultra-reaction-
ary quarters. The Soviet Union is doing all it
can to prevent a nuclear war. It has committed
itself not to be the first to use nuclear weapons.
[ts military doctrine is defensive. The USSR is
thus not endangering humankind with the
threat of a nuclear war. Such a war can only
break out as a result of a nuclear strike by the
USA and other NATO countries against the
USSR and its allies.

The doctrine of “fighting a nuclear war” is,
essentially speaking, expressive of the U.S.
administration’s drive to upset the military
strategic equilibrium. Imperialism’s ultra-reac-
tionary circles continue to camouflage their
policy of increasing the nuclear threat with talk
about “dependable deterrence.” They are
modifying the “deterrence” theory in such a
way as to justify their adventurist policies. The
main thing that the proponents of a “nuclear
first-strike” find objectionable in “deterrence”
is that it implies a ““balance of fear” rather than
one-sided intimidation. What Washington
wants is a situation in which it can engage in
one-sided intimidation, in nuclear blackmail in
order to get political and military concessions
from the Soviet Union and other countries.
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Some clear-headed bourgeois quarters, who
are worried by the policies of the present U.S.
administration, believe that the trouble lies
only in these “deviations” and that the way out
can be provided by a “deterrence” divested of
the Pentagon's “extremes.”

This belief coalesces with a view that in-
fluences quite a few anti-war protesters.

According to that view, while it cannot en-
sure lasting and secure peace, “mutual deter-
rence” with its “balance of fear’ is not merely a
“lesser evil” than the doctrine of
“fighting a nuclear war”’ but can serve as a
factor of transition to such a peace if it is
coupled to the cessation of the arms race and to
disarmament.

There are thus signs of a distinct demarcation
among the NATO countries over the imple-
mentation of the “deterrence” strategy. The de-
bate is over whether to continue basing this
strategy on the arms race, as has hitherto been
the case, or to move toward a lowering of the
level of military parity. In this context it is
debated in the anti-war movement whether
“mutual deterrence” is in principle compatible
with a reduction of the nuclear danger. The
answer lies in political practice. It can be
affirmative if the ruling circles of the imperial-
ist powers show a desire for disarmament on
the basis of equality and equal security and
renounce their unrealizable projects for attain-
ing military superiority in order to dictate their
will to other states. Of the steps that could
reduce the war danger the most significant
would be NATO acceptance of the Soviet pro-
posals for freezing nuclear arsenals, for sub-
stantially limiting and radically reducing these
arsenals up to their total destruction, for pre-
venting an arms race in outer space, for re-
nouncing the first-use of nuclear weapons, and
for the non-use of force by the military groups
now confronting each other.

It would be unrealistic to expect a reduction
of the nuclear threat other than on the basis of
strategic parity. But to achieve such a reduction
it is vital to move toward ever lower levels of
nuclear confrontation. This the road to the
stabilization of the international situation and
to détente.

Third viewpoint: the growth of the nuclear
threat can only lead to a universal catastrophe.
Precisely a catastrophe and not “war” because
the all-incinerating calamity of nuclear battles
will leave no room for politics.

This is the view of a large segment of the
anti-war protest, who reject as barren
scholasticism the argument that “nuclear mad-
ness’’ is the means of proving one’s case.

The contention that a nuclear clash would
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not be a war in the proper sense is by no means
groundless. Indeed, the understanding of wars,
even of those that assume extreme, total forms,
always implies the defeat of the armed forces of
the enemy, of the enemy’s forcible dis-
armament. These include wars of attrition,
when at stake are the political being and even
physical existence of one nation or another. But
does a nuclear collision fit into this, it would
seem, absolute limit of the use of force?
Analysts of the nuclear threat draw attention to
a paradox of a possible nuclear war. Long be-
fore the sides exhaust their potential for mili-
tary resistance, each will have nobody to de-
fend and nuclear battles would continue over
depopulated countries.*

A group of U.S. academics headed by the
biologist Paul Ehrlich and the astrophysicist
Carl Sagan believes that in view of the existing
nuclear potential the threshold of a global
catastrophe is ominously low. It is so low that a
nuclear attack would be suicidal for the attack-
ing side even without the inescapable retalia-
tion. The use of only a fraction of the available
nuclear warheads would, according to these
academics, have the following long-term con-
sequences: the smoke from conflagrations
would cover the sky and block more than 90 per
cent of sunlight; temperatures would remain
below freezing point even in summer, giving
bodies of water a sheet of ice up to a meter thick
and bringing a “‘nuclear winter”’ that would cut
short many vital processes sustaining life.
Darkness and cold would be complemented by
another disaster: the destruction of roughly 50
per cent of the stratosphere’s ozone layer that
protects life on earth from deadly ultraviolet
solar radiation. Added to this would be radio-
active contamination. As a result, the American
ecologist George Woodwell sums up, the po-
tential effects would extend even to the
extermination of Homo sapiens.

Carl von Clausewitz once wrote that war has
meaning in politics if it remains an act of vio-
lence solely for imposing peace terms on an
enemy. But have not the instruments of nuclear
war outgrown this objective? Who and on
whom would there be to impose a will with
civilization lying in ashes and human life to-
tally extinguished?

One can go on endlessly asking questions in
this vein. But what is the conclusion to be
drawn? It is that war between the nuclear pow-
ers would have no political consummation.
Having lost all rational political content, war
would be a meaningless and aimless all-
destroying nuclear rampage.

In other words, nations can have political
relations only if there is peace between the




nuclear powers. Reason rebels resort to
nuclear war. This resort will yield nothing, for
it will spell out the end of all government poli-
tics and the beginning of a universal catas-
trophe from which there will be no return to
life.

On war that has become unmanageable. In
considering the theoretical background of
these views, it must be recalled that long before
the appearance of nuclear weapons Clausewitz
analyzed the possibility of a rupture between
war and politics.

If, he philosophized, war were “‘a complete,
totally uninhibited and absolute manifestation
of violence, such as we defined it on the basis of
an abstract understanding, it would from its
outset directly take the place of the politics that
had given rise to it, as something quite in-
dependent of these politics. War would oust
politics and, in keeping with its own laws,
would, like an exploded mine, not lend itself to
any management, to any direction, and would
be dependent on the organization given it in
the period of preparation.”s

The “ousting of politics by war” and “war
independent of politics” — these products of
Clausewitz’s philosophical meditations seem
to acquire real shape in the visions of a nuclear
catastrophe.

It is appropriate to recall these points made
by Clausewitz when relative to nuclear war
doubt is cast on the credibility of his well-
known formula that war is the “continuation of
politics.” These doubts and negations are evi-
dence of a striving to separate nuclear war, on
account of its distinctive characteristics, from
the policies of governments and classes. As a
result, the responsibility for creating the nu-
clear threat is shifted from imperialism’s
policies to, for example, scientific and techno-
logical progress, the invention of nuclear

weapons, the existence of nuclear capabilities,
and so forth.

Of course, nuclear missiles have significantly
influenced the relationship between politics
and war. For instance, the links of a nuclear war
to politics would not have the flexibility inhe-
rent in “conventional” wars. In the latter case
there could be modifications of the political
objectives and even of the character of hos-
tilities: just wars could evolve into unjust wars,
and so on. There was the possibility of peace
politically formalizing the results of the con-
flict. Here politics, which had prepared and
sparked the war, would predetermine every-
thing. But a nuclear war can be neither “ration-
al” nor “manageable.” It would get out of poli-
tical control and direction, bringing about a
universal catastrophe (and in this sense it

would be independent of the political aspira-

tions of the belligerents).

Given everything that distinguishes it from
“conventional wars,” nuclear war is a political
phenomenon in terms of its sources and es-
sence. Its fundamental earmarks (catastrophic
cunsequences, the impossibility of winning an
armed confrontation) are programmed pre-
cisely by the policy pursued on the eve of a
possible conflict and depend on a concrete
deployment of armaments and not merely on
the properties of nuclear weapons as such, in
isolation of that policy.

After reading Clausewitz, Lenin remarked:
“Seemingness is not reality. The more distinct
a war is in political terms the more ‘warrish’ it
seems to be.”¢

This remark sheds light also on a contra-
diction encountered by analysts of the nuclear
threat. It is that the empirical vision that we
have of a possible war — that it would be un-
manageable, that it would invalidate all poli-
tical calculations, that it would spell out catas-
tror “e, and so on — may, on account of the
sharp contrast with the character of “tra-
ditional” wars, be mistaken for its actual in-
depth content. It would seem that since all the
foundations of civilization and biological life
would crumble, there is nothing political in the
character of a nuclear catastrophe. What in
comparison with this tragedy for humankind is
politics with any of its objectives? Yet to show
the essence of a nuclear catastrophe and under-
stand why and how it can happen there is only
one source to turn to, and it is present-day
world politics.

In the anti-nuclear movement many people
see the danger of war in the world’s overkill
stockpiles of weapons, the arms race, and the
confrontation of military blocs. This vision is
consistent with the true picture of international
relations. But it does not give an understanding
of the actual mainsprings of the war threat, for
these are not always visible on the surface of
world politics.

The nuclear threat was created by imperial-
ism, nobody else. It is being escalated by the
policies now pursued by the most aggressive,
reactio circles, chiefly of U.S. imperialism;
they are openly proclaiming that it is their poli-
tical aim to destroy the “entire” socialist com-
munity; they are endeavoring to retrieve the
positions lost by imperialism in Asia, Africa,
and Latin America. The course steered by the
U.S. administration has led to a growth of the
nuclear threat, to dangerous military and poli-
tical tension in the world.

A nuclear war would signify not a change in
the objectives of this imperialist policy but a
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criminal attempt to attain them by violence.
And the circumstance that this attempt would
be suicidal and lead to the extermination of
billions of people reveals the monstrous inner
logic of the danger generated by imperialism
and the policy it is pursuing today.

For the attainment of its political aims
imperialism objectively no longer has the
choice between peaceful and military means;
the road of nuclear war can only lead to catas-
trophe. Bui this road still remains to be closed
— the decision on war does not cease to be a
continuation of imperialist politics: the threat
of war is real, and disaster can be a fact. The
question is, therefore, how to turn politics intoa
negation of war and the nuclear threat.

Fo: th viewpoint: some of its basic proposi-
tions have been dealt with in our critical
analysis of the first three viewpoints.

The nuclear threat has not changed the
fundamental relationship between war and the
present-day policies of imperialism. With U.S.
imperialism at their head, the aggressive,
ultra-reactionary circles continue to see nuclear
war as an instrument of their policies. In this
lies the whole essence of the problem we are
considering. It can be resolved by getting all
governments to renounce nuclear war, build-
ing this renunciation into the entire system of
international relations, and reinforcing and
guaranteeing it materially — by disarmament.

Asregards the socialist community countries
they unconditionally reject all variants of a nu-
clear war as a means of attaining socialism'’s
political aims. Nuclear war is not a con-
tinuation of socialist policy, which is essen-
tially anti-war, nor does it come from that poli-
cy. The continuation of the policies of the
Soviet Union and other socialist community
countries is peace, the peaceful coexistence of
states. It is directed toward removing the nu-
clear threat, toward preventing a slide into war.

Let us note some specifics on this stand,
which is shared by Marxist analysts.

Here, in the evaluation of the link of politics
with war, the focus shifts from contemplation
of politics “generally” to the identification of
the actual political content of the present threat
of war: whose and what policies are creating it?
In this lies the essential distinction between the
Marxist and the bourgeois formulation of the
problem. In considering the relationship be-
tween nuclear war and politics, bourgeois
ideologists emasculate politics of its class con-
tent, identifying it with the national interest,
and so on. This is precisely why some of them
do not see, or deny that the nuclear threat
comes not from any policy but solely from that
of imperialism’s ultra-reactionary circles.
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While others, by arguing that Clausewitz’s for-
mula is ob-olete in the nuclear age, try to make
people belie:ve that imperialism has renounced
war.

Take another important methodological fac-
tor. In defining their attitude to each specific
war, the Marxists have always distinguished on
which side this war was just or unjust. But they
have never limited themselves to this. Such a
limitation is inherent in, for example, the theo-
logical concepts of a “just” war, in which a
formal, non-class interpretation is put on
“justice.” By contrast, the Marxists insist on an
objective evaluation of the historical role of
each war, an evaluation which reveals the class
forces involved in the war and the progressive
or reactionary character of its aims and
outcome.

There have been reactionary wars, which,
despite being just on the part of those com-
pelled to repulse aggression, paralyzed social
development for decades and centuries, and
led to the fall of distinctive civilizations. How-
ever, nuclear war cannot be equated to even
such wars, which had irreparably tragic con-
sequences for entire peoples. Despite such wars
the wheel of history continued turning. But a
nuclear war would imperil not merely coun-
tries and social systems — imperialism and
socialism — but the life of humankind. No mat-
ter what just counter-measures are taken, they
will not change this anti-social essence of such
a war once it breaks out. The nature of nuclear
missile weaponry is such that it cannot be used
only against some government, class, social
system, or country. It hits all the systems sus-
taining life on earth. To reason along any other
line in defending the attitude to nuclear war
would mean to wander blindly in a labyrinth of
untruth.

There is only one conclusion to be drawn,
and it is that nuclear war cannot be permitted.
On this issue there can be neither reservations
nor vagueness. In the nuclear age the security
of any state or people demands the prevention
of a nuclear catastrophe, the removal of the
threat of such a catastrophe.

A significant factor for the preservation of
peace in the present situation is to prevent the
USA and the other NATO countries from up-
setting the military equilibrium. This is the
foundation on which the arms race, the nuclear
arms race in the first place, can be stopped and
the threat of nuclear war reduced and ulti-
mately removed. That is why the peace move-
ment is now insisting that the USA and the
other NATO countries show a readiness to re-
turn to the situation existing before American
medium-range missiles began to be deployed




in Europe. That would pave the way for a radi-
cal settlement by negotiation of the question of
nuclear armaments in Europe and the world as
a whole.

* * *

In assessing Clausewitz's famous words that
“war is the continuation of politics by other
means,” Lenin wrote: “Marxists have always
rightly regarded this thesis as the theoretical
basis of views on the significance of any war. It
was from this viewpoint that Marx and Engels
always regarded the various wars.”” This has
always been Lenin’s own stand.

This proposition remains the theoretical
foundation of the views of Marxists in their
assessments of the nuclear threat. This ap-
proach not only allows revealing the decisive
role played by socio-political factors both in
creating and in averting the terrible threat
hanging over humankind. It also helps to see
that the removal of the nuclear threat, which is
imperialist in essence, has become the pivot of
all world politics. The struggle against this
threat is resolving the main poiitical contra-

diction of the modern world — between the
anti-social, narrow-class motivations of
imperialist reaction and the inextinguishable
human striving for life, of which socialism and
all the other peace forces are the spokesmen in
our epoch.

Working group of the WMR Commission
for General Theoretical Problems:
Gancho Ganev, Yevgeny Kazar,

Sarada Mitra
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viewpoints

REALITIES OF SOCIALISM

Readers in many countries are asking for
information about realities in socialist coun-
tries. They want not only theoretical gen-
eralizations of their experience but also de-
tails about the life of the new v. >rid — full-
blooded, many-sided, with all its s. .ial advan-
tages, achievements and unresolved prob-
lems. They want concrete examples so as to
have a better understanding of the shape
being acquired in practice by key propositions
of scientific communism and the political
economy of socialism.

In response to these requests WMR is
herewith beginning the publication of selec-
tions of publicistic and information material
about the realities, ithe day-to-day life of
socialist society. The first of these selectionsis
a reply to a letter from communist deputies of
communal parliaments of the FRG Anjelika

Representative democracy at work

Manzke (Hattingen) and Ulli Stang (Marburg)
and city councillors Michael Plath (Hannover)
and Willi Ebbinghaus (Geveisberg), who have
asked for information about local represen-
tative bodies in a socialist country.

Given the similarity of the basic principles
underlying political life in the socialist world,
its manifestations differ markedly, depending
on the specifics of historical development, the
national psychology, the country’s size, the
ethnic composition of the population, and
many other important factors. For that reason
information on the work of local represen-
tative bodies in only one country cannot give a
full and exact picture. WMR offers four contri-
butions: from the GDR, Czechoslovakia, Po-
land, and Hungary. We showed the authors
the letter from the FRG and each in his/her
own way, directly or indirectly, answers the
questions posed in it. We give the full text of
these questions in the first interview.
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WORK AND PROBLEMS
OF AN ELECTIVE BODY

Dr. Gunter Wirth (GDR)'

1. In 1984 there were elections to the parlia-
ments of five lander in the FRG and to local
representative bodies in the GDR. How do the
election campaigns differ in a socialist and a
bourgeois country? How do the deputies report
on their work? How are candidates selected
and nominated? What are their meetings with
their constituents like? How are election pro-
grams drawn up?

This is a wide spectrum of questions. To
answer them exhaustively would entail show-
ing in detail the profound distinctions between
bourgeois and socialist democracy. This cannot
be done in a short interview, but the point I
shall make is that in fact, on account of the
different understanding of democracy and,
consequently, of the different way it is tran-
slated into life, it is hard to draw a parallel
between elections in socialist countries and the
election battles in capitalist states. The elec-
tions in disparaie social systems carnot be
measured with one and the same yardsi _k, just
as this cannot be done in the case of the armed
forces, the state apparatus, and other outwardly
similar institutions.

How do the election campaigns differ in
bourgeois and socialist countries? First, our
society evaluates how democratic a political
system is, not by the exchange of rhetoric be-
tween proponents of different parties or by
whether the elector receives several ballot-
papers (according to the mimber of political
parties participating in the elections) or only
one with the names of the candidates of several
parties. Our judgment is formed chiefly by
whose interests the deputy represents, by
whether or not he or she expresses the will of
the majority of the people, cooperates with and
reports to his or her constituents, and whether
or not a deputy who has not justified the trust
placed in him or her can be recalled.

Second, in the representative bodies at all
levels — in the People’s Chamber (the highest
legislative organ of the GDR) and local assem-
blies of deputies (municipal councils) — the
mandates are distributed not only among the
five political parties functioning in the GDR but
also among trade unions, youth and women'’s
organizations, and the union of creative intel-
lectuals, the Kulturbund. The mass organiza-
tions have, for instance, 33 per cent of the seats
in the People’s Chamber and 25 per cent of the
seats in the Berlin City Assembly of Deputies.

Third, our deputies are not professional poli-
ticians, but ordinary citizens from all walks of
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life. They fulfil their public work alongside
their main work. For instance, the Standing
Commission for Cultural Affairs? of the Berlin
City Assembly of Deputies includes actors, ar-
tists, composers, the General Director of the
German State Library, the Director of the
Bureau for the Annual Berlin Arts Festival, a
woman factory worker, a lawyer, a physician, a
saleswoman, a technologist and a newspaper
editor. I have been chairman of this standing
commission since 1968, and of the two vice-
chairmen one is the secretary for cultural policy
of an SED district committee and the other is a
non-party authoress.

Fourth, our deputies are selected not as a
result of any backstage manipulations, as is
usually the case in capitalist states, but with the
broadest participation of the people them-
selves. In our country freedom of choice and
democracy spell out not only the right to vote
for or against but also the opportunity to parti-
cipate in the nomination of a candidate. After a
party or public organization has nominated a
candidate, the nomination is submitted for
discussion to the collective where the can-
didate works and to the party, public organiza-
tion, or creative union to which he or she be-
longs. Colleagues debate (sometimes at several
meetings) the merits of the candidate and if the
nomination is approved it is passed on to the
National Front of the GDR.? All nominations
are then considered by the Front’s committees
at open meetings or conferences of represen-
tatives of constituents,* who approve or decline
them and establish the order in which they are
listed in the ballot-papers. This is followed by
meetings at factories and residential neighbor-
hoods, and in parties and mass and cultural
organizations, and creative unions, at which
the outgoing deputies report on their work and
new candidates are introduced. At this stage of
the election process any citizen may, stating
his or her reasons, propose striking a candidate
off the list. In our country candidates are thus
selected, nominated, and checked in public in
the presence of such a large number of people
that persons who do not have the confidence of
constituents have practically no possibility of
getting onto the lists of candidates. Election day
witnesses only the completion of the election
campaign — free, universal, direct, and equal
voting by secret ballot. A candidate is recog-
nized as having been elected upon the receipt
of more than half of the votes. But since the
ballot-paper always contains the names of more
candidates than the number of the mandates a
given electoral district can grant, the question
of who becomes the deputy and who is named
as his or her stand-in* is decided by the order in




which the candidates are listed on the ballot-
per.

Fifth, and last, our democracy’s cardinal ad-
vantage is that there is continuous close contact
between constituents and their deputies after
elections. Deputies solicit active assistance
from citizens and the latter, for their part, are in
most cases prepared to extend such assistance.
Deputies are obliged to report regularly to their
constituents, receive them, hear their ques-
tions, wishes and statements, and help to
satisfy their requirements.

2. What are a deputy’s relations with the city
administration? What is the class significance
of the words: “The parliament is a working
body” and “unity between the adoption and
implementation of decisions and verification
of compliance with them”? What basic prin-
ciples of the socialist state does this practice of
administration put into effect?

We have good relations with the city admin-
istration, i.e., the Berlin Magistrat. The Chief
Burgomaster and members of the Magistrat are
elected by the City Assembly of Deputies and
they are accountable to it. The meaning of
“working bodies” and “unity between the
adoption and implementation of decisions and
verification of compliance with them’ may be
illustrated with the example of our commis-
sion. As deputies, its members are responsible
for all aspects of the GDR capital’s develop-
ment: supplies for the population, health care,
social security, road construction, develop-
ment of the suburban communications net-
work, public education, recreation, environ-
mental protection and so on. As members of the
City Assembly of Deputies we take part in
discussing and adopting the budget, the plans
of the capital’s economic, social and cultural
development and construction. We elect (or
recall) the chairman of the people’s court,
judges and assessors, and approve the nom-
ination of the chairmen and members of the
workers’ and peasants’ inspection committee,
etc.

Deputies have the right to submit draft deci-
sions and put questions to the people’s rep-
resentative body, the Magistrat or commissions
and, of course, send inquiries to all specialized
administrative bodies and heads of factories
and offices on the territory of the GDR capital
and require them to answer all inquiries; by law
an answer or decision to any question must be
given within 10 days. Deputies thus take part in
the decision-making process relating to the ci-
ty’s development and participate in verifying
compliance with decisions.

Further, the prime duty of members of the
Standing Commission for Cultural Affairs is to

facilitate the development of Berlin’s cultural
life. For this purpose a segment of the commis-
sion’s members work in the Aktivé which
systematically studies the state of amateur art
activities at large enterprises and inspects
houses of culture. Other members of the com-
mission help to improve the work of youth
clubs and make their activities more attractive.
Nor do we ignore senior citizens: for instance,
one of the commission's most recent confer-
ences was held in a newly-built home for el-
derly people. It was decided to instruct city
councillors for cultural affairs, health care and
social security to draw up, in cooperation with
the Berlin Concert Board, a varied program of
functions for such homes.

We regularly hold away-conferences with the
management and trade union activists of thea-
ters, movie houses, the Zoo, the recreation park,
the Brandenburg Museum, and the city library.
The commission always makes sure to verify
whether the problems raised at its most recent
away-session have been resolved (as a rule, we
have such away-conferences at each of these
facilities once every two years). The discussion
covers not only their work but also the living
and working conditions of their staffs.

Further, the commission looks into some as-
pects of the city’s development: verifies pro-
gress in building cultural institutions (current
projects are the Berlin Concert House and
premises for the Friedrichstadtpalast Variety
Theater), paying special attention to the
restoration of architectural monuments (during
the past eight years this matter was considered
at five conferences).

Our work has led to the settlement of quite a
few urgent problems.

3. Who delineates -the duties of the com-
missions? Does anybody sanction their work
and to whom are they accountable?

Our commission decides its own area of
work. Here it takes into account the plans of the
City Assembly of Deputies and the Culture
Department of the Magistrat, the regularity of
its visits to cultural institutions (which I have
mentioned earlier), and also nationally im-
portant social and cultural events. We work in
accordance with the half-yearly plans that we
draw up ourselves. The commission has 10-12
sittings annually, some with deputies of other
standing commissions or with the chairmen of
analogous commissions of the nine Berlin dis-
trict assemblies of deputies.

We are accountable, first and foremost, to our
own constituents. Deputies report on their
work to meetings of Berliners in residential
neighborhoods, at the place of work, and at
meetings with members of political parties and
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mass organizations holding representative
mandates. The commission organizes col-
lective reports from time to time (the latest was
at the Maxim Gorky Theater). Meetings of this
l..nd are held mainly before elections. Since the
commission is an organ of the City Assembly of
Deputies, its members are, naturally, responsi-
ble to the City Assembly and are accountable to
it. Inmense significance is attached to the work
deputies are doing with applications from citi-
zens and to the analyses they make of their talks
with them during reception hours.

4. Is compensation given for any loss in pay
incurred as a result of the deputies spending
their time for fulfilling their duties? Are de-
puties released from their main work for any
length of time to enable them effectively to
carry out their mandates as deputies?

Yes. There is a special law safeguarding de-
puties against any loss in pay. In addition they
receive a monthly remuneration of 50 marks
(the commission chairman gets 70 marks).” De-
puties try to minimize the time they spend
away from their workplace, doing so only when
it is absolutely necessary. They fulfil their
duties as deputies chiefly in their spare time.

5. What rights or, perhaps, benefits do de-
puties have in public life and their workplace
compared with rank-and-file citizens?

None. As deputies they are entitled to use the
capital’s transport facilities free of charge, no-
thing more.

6. How and where can deputies get the spe-
cial knowledge so they can expertly discuss
and decide the problems that arise?

This is a very important question. First, in
their public work they use the Magistrat’s re-
ports to plenary meetings of the City Assembly
of Deputies and also special information mate-
rial and studies. Second, on individual matters
(in our case — cultural policy) the relevant
department of the Berlin Magistrat issues in-
formation regularly on current affairs and on
upcoming decisions. We discuss these docu-
ments, state our attitude to them and, for our
part, likewise raise questions, which sub-
sequently influences the work of the state ap-
paratus. Moreover, in Berlin the district
academy runs qualification upgrading courses
for leading cadre at which deputies can study
the problems they are interested in. Lastly, de-
puties, their stand-ins, and experts working in
commissions are helped to obtain information

and broaden their knowledge by the parties and
mass organizations that had nominated them.
In the case of our commission these are the
SED, the Christian Democratic Union, the Na-
tional Democratic and Liberal Democratic par-
ties of Germany, the Kulturbund, and the
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Democratic Women'’s Union of Germany.

7. Do you have instances of a clash of opin-
ions? How do you act in such cases?

On specific issues and methods of work,
opinions may differ of course. In our com-
mission, for example, the debates between de-
puties and the talks with officials of the Culture
Department of the Magistrat and with heads of
factories and offices help to draw up joint draft
decisions. These are then submitted to the City
Assembly of Deputies and the Magistrat, for the
commission is not empowered to pass deci-
sions. Here account is also taken of suggestions
from party and mass organizations.

Commission chairmen or representatives are
sometimes invited to meetings of the Magistrat
to state their attitude to a proposed project.
However, there have been cases (rarely, let it be
said) of opinions differing so much that no
satisfactory decision could be found.

There is another side to this: it has become
customary for us to exchange views on the
international situation from time to time,
especially during acute political situations. In
this matter our views coincide. All deputies,
regardless of ideological or religious per-
suasions, consistently uphold the peace policy
of the GDR.

8. How does the alliance policy of the party
of the working class influence the work of
deputies?

Permit me to return to my first point. The
work of deputies in commissions is one of the
many sectors in which the SED’s alliance pol-
icy manifests itself. In our commission this is
seen, first, in the cooperation among all the
forces united in the National Front of the GDR

and, second, in the maintenance of the alliance
of the Berlin workers with people following the
creative professions and with other intel-
lectuals. From this standpoint our city has
noteworthy traditions. I feel it is symbolic that a
political personality like Otto Nuschke, a
bourgeois democrat who was a deputy in the
Weimer Constituent Assembly, which in 1919
passed the constitution of the German Empire,
substantiated at the first national congress of
the National Front in 1950 the political expe-
diency of the new election procedure (voting in
accordance with a joint list of candidates) and
thereby expressed the essence of our socialist
democracy.

In 1951, remembering, on the one hand, the
dismal experience of the Weimar Republic and,
on the other, the cooperation among the com-
munists, social democrats, members of
bourgeois-democratic organizations and poli-
tically uncommitted people in the Resistance
movement, the five parties and the mass




organizations of the GDR that at elec-
tions they would no longer act in rivalry against
each other. They go to elections with a common
program and a common list of National Front
candidates. What for those times was a bold
attempt to practise democracy in a new way is
now time-tested. In the GDR today there are no
longer antagonistic class contradictions and
opposing aims of social development and,
hence, no foundation for political struggle. The
common lists of candidates for deputies are
part and parcel of the alliance policy and, at the
same time, a dependable guarantee of the par-
ticipation of all the working classes and strata
of the GDR — under the leadership of the work-
ing class and its party — in the exercise of
power, in influencing affairs of state and
society.

As regards the alliance between the working
class and the intelligentsia, let me recall two
speeches: one was delivered on the eve of the
First World War by Karl Liebknecht, deputy of
the Berlin City Assembly and deputy of the
Prussian Landtag; the other was made at the
close of the 1920s by Wilhelm Pieck, deputy of
the same assembly and a communist, who was
to become the first President of the German
Democratic Republic. Both spoke of communal
cultural policy and both urged the satisfaction
of the cultural requirements of the working
population (to use the exact words spoken by
Karl Liebknecht) and called for a democratic
culture.

We see our work of strengthening socialist
democracy and promoting socialist culture as
an important task and a contribution to peace

and the people’s social confidence, welfare and
happiness.

1. Deputy of the Berlin City Assembly of Deputies and
Chairman of the Standing Commission for Cultural Af-
fairs, Dr. Gunter Wirth is a member of the Presidium of the
Central Board of the Christian Democratic Union and
Vice-President of the Kulturbund of the GDR. He is editor-
in-chief of the evangelical journal Standpunkt.

2. Commissions are organs of local representative
bodies and they organize the work of deputies in the
interim between sessions. Where long-term and systema-
tic work is required of deputies, standing commissions are
set up for the entire period of the powers vested in them.
Single assignments are carried out by commissions
formed for a short period with a specific aim. — Ed.

3. Historically, it grew on the basis of a bloc of anti-
fascist democratic parties and mass organizations formed
in 1945 of the five political parties which continue to
function in the GDR as well as the Confederation of Free
German Trade Unions, the Free German Youth, the Demo-
cratic Women's League of Germany, and the Kulturbund
of the GDR. In the National Front they enjoy equal rights
and have an equal number of representatives in the Na-
tional Council of the National Front and also in the area,
district, city and other committees of that organization.
Moreover, it includes also 20 more unions (according to

interests, professions, and so on) and non-party people.
The Front's 17,500 elective committees have more than
235,000 members. This is now the numerically largest and
politically broadest popular movement in the country.
One of its functions is to conduct elections, it draws up the
final lists of the candidates of political parties and mass
organizations and submits the election program for
nation-wide discussion. — Ed.

4. Nominations are submitted for endorsement to con-
ferences of representatives of one or several con-
stituencies. Moreover, these conferences consider the is-
sues on which the future deputy should focus attention. —
Ed.

5. A candidate who has received the percentage of
votes required by law but remains without a mandate
becomes the stand-in for the successful candidate so as to
take his or her place in the event he or she drops out for
some reason. Stand-ins are enlisted into the work of com-
missions; as regards their pay and the time needed to fulfil
theirdpublic work, they enjoy the same rights as deputies.
— Ed.

6. The Aktiv consists of standing or temporary working
groups formed by standing commissions and functioning
under the leadership of deputies. Also, the Aktiv includes
stand-in deputies and many other knowledgeable citizens,
who are thereby drawr into direct participation in the
work of the people’s representative bodies. — Ed.

7. For the sake of comparison: the monthly pay of fac-

tory and office workers in the republic averaged 1,075
marks in 1982. — Ed.

WHO RUNS THE TOWN?

A total of 196,469 National Front' candidates
were eiected to local representative bodies in
Czechoslovakia in 1981. The composition of
the town, rural community, and district na-
tional committees is roughly consistent with
society’s social, ethnic and age structure. Al-
most two-thirds of the deputies are employed
in material production, and of these over 40
per cent are factory workers and some 20 per
cent are peasants. Roughly one-third of the
deputies are women, and another third are
young people under 35.2

Our report uses the example of a small
town, which won the population center
improvements contest in Czechoslovakia, to
illustrate the day-to-day work of a town na-
tional committee and of its deputies.

The small town of Horovice with its population
of some 7,000 is situated 50 kilometers away
from Prague. Small and spruce, it is framed in
the verdure of the surrounding woods and
fields of wheat.

Jan Neruda, the celebrated 19th-century
Czech poet, called this vicinity a place of pover-
ty. In his day, both in the town and the district
around it, all the men toiled from dawn to dusk
making nails. The unceasing beat of their
hammers, the poet wrote, was never broken by
song. Songs had departed from this land.

Neruda's description became obsolete long
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ago. The story of those days can only be found
in the time-yellowed pages of documents on
display in the local museum. This place of pov-
erty has become a fertile, rich land, which is
known far beyond Czechoslovakia. The diesel
engines manufactured by CKD, the largest local
industrial facility, are exported to 42 countries.

The vears of socialist construction have been
the period of the town’s most rapid growth. The
small bleak houses have given way to neigh-
borhoods consisting of modern pre-fabricated
apartment houses and cosy villas. In the past 15
years alone, Horovice has built a new hospital,
a large sports complex with an indoor swim-
ming pool, a winter stadium, tennis courts, and
football pitches. The old central square has
undergone a change. It is adorned with decora-
tive bushes and in summer it is bright with
flowers.

Horovice's residents are proud of their town
and are constantly looking for ways of making
it more attractive. Their suggestions are col-
lected by the national committee, the local rep-
resentative organ of the people’s power
through which citizens participate in the
town’s administration.’ Thc committee’s
chairman Zdenek Samec relates that the things
that the inhabitants want for their town are
numberless. Suggestions keep pouring in and
if anybody thinks nothing is done about them
he is wrong. The town national committee
gives serious attention to what the people say.
Hardly any of its plenary meetings (which may
be attended by any citizen) goes by without a
discussion and settlement of matters important
for the work and life of the town's inhabitants.

These meetings are usually prepared by de-
puties together with commission members and
other activists. The deputies explain to people
the committee’s concrete suggestions and to-
gether with them think of how to put them into
effect. On the committee chairman'’s table are
plans, mock-ups, and designs for the town'’s
development. Architects, designers, and
geodesists help to turn them into reality, but
Horovice’s future is being built by its in-
habitants in the first place.

Deputies

The town national committee consists of 61
deputies. More than half work at local factories.
Among them are members of agricultural co-
operatives, doctors, teachers, managers and
pensioners. One-third of the deputies are
women and young people. Among the com-
mittee members there are communists and
non-party people, members of organizations of
the National Front. Some are serving their sec-
ond or even third term as deputies (the term of
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office is five years): these have won the esteem
and confidence of their fellow townspeople.

One of them is Milena Vitova, a factory work-
er, who has been a deputy of the town national
committee for nearly 15 years. She has con-
siderable experience of representing her con-
stituents in an organ of state power, of working
to satisfy their needs in keeping with the in-
terests of society as a whole. She has been a
member of several commissions set up to verify
compliance with the committee’s decisions.
These commissions consist not only of de-
puties but also of activists. They are a sort of
headquarters for volunteers helping to run the
town. One of the commissions of which Milena
was a member was the school commission that
deals mainly with matters relating to education
and the building of schools. As a member of
that commission she was kept busy by young
mothers requesting nursery school accom-
modations for their children. She backed these
requests at plenary meetings of the national
committee and in its various commissions. In
the end the committee resolved to build one
more nursery school. There are now four in the
town and these accommodate 320 children.

“In our town,” says Milena, “we have all the
conditions for the work of deputies. I, for one,
get all the information and documents I need
about the activities of the national committee
and of the problems that arise at the factories —
we cooperate closely with their mass organi-
zations. When this is necessitated by the in-
terests of constituents I send inquiries to the
relevant town organ.

*“I regard the powers vested in a deputy as
being three-tiered. First come the relations be-
tween people. Deputies have to be constantly
informed of what their constituents think, their
problems and their needs, and they should act
accordingly. This is rewarded with affection on
the part of the people for their town. We give
much of our attention to elderly folk: they are
often visited by three paid social workers and
also by members of the Youth League, who
help these people whenever this help is
required

“Then there is the economic side tc our work.
[ am now a member of the commission on trade.
In the current five-year period our aim is to
improve services by building and reconstruct-
ing several retail outlets because at public meet-
ings and in the citizens’ committees* many
people criticized the retail network. But my
fellow townspeople not only criticize; they also
act. For instance, citizens’ committee No. 6 has
undertaken to enlist townspeople to build a
small retail outlet in the area under its jurisdic-
tion. It is now almost finished.




“The commission makes sure that the retail
network offers people better and more efficient
services. Moreover, together with the con-
sumers’ council we are monitoring the work of
retail outlets. Minor violations are examined on
the spot with the manager. The council of the
national committee is informed of the more
serious offenses and it determines the measure
of punishment.

“Lastly, the political influence brought to
bear by a deputy is very significant indeed. At
the elections constituents express their con-
fidence in us, and we are accountable to them.
They have the right to verify how we serve their
interests. Deputies explain the aims and actions
of the national committee, and heed the voice
of the people. They attend public meetings,
where people state their opinions. At these
meetings deputies invariably take the floor to
enlist the people into the fulfillment of the elec-
tion program.”

“This program,” says Jaroslav Rehtacek,
Chairman of the Horovice Committee of the
CPCz (this is a non-paid office; he heads a
department of the Jednota Consumers’ Co-
operative), “is essentially a political document.
It says what has to be done and built for the
town in the next five years. In all cases it is the
product of suggestions from the townspeople
about what the town needs. Such a program is
adopted at meetings of voters, and each can join
in carrying it out. The responsibility for many
of the projects is borne by the staffs of enter-
prises. Compliance is verified at conferences of
managers and chairmen of trade union commit-
tees and by party organs.

“The program attaches importance to the in-
culcation of a scientific world view, to the crea-
tion cf conditions for molding the socialist
individual. For that reason it contains points
such as talks about books and meetings with
foremost workers, production innovators, and
artists.”

The election program is regularly specified:
in the socialist commitments we record what is
to be completed in the current year. These
commitments are not mere wishes: they rest on
the commitments of individual citizens and
entire staffs. This takes us to the work of the
citizens’ committees and mass organizations of
the National Front.

Citizens’ committees

They help the national committee, being
metaphorically speaking, an additional pair of
hands for it. It depends mainly on them how
energetically the townspeople of Horovice

fulfil the election program and their socialist
commitments. Why do people undertake this

work at all? This question is answered by Josef
Hampl, Chairman of Citizens’ Committee No.
11 and a worker at the local engineering plant.
Heis neithera deputy noracommunist. He loves
his town and is for that reason prepared to work
voluntarily for its good.

“At the beginning of the vear,” he said, “the
national committee sets us several tasks.
They’re not all that big, but they contribute to
adorning our town and district, to concern for
elderly and helpless people, and to reinforcing
public order. Along with deputies we go from
door to door, talking to every family, telling it of
our plans, and asking whether it would join in
carrying out what we have planned. In reply
people usually take the paper with the
commitments and write down how much time
they are willing to devote to voluntary work on
Sundays. Moreover, the citizens’ committee
keeps a list of pevple who will turn 65 or 70 this
year, to say nothing of the jubilees of older folk.
Together with the deputy we visit the person
concerned to congratulate him or her and pres-
ent a gift. People are deeply moved by this
concern and attention from the public.

“At the beginning and end of the year meet-
ings are held in the district and these are usu-
ally attended by a good half of the constituents.
At these meetings, we explain how commit-
ments should be carried out. For example, one
of our streets was not paved and did not even
have a sidewalk. It was proposed that these
omissions should be made good. The national
committee provided the curb-stones and we
wasted no time in setting & day of voluntary
work. Eighty people turned up. The curb-
stones were laid and some time later the street
was paved with asphalt and roses were planted.
We are also helping at big town projects.

“But these voluntary work days are not our
sole pre-occupation. The citizens’ committees
organize, for example, quiz contests about the
town’s past and present, musical events, and
contests for the adornment of the town (every-
thing is taken into consideration in naming the
winner: the tidiness around his or her house,
the state of the front garden, the trees, and the
verdure in the streets). This unites the people
and prompts them to take an active part in the
town's affairs."”

Key to the heart

This key always opens something new in
people, and without it there can be no progress
in life.

When schoolteacher Blanka Polakova, de-
puty of the town national committee, stood for
re-election (it was by far not the first time), she
talked to her constituents and reported to them
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on her work. This is usual. Whenever she has to
take the floor she is nervous, but the moment
she begins to speak she is in full control. There
is much that she has to say. In 1959 she was
asked if she would like to work in the national
committee’s commission for civil affairs, of
whose existence she had never before even
heard. She justified the trust that was placed in
her: it was due to her efforts and those of Vlasta
Skrobakova, a staffer of the town committee
who has been in charge of the Horovice register
of births, marriages and deaths for almost 50
years, that the commission became one of the
most active in the region.

Polakova's report to constituents was the
speech of a person devoted to her work. Can
one count the thousands of unregistered hours
or measure the labor and nervous strain that
have to be put even today, to say nothing of the
early 1960s, in each seemingly ordinaiy project
of the commission. But the results are in full
view.

Some years ago the ceremony of welcoming
each newborn citizen of the town was attended
by only half of the 20 persons usually invited:
today everybody attends. To the accom-
paniment of the measured notes of a march the
young parents take their place in the ancient
armchairs in Horovice Castle. The ritual sym-
bolizes the concern that the socialist state
shows for every newborn child and for its
mother and father. "

““This ceremony has become important to the
people,” Polakova said. “We write to the pa-
rents’ workplace to inform the management
when the ceremony is to take place. The
management always sends representatives to
join in the congratulations.

“Ceremonies also adorn events in the life of
the rising generation as the presentation of the
red Young Pioneer tie and a young person'’s
passport, or when young men and girls take
their first jobs.

“Warm concern is also shown for people
who are in the autumn of life. For example, on
Christmas eve, when the members of every fam-

ily exchange presents, parties are organized for .

pensioners. Young Pioneers are always guests
at these events and they bring gifts and recite
poems. The pensioners tell them of their own
young years, when life was not at all easy. For
the young people these stories are a textbook of
life.”

It would be hard to list everything that the
civil affairs commission does to help create
new, socialist traditions. Blanka Polakova was
returned as deputy of the town national com-
mittee at the latest elections. This surprised
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nobody: people showed their appreciation of
her work.

At the 16th congress of the Communist Party
of Czechoslovakia in 1981 it was noted that “we
see democracy’s significance and content in the
people’s ever growing participation in the
country’s administration, in the administration
of state and public affairs, in the day-to-day
settlement of problems of factories and other
enterprises, of towns and villages. This is true
democracy, democracy of the working people,
and we shall continue to consolidate and de-
fend it.”s

As in towns throughout Czechoslovakia, in
Horovice these words of the party document
get a tangible content. As soon as they appeared
the national committees were given every
attention from the Communist Party, which
sees them as one of the pillars of the socialist
system. The Horovice Town Party Committee
regularly discusses the work of the communists
in the national committee, helping to enhance
the efficiency of this work to satisfy the needs of
the townspeople more and more fully. Here, as
everywhere else in this socialist country, the
working people are the sole sovereign masters.

Vaclav Pergl
Czechoslovak journalist

1. The association of parties and mass organizations of
Czechoslovakia reinforcing the alliance between urban
and rural working people under the leadership of the
Communist Party of Czechoslovakia. It was set up in 1945
to consolidate the anti-fascist forces. It organizes elections
of representative bodies of all levels in the country. — Ed.

2. Rude pravo, June 8 and 9, 1981.

3. National committees sprang up in 1945 as organs of
the new revolutionary power in the struggle for national
and social liberation. — Ed.

4. Town self-administrative bodies whose jurisdiction
usually embraces one or two streets. — Ed.

5. XVL sjezd Komunisticke strany Ceskoslovenska,
Prague, 1981, p. 41.

REPRESENTATION AND THE LAW

In December 1983 the parliament of the Hunga-
rian People’s Republic passed a new electoral
law that summed up the quests that began in
this sphere back in the 1970s. Already then a
step had been taken to improve the election
system. It was prompted by the changes in so-
ciety’s socio-political structure: the founda-
tions of socialism had been created, there were
no longer classes and groups with antagonistic
interests, and society had become more homo-
geneous and united around common aims.
Moreover, there was a growing need to take the
interests of the various classes and groups into
fuller account to enable them to join in socialist
construction more actively. The old system of




forming representative bodies fell short of this
requirement. The significance of the election
law reform was that it made good this
shortcoming. In particular, the new law gave
every electoral district the right to nominate
several candidates for the post of deputy, and
the right to nomination was given to meetings
of electors.

An analysis of how this system functioned
brought the Central Committee of the Hunga-
rian Socialist Workers’ Party, at its plenary
meeting in July 1983, round to the conclusion
that it had to be further developed. A draft
election law was drawn up, published, and
broadly discussed in the Patriotic People’s
Front.* This discussion produced many in-
valuable suggestions and comments, which re-
flected the diverse opinions and views prevail-
ing in Hungarian society. Thus, a decision of
immense significance to society — the
amendment to the election law — was passed
after nation-wide consultation by direct
democracy.

The underlying principle of the Hungarian
election law — universal, equal, direct voting
by secret ballot — has undergone no change.
But it contains some important innovations.

The number of people enjoying suffrage has
been increased. Suffrage is now denied only to
mentally retarded people, criminals who have
been sentenced and are serving their sentences,
and also persons whom a court of law has, in
g-dition to the main punishment, deprived of
civil rights. But people on probation (those re-
leased before the expiry of their sentence, and
others) retain suffrage rights under the new
law.

The vast majority of the deputies to the State
Assembly are, as formerly, elected by electoral
districts. A different balloting procedure is
introduced for 30-35 of the deputies (roughly
10 per cent of the total): these are entered in a
national list submitted for voting throughout
the country. The purpose of this innovation is,
above all, that the heads of nationally signi-
ficant state organs should be elected not by any
single electoral district (for that would commit
them to championing local interests that may
conflict with basic functions) but by the whole
of Hungary. By the very nature of their mandate
they would thus be representing national inter-
ests. The right to draw up a list of candidates for
deputies to be elected by the whole country is
vested in the All-Hungary Council of the Patri-

*A mass socio-political movement embracing all the
working classes and strata in Hungary, all who want peace
and contribute to the building of socialism in Hungary. It
organizes elections in the country. — Ed.

otic People’s Front, and it does so on the basis
of recommendations from political and mass
organizations. The new ure gives more
weight to the trade unions and other mass
organizations as well as to young people, peas-
ants and other groups in the formation of the
highest organ of state power. It seems to me that
the new elements in our election law can play
an important role in the further development of
representative democracy in Hungary.

Further, the country’s division into territorial
units has been reorganized over the past 20
years. Now an administrative unit consisted of
several rural communities, and formally their
number was roughly halved. In effect, many
population centers saw no change, remaining
without their own organ of self-administration
— a rural or village council. It was found that
this had adverse effects. Public activity in such
population centers declined. It was vital to cor-
rect the situation.

Under the new law so-called rural boards are
being set up in small rural communities. Each
consists of the deputies elected by the given
population center to the big rural council
Thus, all the population centers included in the
enlarged administrative unit will now have
their own representative body, which will later
be invested with the necessary powers and al-
located funds.

The law makes it a rule that there should be at
least two candidates for every mandate. In
every electoral district for the election of de-
puties to the State Assembly, several (at least
two) meetings of constituents are to be held. At
these meetings any elector may name a can-
didate. If the candidate gets one-third of the
votes of those present he or she is included in
the election list. Each candidate has the right to
state his or her proposals and program to
constituents, and every voter has the right to
state any grievance to the election committee
about the way the meeting is held, challenge
the legality of the procedure of naming a
candidate, and get an adopted decision annul-
led. The People’s Front holds one meeting of
constituents to nominate candidates for de-
puties to the local councils.

Under the law, stand-in deputies to the State
Assembly and the local councils are elected for
the purpose of taking on the duties of those
members of these governmental organs who
drop out for one reason or another. To become a
stand-in deputy a candidate has to poll over 25
per cent of the votes. The purpose of this meas-
ure is to sustain the prestige of esteemed people
nominated by the public to stand in the elec-
tions but failing to get a mandate.

The law establishes a new procedure for re-
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calling deputies. The right to propose such a
move is accorded to voters (they must number

at least 10 per cent of the total in the constit-
uency) or to the relevant organ of the People’s
Front. As at usual elections, the voting is by
secret ballot. The decision to recall deputies
elected according to the national list is taken by
the State Assembly.

The new election law mirrors the steady
course of the Hungarian Socialist Workers’
Party toward the extension of socialist democ-
racy, the further all-sided development of Hun-
garian society, and the improvement of its poli-
tical organization.

Professor Peter Smidt
Eotvos Lorand University, Budapest

LOCAL AUTHORITY
— BEFORE AND NOW

In July 1983 the Sejm of the Polish People’s
Republic passed the Law on the System of
People’s Councils and Territorial Self-Ad-
ministration. What does the expression “sys-
tem of people’s councils and territorial self-
administration” mean?

Poland’s constitution defines councils as
local organs of state power, the basic organs of
public self-administration and, simultaneous-
ly, the basic organs of territorial self-ad-
ministration of the working people in villages,
towns, districts, big towns and the voivodships
(Article 43).! It thus vests the people’s councils
with a twin function — as the organ not only of
state power but also of territorial self-ad-
ministration. The point is that in Poland’s poli-
tical system some local problems (social, every-
day life and cultural linked to the domicile
of citizens) are handled not only by councils
but also by town and rural organs of self-ad-
ministration: meetings (or conferences of dele-
gates) of residents of a neighborhood, block of
apartments, or individual apartment house and
the committees elected by them (cor-
respondingly in neighborhood, block, house)
and meetings of rural communities and the
rural (communal) committees and elders
elected by them.

Under the former, now defunct, law on
people’s ~ouncils (1958) these two elements of
territorial self-administration existed in-
dependently of each other: the councils were in
the general system of state power, while the
self-administrative bodies of town and
countryside were in the People’s Unity Front.2
This does not, of course, imply that the people’s
councils ignored the experience of the self-ad-
ministrative bodies or disregarded their opin-
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ion. But a firm legal link was created between
them for the first time by the 1983 law, which
decreed an integral system of territorial self-
administration. Thereby, in tackling local prob-
lems the councils acquired a valuable and
dependable partner sensitive to signals from
the people.

Under the new procedure the urban and rural
self-administrative committees function under
the people’s councils. The committees enjoy
wide powers, have their own funds, and can
use money allocated by the councils for socio-
educational and social programs. This has en-
hanced the prestige of the self-administrative
bodies and also their role in improving the life
of the people, and it is making the people aware
that they are indeed strongly influencing the
development of their own town or village and
the destiny of their country.

The law extends the social base of socialist
state power and gives a more profound mean-
ing to power of the people. It is not a momen-
tary act of electing people’s representatives. On
the contrary, it brings citizens into active and
conscious participation in deciding questions
of their work and life continuing also through-
out the period between elections. An important
step has thus been taken toward the fulfillment
of the directive of the ninth extraordinary con-
gress of the Polish United Workers’ Party,
namely, that the “handling of the affairs of
enterprises, rural communities, gminas,?
towns, and voivodships must be based on the
principles of socialist public self-administra-
tion defined by law.”*

In the new law serious attention is given to
defining the rights and duties of deputies to
local representative bodies. In the people’s
council, deputies express the interests of their
constituents and are responsible to them. In
order to maintain constant contact with citi-
zens in the period between elections, deputies
have to keep regular reception hours, answer
complaints, statements and suggestions, and
attend meetings of the self-administrative
bodies. When a people’s council faces an im-
portant and disputed question, deputies have
to meet with constituents and learn their at-
titude to this question. The wishes and de-
mands of citizens are passed on to the local
people’s representative body or its organs. As
for deputies, although they are guided by the
recommendations of their constituents, they
have the right to adopt an independent stand
since it is their duty to harmonize local interests
with those of the entire nation.

The law gives deputies a high public status.
All their inquiries must be answered officially
within 14 days; the heads of state organs, fac-




tories and «ffices located in the territory of the
given council have to receive the deputy for
public affairs promptly, and give him or her all
the requested information and the possibility of
studying material pertaining to any specific
question.

Deputies do not enjoy personal privileges,
but under the law they have the right to some
benefits facilitating the fulfillment of their pub-
lic duties. For instance, they are excused from
work in order to attend sessions of the people’s
council, commission meetings, or other busi-
ness linked to the discharge of their duties. For
this period they continue getting their regular
pay. When deputies have to travel, their travel-
ling expenses are paid and they get a daily
allowance as all other civil servants. They can
use the public transport free of charge in the
territory of their council. If deputies find them-
selves in a conflict situation, the law gives them
the right to legal defense and protects their
labor status: they cannot be dismissed from
work without the consent of the presidium of
the people’s council of which they are
members.

The rights of the councils have been visibly
enlarged. They can handle all matters related to
the satisfaction of the needs of the population
and they direct socio-economic and cultural
development in their territories (with the ex-
ception of questions which special laws placed
under the jurisdiction of some other organ of
power or agency). However, territorial self-ad-
ministrative bodies are not isolated from the
state and do not enter into competition with it.
They are a decentralized form of organizing the
life of society that benefits by the participation
in them of large numbers of people and by the
development and adoption of specific legal
norms conforming to the conditions prevailing
in individual regions.

The new concept of territorial self-
administration takes into account the princi-
ples of the economic reform now being en-
forced in Poland. The people’s councils and
their executive bodies now have the right:

— to draw up and approve short-term and
long-term plans of socio-economic develop-
ment for their territories;

— to establish local state enterprises to better
satisfy the needs of the population;

— to permit nationally important enterprises
to be set up on their territory (this concerns only
voivodship people’s councils);

— to suggest improvements in the work of
public enterprises with the view of meeting the
market demand more fully and making more
effective use of local raw material resources.

These wide powers enable the local rep-
resentative bodies to run their territories as

masters in the true sense of the word, and they
bear the full responsibility for the economic
development of these territories in accordance
with society’s needs, for further industrial-
ization, environmental protection, and the
efficient utilization of land. In issuing per-
mission for the building of industrial enter-
prises, the councils can set their terms to inves-
tors. For instance, that they should help to en-
large the network of roads or power trans-
mission lines and build schools, hospitals, re-
tail outlets and so forth. Ope of the channels
through which the local representative bodies,
as basic organs of public self-administration,
will influence the work of enterprises within
the framework of the economic reform is
through cooperation with workers’ self-ad-
ministrative bodies.

The substantial increase of the funds placed
at the disposal of local organs is enhancing
their authority. Where sources of financing are
concerned, the law distinguishes direct tasks of
the people’s councils and the tasks set them by
higher organs of power. In the first case, the
local representative bodies can freely dispose of
their own funds, which they get chiefly in the
shape of taxes.’ To these are added a set share of
the state budget’s revenues (the size is fixed
once in five years) and also the profits from
investments made jointly with state enter-
prises. Whereas formerly the people’s councils’
own funds covered only an average of 17 per
cent of their expenditures, today it is estimated
that this indicator will rise to roughly 80 per
cent. To carry out the tasks set by higher bodies,
the local organs are given special allocations.

Considerable importance is now being at-
tached to the ability of the people’s councils to
use economic methods to influence the work of
the enterprises in their territories, skilfully ac-
cumulate funds, and spend them rationally.
This requires a serious change of the style of
work and thinking of deputies and the ap-
paratus of local people’s representative bodies.
Taking this into account the Sejm has resolved
to make the law operational only in July 1984,
i.e., a year after it was approved. This post-
ponement was decided upon to give the staffs
of the people’s councils and the public time in
which to acquaint themselves with the new
procedure.

The law on the system of people’s councils
and territorial self-administration will un-
questionably be of fundamental significance in
promoting the political system of People’s

April 1984 57




Poland and strengthening socialist democracy.

Eugenia Kempara
Member, State Council of the PPR

1. In Poland the forms of public self-administration
include workers’ self-administration at factories, self-ad-
ministration by individual peasants in the countryside, by
members of professional unions, cooperatives, mass and
cultural organizations, and territorial self-administrative
bodies. Territorial self-administration includes people’s
councils of all levels and also urban and rural self-ad-
ministrative bodies. — Ed.

2. The People’s Unity Front (called the National Front

prior to 1957) was a movement of organizations forming
the system of people’s power in Polish society, and also of
every Polish citizen. The Front disintegrated during the
crisis of 1980-1962. — Ed.

3. Gmina is an administrative-territorial unit of the first
instance in rural localities. As a rule, it has an area of some
8,000 hectares and a population of up to 7,000. — Ed.

4. IX Nadzwyczajny zjazd Polskiej Zjednoczonej partii
robotniczej, Warsaw, 1983, p. 658.

5. Wage tax (about 85 per cent of all the cash revenues
of the budget of counci!s), real estate tax, turnover tax, and
income tax from individuals and enterprises of the public
sector, land and equalizing taxes, inheritance and gift
taxes, seal dues and so on.

Strategy of radical change in Africa

Many African countries, having cast off colo-
nial tyranny, took the road to anti-imperialist,
democratic changes. They are thoroughly
restructuring their society — an activity going
on in difficult conditions and demanding
much effort to overcome the onerous legacy
of the colonial period. The following articles
tell about the experience of political, social
and economic changes in the Republic of
Guinea-Bissau and of agrarian ones, in the
People's Republic of the Congo.

GUIDELINE: THE WELFARE
OF THE PEOPLE |

Vasco Cabral
Political Bureau member,
Permanent Secretary, PAIGC CC

The Republic of Guinea-Bissau is observing
this year the 60th anniversary of the birthday of
Amilcar Cabral,' founder of our party and na-
tion, outstanding thinker and fighter, strategist
and diplomat. Personal credit is due to him for

the formation of the African Party for the Inde-
pendence of Guinea and the Cape Verde Islands
(PAIGC),? which led the national liberation
struggle against centuries-long Portuguese
colonial rule. The rise of an independent state
on our native soil was a logical result of this
struggle.

Amilcar Cabral made a great contribution to
Guinean statehood. Even at the stage of armed
struggle, he proposed setting up people’s
power institutions to ensure the declaration of
independence. On discussing his proposal, the
party leadership decided to hold elections in
the liberated areas, which encompassed three-
fourths of the territory of the future state at the
time. In this way the first legal organ of power
by the people, the National People’s Assembly,
came into being. It was made up of rep-
resentatives of the population of the liberated
areas, including PAIGC members. On Sep-
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tembex 24, 1973, the Assembly proclaimed the
Republic of Guinea-Bissau, which was recog-
nized by most countries of the world in a matter
of months.

Amilcar Cabral did not live to see that radiant
day. He was assassinated in January 1973 on
orders from the Portuguese colonialists. Not-
withstanding this great loss, Cabral’s associates
and followers carried the struggle through to
victory and won independence.

The new republic has gone through certain
stages since then. The first stage (till November
1980) was marked by the completion of the
armed struggle against colonial rule, the estab-
lishment of the political power of the PAIGC
throughout national territory (largely made
possible by the downfall of the fascist dictator-
ship in Portugal in April 1974) and a further
consolidation of national sovereignty.

Deliverance from foreign tyranny is not the
end of the struggle for liberation. After winning
independence, Guinea-Bissau had to continue
its fight in peace-time conditions, the next goal
being political, economic, social and cultural
development, improved conditions of life for
the people and promotion of their well-being,
and the provision in line with the PAIGC pro-
gram of the prerequisites for the gradual aboli-
tion of exploitation in any form. We came up
against enormous problems left from the period
of Portuguese colonial rule. The main eco-
nomic field, agriculture, was in a state of ex-
treme neglect. The republic had neither mod-
ern industries, nor a developed infrastructure.
Recurrent droughts, widespread illiteracy, the
lack of skilled personnel and the inadequacy of
the educational system and health services
made the economic situation still more
deplorable.

In the 1974-1977 period the masses showed
their creative energy and their enthusiasm for
constructive effort, being heartened by free-
dom. The capitalist economic system was




struck a first blow when the domination of
colonial banks came to an end. All financial
transactions were put under the control of a
newly established National Bank. The state
took over large foreign capitalist enterprises.
The third PAIGC congress (1977) evolved a
strategy for socio-economic transformations.

However, serious departures from the correct
line adopted by the congress came out shortly
after, with repercussions in various spheres of
national life. Due to underestimation of the
leading role of the party, its ideological and
political militancy declined, its links with the
masses loosened and the masses moved farther
away from what had become amorphous party
organizations. Shortcomings in ideological
work produced negative phenomena in the
PAIGC, such as irresponsibility, self-seeking,
nepotism and indifference to politics.
Technocratic trends gained ground among
statesmen. What came to the fore on the poli-
tical scene was not the party but government
bodies.

The overall result was that the PAIGC lost its
role as the leading force of society. It forgot one
of Amilcar Cabral’s main recommendations.
The dissociation of the leadership from the
people and the inaction of party branches
stripped the party of the ability to mobilize the
masses for socio-economic construction and
this necessarily affected the economic situa-
tion. The miscalculations of the time still make
themselves felt.

In November 1980, against the background of
the danger threatening the revolution, there
sprang up and triumphed a movement?® aimed
at correcting past mistakes and restoring the
role of the party as the real political leader of
Guinean society. Late November saw the
beginning of a second stage in the development
of the republic. It was then, and more particu-
larly after the first extraordinary PAIGC con
gress (November 1981), that we adopted a line
which benefited the entire activity of the party
and the state apparatus and the fulfillment of
socio-economic development plans.

In effecting changes and extending the fight
against imperialism, we carefully take account
of the conditions prevailing in the republic.
This is what Amilcar Cabral counselled us to
do. It was by taking account of objective reality,
the general backwardness of the country and its
historical and national specifics that we were
able to work out an up-to-date strategy for
socio-economic development; first defined in
1977, it was reaffirmed by the extraordinary
party congress. This strategy serves the PAIGC
program, which calls for the construction of a
just society ruling out all exploitation of man by

man and all subordination of people to the
selfish interests of individuals, groups or
classes.*

The economic renaissance is taking place in
a country with a multistructural economy. This
requires constant attention to cooperation
among its sectors and to the need to stave off the
danger of going too far too fast in implementing
the policy of change. According to the party
program, minerals, the main sources of energy,
forests and water resources, industrial plant,
public transport, banking and insurance must
be controlled and used by the state as national
property. We have nationalized land, for we
could not allow it to remain the property of big
landowners. We are now drafting a law that
will restrict the size of privately owned land.
When it comes into force we will have taken a
step toward preventing a revival of the activity
of capitalist elements. The state is not going to
let them buy up landed property and own vast
tracts, for this would seriously jeopardize our
revolutionary achievements. There is a
cooperative sector already, if a small one as yet.
We are not forcing its growth; we do not want to
make the peasants or other working people do
what they have not yet arrived at by them-
selves. There is a definite distance between a
natural economy, or what we call a subsistence
economy, and higher forms. Cooperatives
should gain strength as a result of the peasants’
realization of the advantages of this form.

The Guinean economy also has a private sec-
tor inherited from colonial times and there are
still elements of capitalist relations. We cannot
get rid of this legacy at one stroke, nor do we set
ourselves such aims. Our experience is highly
instructive in this respect as well, for an exces-
sive tightening of controls at the beginning
concentrated all economic activity in the hands
of the state.

Here is an example showing what going too
far too fast in this matter is fraught with. At a
certain stage, the trade turnover was fettered by
the fact that trade was fully dominated by two
state enterprises, Armazens do Povo and
Socomil. Their commercial transactions as-
sumed such proportions that both companies
became a kind of monster whose activity defied
all control. Private commercial initiative found
itself paralyzed.

By now we have taken steps to remedy the
situetion. One of the two companies will con-
cern itself with export and import operations
and remain in charge of foreign trade; the other
will be responsible for wholesale trade at home.
This system will enable private traders to play a
greater part. The result should be brisker trade
in the countryside helping increase agricul-
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tural production and encouraging the peasants
to produce more for export and more food-
stuffs. This liberal treatment of private ini-
tiative does not mean, of course, that capitalism
is our goal and capitalist relations will dom-
inate. The adopted measures will make it pos-
sible to run the economy more efficiently, end
underdevelopment and rid the country of its
colonial heritage.

With due regard to objective conditions and
the actual potentialities of the country, the
PAIGC is following a strategy geared to
financial and economic stabilization and the
accumulation of funds needed for socio-eco-
nomic development in general and for greater
satisfaction of the requirements of the popula-
tion, especially for foodstuffs. These guidelines
underlie the first four-year plan (1983-1986).

We are going to bring about dependable and
lasting cooperation between agriculture, in-
dustry and trade, the three key spheres of the
economy. This task has faced us from the outset;
after winning independence, we had to ac-
cumulate the requisite funds and use resources
for industrial progress while putting the em-
phasis on agriculture.

The Guinean people have been engaged in
farming for centuries. They are used to tradi-
tional, outdated implements, which is due to
the underdeveloped state of the productive
forces. Inmense tracts of land were uncul-
tivated. Of the 990,000 hectares of land on
which diverse crops could be grown, only one-
third is used. Very much needs to be done yet in
the area of agriculture. We plan to extend irriga-
tion and the use of modern farming techniques
and to diversify agricultural production with a
view to achieving self-reliance in foodstuffs.

Our strategy also provides for the gradual
advancement of manufacturing and trade,
which should, in turn, foster agricultural
production.

Lastly, we consider it highly important to
create an infrastructure, build roads and rail-
ways, equip our seaports with up-to-date facili-
ties and modernize communications. And we
devote increasing attention to the training of
national personnel and the consolidation of the
material base of society, to important social
spheres like education and the health services.
However, the party leadership and the
government are aware that many sound deci-
sions aimed at correcting mistakes in economic
policy are still a dead letter. This is due to
internal shortcomings as well as to the pro-
tracted crisis of the world capitalist economy,
now in a state of chaos. Inflation, worsening
conditions of foreign trade and extortionate
prices on the world market are only some mani-
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festations of the crisis, which has a ruinous
impact on the Guinean economy.
To manaﬁe the economy better means laying

a dependable groundwork for the implementa-
tion of the party’s social policy. In fighting for
liberation, the PAIGC gave leadership to all
oppressed classes held down by the Portuguese
colonialists and exploited by foreigners. Now
that it is operating as the vanguard of the Gui-
nean people and as a national liberation
movement in power, it is defending the in-
terests of the working people, primarily the
peasantry and the working class. And while the
peasants make up the bulk of the population
(87 per cent), with the industrial proletariat still
in its formative period, we have always realized
that the latter is destined to operate as a class
which is the most active, conscious and consis-
tent one from the revolutionary point of view.
We know this from the past and present exper-
ience of the PAIGC.

The party is defending the interests of the
peasants and workers as well as those of office
employees, commercial personnel, civil ser-
vants and intellectuals. It opposes all those who
would like to exploit the people, who deceive
them and strive to secure a dominant position
in the state, being concerned solely with their
own interests. The more effective the struggle
against dangerous anti-social elements, the
greater the people’s confidence in the party and
the closer their mutual relations.

The November 14 movement reinstated the
PAIGC as the leading political force of the Gui-
nean society. This binds it in many ways.
Anticipating the gradual transformation of the
PAIGC from a national liberation movement
into a party, Amilcar Cabral stressed in his
pamphlet The Party Must Be Composed of the
Finest Sons and Daughters of the People that
new members should be admitted on a strictly
selective basis and should be people possessing
high revolutionary moral standards and deep
political convictions and prepared to respect
the rules without fail. It is in this spirit, as the
PAIGC sees it, that party building should go on.

After November 14, 1980 and the first extra-
ordinary congress, steps were taken to correct
past mistakes and strengthen the party and its
branches. The PAIGC assumed control of the
activity of the state and other public institu-
tions. The congress resolved to apply every-
where the principles of democratic centralism
and collective leadership, unity and struggle,
revolutionary democracy, criticism and self-
criticism. The party has made headway in
intensifying political and ideological work
among its members with a view to raising their
political, ideological and cultural knowledge.




‘The role of the Amilcar Cabral National School,

which trains people for party branches and
leading bodies throughout the country, shows
a noticeable increase.

The extraordinary congress approved meas-
ures for a restructuring of the party and formed
its leading bodies — the Political Bureau and
the Central Committee. Besides the office of
general secretary, it set up that of permanent
secretary of the CC (for the first time), whose
duty is to coordinate the activities of the CC
Secretariat. To emphasize the party principle in
the leadership of the country, a section of the
PAIGC membership fully devoted itself to party
work.

Carrying out the decision to improve the
organizational structure and the functioning of
the PAIGC leading bodies, we reinforced the
CC Secretariat. We now have regulations on the
duties of each member of the Secretariat, which
is composed of secretaries in charge of the
following activities: organization and control;
information, propaganda and culture; contacts
with the masses and their organizations; inter-
national cooperation; defense and security;
administrative and financial matters.

To heighten the efficiency of the party ap-
paratus, the extraordinary congress resolved to
form CC commissions. We also have, for the
first time ever, four territorial (interdistrict)
commissions: northern, eastern, southern and
central.

A very important fact is that since 1980 ties
between the party and the armed forces have
become stronger. Members of the party leader-
ship were active in them previously as well.
However, there was no direct organizational
link with the CC and its Secretariat. We have
now taken a step forward; the CC has a secretary
responsible for defense and security mat-
ters. For the first time in the history of the
country, a national army party conference was
held. Operating in all armed units are party
committees; party members organize regular
party meetings and round table discussions,
seminars and other undertakings.

PAIGC control over mass organizations is
stronger now. Their work is making progress.
The Women's Democratic Union of Guinea-
Bissau, which has branches all over the coun-
try, has become a genuinely national force. This
is also true of the Amilcar Cabral Youth
Organization.

These organizations concern themselves
with economic development problems and
contribute in various ways to production.
Youth work teams formed in Amilcar Cabral’s
lifetime and on his initiative take part in the
construction of schools and other public build-

ings as well as of highways and see to clean-
liness in urban and rural communities. To be
sure, activities of this nature are also taking
place in many other countries but as far as our
country is concerned, this is the first time that it
has engaged in them.

The working people have been enabled to
develop their professional organizations. This
is a field in which we still encounter difficul-
ties. But in the north of the country, in Bissau
and other cities, enterprise trade union com-
mittees have been set up. Preparations are on
for the congress of the National Union of Work-
ers of Guinea-Bissau due in the foreseeable
future.

It is more than 10 years since the heart of
Amilcar Cabral, a devoted revolutionary, foun-
der of the party, stopped beating. His manifold
activities added to the prestige of the PAIGC,
our country and the struggle of the peoples of
the former Portuguese colonies and the whole
of Africa for freedom and independence. Cabral
was loved by the people. A national hero who
has gone down in our history, he set an exam-
ple to both today’s and future generations.

The imperialists and Portuguese colonialists
who engineered an infamous crime, mis-
calculated by imagining that Cabral’'s death
would lead to the disintegration of the party
and doom the national liberation struggle to
failure. The victories achieved since his death
have shown again that the PAIGC is an insepar-
able part of the nation, a movement which owes
its strength not only to the greatness of one man
but to close unity with the people whose inter-
ests and aspirations it expresses.

Amilcar Cabral played a historic role as an
exemplary leader who paved the way for vic-
tory. Furthermore, he left a theoretical legacy
relating to political, ideclogical, military
strategic and cultural problems. It is of parti-
cular significance to us who are following the
path charted by him and doing our best to pre-
vent all distortion of his ideas. Needless to say,
we must act on the advice of our leader, to
whom dogmatism was alien, in a creative
spirit. Today his legacy serves the peoples of
Africa, Asia and Latin America, who are carry-
ing on a difficult yet necessary struggle against
imperialism, colonialism and racism.

[ have said that the year 1984 has a special
meaning for the PAIGC and the people of
Guinea-Bissau. The program for celebrating the
60th anniversary of Amilcar Cabral’s birthday
provides for the convocation of an international
scientific conference devoted to his theoretical
legacy and his practical struggle. Besides, there
will be a major exhibition and a full-length
feature film on the life and work of Africa’s
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outstanding son, and a museum of the national
liberation struggle will be opened.

We attach great importance to the coming
celebrations. They will make for a new upsurge
in every sphere of the political and socio-eco-
nomic life of the republic and help strengthen
and perfect the leading role of the party in
society and state. This is the only way in which
we can pay proper homage to the memory of
Amilcar Cabral and live up to the proud name
of continuers of his cause.

1. Amilcar Cabral was born on September 12, 1924, in
Bafata, Guinea-Bissau. — Ed.

2. Founded on September 19, 1956. — Ed.

3. On November 14, 1980 all power in the republic
passed into the hands of a Revolutionary Council under
Joao Bernardo Vieira. After this the PAIGC in the Republic
of the Cape Verde Islands constituted itself as an indepen-
dent organization called the African Party ‘or Indepen-
dence of the Cape Verde Islands. — Ed.

4. See I Congresso Extraordinario do PAIGC, Memoria
do Congresso, Bolama, pp. 117, 137.

5. Ibid., p. 141.

RESTRUCTURING
THE AGRARIAN SECTOR

Jean Royal Kississou-Boma

CC member, Congolese Party of Labor (CPL);
Director, Higher Party School;

Chairman, National Social Sciences
Commission

Agricultural problems have been fundamental
at every stage of human history, but they have
become especially pressing in our epoch. Solu-
tion of the agrarian problem depends directly
on the political, social, economic and cultural
conditions in a given country. No society can
now afford to ignore it. Everywhere efforts are
being made to improve agriculture, because on
its state largely depends the future of industry
and, in a wider context, socio-economic pro-
gress as a whole. In other words, the develop-
ment of agriculture is a task of exceptional
importance.

When considering the agrarian problem, one
has to reckon with this obvious fact: in view of
the different socio-political systems, there are
no simple ways and means for raising the rural
economy. One has to bear in mind that the
imperialist monopolies are trying to have the
agrarian problem, above all in the former colo-
nial countries, solved in their own way by
means of various programs produced by the
well-known Club of Rome and other similar
institutions. Seed and food aid is also fre-
quently used by the monopolists as an instru-
ment of political diktat, which is usually
“supplemented” with subversive action by
the CIA.
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That being so, we believe that the agrarian
sphere is a sectar of the class struggle where the
enemy still manages to do us considerable
ideological, economic and political harm. The
revolutionary forces are now fighting in this
sector with some success. In our country, we
seek to make a concrete contribution to the
correct understanding of the situation and
propose a solution of the problems in agri-
culture to accelerate its development.

The bourgeois approach to the agrarian ques-
tion is typically limited and inconsistent be-
cause of the emphasis on the private self-seek-
ing interest which harms agriculture both in
the capitalist countries and — most im-
portantly —in the young developing states. It is
common knowledge that the agrarian sector in
the industrialized capitalist countries suffers
from economic operations which are tradi-
tional to the capitalist system.

These methods have an exceptionally nega-
tive impact on agriculture in the countries of
the Third World. The much-vaunted “green
revolution,” ‘“‘agrobiology,” ‘‘intensive
development” and other similar recipes have
far from vielded the effect which the advocates

of the capitalist way of development ad ex-

pected. Tunisia, Senegal, Zaire, the Iv. . 7 Coast,
Kenya and the Central African Republic have
demonstrated capitalist methods of agriculture

to be limited and frustrating. The world’s press
and even some bourgeois specialists have
frankly admitted the failures of agrarian
capitalism. On the one hand, it has ruined these
countries, impoverished their peasant masses,
depleted their soils under foodcrops, and kept
large masses of people in a state of semi-starva-
tion. On the other, it has fattened the foreign
monopolies buying up agricultural raw mate-
rials for the former metropolitan countries at
throw-away prices. That is why there is such
indignation among the peoples which have
been plunged into poverty. It is indicative tha*
the press called the recent mass demonstrations
in Morocco and Tunisia “food riots.”

Meanwhile, the record of history testifies that
socialism has been steadily overcoming the
difficulties in agricultural development, with
the USSR, Bulgaria, Mongolia, Cuba and other
socialist countries eloquently showing how to
limit the damage being done to our agriculture
and to remove the obstacles to our advance. The
peoples which have set themselves the goal of
effecting radical transformations and by-
passing the capitalist stage can confidently fol-
low the example of existing socialism.

The countries oriented toward socialism do
have some achievements in agriculture. Congo,
for instance, with an annual income per head of




over $600, as compared with $210 in neigh-
boring Zaire, has been supplying foodstuffs to
that country and also to Gabon.

It is true that at the socialist-orientation stage,
difficulties may appear in the agrarian sector,
especially when the principles of scientific
socialism are practised inconsistently. Even
greater difficulties are faced by countries where
the movement has gone into reverse or where
the progressive line has been abandoned
(Ghana after Kwame Nkrumah and and several
other countries). Here and there, the re-
establishment of the oppressive order confronts
the people with the threat of starvation.

The socialist countries’ experience teaches
us that there is a need to take into account the
concrete local conditions of agrarian develop-
ment and to work out, in the light of the general
principles of Marxism-Leninism, the right line
along which backwardness can be eliminated
once and for all.

Marian N'Gouabi, the late leader of our revo-
lution, wrote: “Like every science, Marxism en-
riches itself with new achievements . .. It is an
open book and not a dogma. But this idea is
frequently used as a pretext for rejecting Marx
and his science, and for propounding harmful
notions which are totally at variance with
Marxism.”'! Analyzing the concrete state of
Congo’s agriculture from this angle, let us first
consider the existing forms of production and
the social structure of the agricultural
population.

Diversity of structures

The difficulties in agrarian transformations in
the socialist-oriented countries, including our
republic, spring from the fact that agriculture is
the most backward sector of the economy with
a low productivity of labor. The agrarian sector
has a patchwork socio-economic structure con-
sisting of a mix of archaic and modern elements
of relations of production. An imprint on the
situation is also left by the peasantry’s social
mentality, above all its political immaturity.
The rural masses are still ill-prepared for adopt-
ing modern agricultural methods.

But the point is that the majority of Con-
golese are employed in the agrarian sector, and
the peasantry make up 70 per cent of our eco-
nomically active population. If economic
backwardness is to be surmounted, and poverty
and privation eliminated in the Congo, as in
other socialist-oriented countries, the agrarian
economy must be raised through deep-going
reforms as a key plank of our agrarian policy.
They should help to solve two inter-related
problems: first, to raise agriculture and to radi-
cally restructure it on a modern scientific and

technical basis, and second, to create the condi-
tions for going on to modern collective forms of
landownership and land-tenure.

In the Congolese countryside, there are sev-
eral closely interwoven modes of production,
some being the vestiges of old ones, and others
the embryos of new, emergent forms. Among
the former is the traditional communal mode
among the pygmies, subsistence farming, and
feudal and semi-feudal forms, and among the
latter, capitalist and pre-socialist (transitional-
to-socialism) forms of agriculture (state farms
and cooperatives).

Apart from the “classical” type, the feudal

- and semi-feudal mode will also be found in the

form of “clerical feudalism" (meaning the use
of farmland owned by Catholic and Protestant
missions). Together with agrarian capitalism,
these forms lead in the exploitation of the
countryside.

While the feudal and semi-feudal relations
are tenacious, they objectively have a tendency
to disappear, being gradually ousted by capital-
ist forms, and also by the emergent pre-socialist
forms in the recent decade. But the feudal lords
rely on the traditional instruments of exploit-
ation and use superstition and prejudice to
maintain an important influence.

Under the feudal and semi-feudal mode of
produciion, the land is, for all practical pur-
poses, a! the uncontrolled disposal of its owner,
who is in a position to levy duties on the peas-
ants. For his part, the peasant can either be
relieved of the duties or ordered to pay them by
his clan (tribe). Such is the effective arrange-
ment on the lands of the former slave-owners.
Other survivals of archaic ties are also tena-
cious, although they are gradually giving way to
new forms and relations.

Since the colonial period, a trend has been
developing in the Congo toward the replace-
ment of feudal relations by capitalist relations,
and then also by relations transitional to the
socialist types of economic management. Land
has become the object of speculation, and its
owners have frequently sold their farmland at
much profit into private hands or to the state.
This was to some extent promoted by the retro-
grade policies of Alphonse Massamba-Débat,
chief of state and leader of the ruling National
Revolutionary Movement Party after the Au-
gust 1963 revolution, which overthrew the
hated regime of Abbé Fulbert Youlou.? Thus,
on his personal orders, the state paid out one
million African francs to the owner of an estate
in Kinsoundi, where a textile mill was sub-
sequently built.

In areas with clan (tribal) property, the right
of ownership is partially handed down by in-
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heritance, through marriage, and in certain
other ways. And while clan members have
equal rights, the chief has the prerogative of
taking the decisions, which are effected with
the consent of the other members.

i forms of agricultural cooperation
now involve a population inhabiting 3 per cent
of all the farmland: there are 1,062 such co-
operatives, with over 28,000 members. Pre-
socialist cooperatives first originated on the
lands which were abandoned by the French
colonialists and transferred to the state. These
were mango and citrus orchards and a banana
plantation in Mayumba. However, the experi-
ment failed because of a lack of implements,
low fertility and the alkali-depleted soils, and
sheer mismanagement.

However, the primary forms of cooperation
set up by the peasants themselves have con-
tinued to develop, and there are many positive
signs that the system of cooperation is being
improved.

Social structure

A study of our countryside shows that the
patchwork social structure of the agricultural
population corresponds to the existing eco-
nomic structures.

There are not many capitalists in the Congo
investing in agriculture, and the methods of
exploitation they use are highly archaic. They
frequently pay their workers in kind. Some
government officials retiring on pension buy
up land and hire peasants to work it. These
peasants are often paid no wages at all, but
receive some second-hand consumer goods in
return for their labor, a relatively new arrange-
ment which has spread to some areas.

The bureaucratic clerical bourgeoisie in the
Congo is represented by the chiefs of the Christ-
ian churches, who are not engaged in any pro-
ductive labor. They live off the donations of
believers, Sunday church collections and
monies coming in mainly from Western Europe
(Scandinavia) and the United States.

The exploited masses in the countryside
consist of agricultural laborers and forestry
wcrkers, above all those employed in the pri-
vate sector of the economy. The conditions of
the workers in the state sector (farms, sugar
refinery, and forestry enterprises) are being
steadily improved thanks to the measures
being taken by the state.

The non-exploited section of the agricultural
populaticn consists of members of primary co-
operative associations which own their
implements and other property in common. It
is true that the slow development of co-
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operation does not yet promote any broad
involvement of the masses in it.

While living in poverty, the bulk of the peas-
ant masses is exploited sporadically, especially
when semi-subsistence-type family farms enter
into market relations with traders buying up
their produce, and also selling manufactured
goods to them.

The old classes in the Congolese society are
disintegrating and new ones are taking shape
with the emergence of new economic forms,
the further assertion of the socialist trends, and
the efforts of the revolutionary party. There are
changes in the positions of the exploiter strata,
and in the consciousness of the exploited strata.
The more active the revolutionaries’ pressure
on the bourgeois elements, the greater the sup-
port for our party’s struggle by the exploited
classes. A hostile policy is, by contrast, being
conducted above all by the bureaucratic bour-
geoisie, which ever more frequently comes out
in support of the reactionary tribalist and
regionalist urges.

The forms of production relations which
have taken shape in the agrarian economy, the
structure of the rural society, and the social
mentality of the peasants are the exceptionally
important factors which have to be taken into
account in determining the ways and methods
of transformations.

Vanguard party’s role

The overcoming of the backwardness of agri-
culture is one of the vital issues in the Con-
golese revolution. Our analysis of the situation
gives us a knowledge of the numerous difficul-
ties facing us: political and administrative,
those stemming from the organization of agri-
cultural production and the marketing of its
produce, the arrangement of cooperation, the
establishment of a statistical service and the
start of relevant research, the need for capital
investments, marketing, plant protection
measures, etc. We constantly bear in mind that
the vulnerability of the agrarian sphere keeps
having a negative effect on the prospects for
socio-economic progress. Our efforts to re-
structure agriculture — some of them very con-
siderable — have proved to be inadequate be-
cause of the numerous obstacles.

Still, as early as October 1963, a decision
taken in the Congo determined the new basis of
class relations in administering rural com-
munities. A number of other measures were
also taken and bold plans were worked out.
Some hopes were inspired by the positive
though not always fully-valid results.

Relying on the experience gained after the
winning of independence, the Congolese Party




of Labor got down to reorganizing the in-
stitutions connected with agriculture. In par-
ticular, it invigorated the activity of the Rural
Renewal Organization, which deals with the
development of the cooperative movement.
These matters were subsequently handled by
the Local Collective-Farms Administration set
up in the spring of 1977, under the leadership
of the Organizational Department of the CPL
CC. A Cooperative Service was set up under the
Ministry of Agriculture and Livestock-Breed-
ing. Our economic development plans have
also given much attention to the agrarian
problem.

Guided by the decisions of its extraordinary
congress in 1979, the CPL has continued to take
more measures for the benefit of the popular
masses: the procurement prices for peasant
produce have been raised, credits for the
development of agriculture and forestry have
been allocated, and the countryside is being
given technical support. We are certainly doing
our utmost to stimulate the creative activity of
the masses.

Five-year-plan strategic guidelines

The difficulties in agriculture have been de-
scribed in the current five-year development
plan (1982-1986) as follows: the weakness of
the productive forces’ system and the low level
of labor activity; the socio-economic limita-
tions of the relations of production system; the
inadequate infrastructure and the weakness of
industry; the low technical equipment of the
social forms of production organization; and
the problems in inter-sectoral and intra-sectoral
coordination.? One should also bear in mind
that Congolese agriculture now has insigni-
ficant material and technical facilities, that
mainly primitive implements are used, that
farming methods are obsolete, and that the use
of manpower is irrational.

The plan envisages a rapid growth of the
agricultural sector. The goal is to make the
country self-sufficient in food by the year 2000.
Important tasks have to be tackled along this
way in the near future. The budget allocates
73.5 billion African francs for agrarian
development. These large appropriations con-
stitute nearly 10 per cent of the total planned
funding of economic measures in the five-year
period.

The positive advances we expect of these
measures will include: the creation of a na-
tional stock of agricultural produce; the
development of mechanization; the spread of
agricultural knowledge and skill training; the
invigoration of research; the stimulation of the

creative approach and initiative in the local-
ities; the conduct of a price policy for the
benefit of the producers; a marked improvement
in the regular supply of the prime necessities to
the countryside; and the strengthening of ties
between cropping and livestock-breeding.*

The state is the most active and concerned
protagonist in tackling all these tasks. Being
best qualified to do so, it has the duty of combat-
ing various obstacles, like abuses by private
middlemen and landowners, all kinds of sur-
vivals from the past, the relatively low level of
management and technology, unfair prices, the
obsolete and inadequately organized system of
distribution, the flaws of cooperation, the ef-
fects of natural disasters, etc. Although the var-
ious disproportions cannot be instantly elimi-
nated at the present stage, they need to be com-
bated systematically. We intend to revo-
lutionize the conceptions and methods of pro-
duction, exchange and distribution, and to
train young skilled personnel.

It is exceptionally important to organize ex-
tensive and detailed accounting of the material
and human potential and to have party mem-
bers, together with the most talented people
committed to the revolution, take an active part
in putting through the party’s agrarian meas-
ures. This, for its part, will provide the basis for
introducing the most effective methods of
organization, coordination and control over the
activity of workers in agriculture.

It is advisable to set up model production
associations provided with trained personnel
and having the necessary equipment at their
disposal. At the same time, we shall retain and
improve the system of state farms, which pro-
vide schooling in new farming methods. We
intend to stage the first experiments in
collectivization where collective labor has
some traditions, including religious traditions.

For objective reasons, we still cannot do
without credits from the capitalist countries.
However, the party is intensifying its control
over the terms on which credits are received
and used, and this includes funds going into
the restructuring of the agrarian sector. These
forced measures do not cast any doubt on our
ideological commitment, and do not conflict
with scientific socialism. We are willing to use
the experience of competent international
bodies dealing with agricultural matters, and
especially the experience of the socialist
countries.

Well-considered implementation of these
measures will help to fulfil the tasks facing our
people successfully. Agriculture should make a
valid contribution to increasing the incomes
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now coming along the tortuous and volatile
ways of the oil boom. The agrarian sector’s
contribution to industrial development could
be even larger than that which the Congo re-
ceives from its exports of oil and timber. The
strategy of agrarian development implies the
pursuit of a consistent business line, as uas
been repeatedly emphasized in his addresses to
the people by Denis Sassou-Nguesso, Chair-
man of the CPL Central Committee and Presi-
dent of the Congo.*

For us, the socialist transformation of agri-
culfure is an imperative without which it is
exceptionally hard, not to say altogether im-
possible, to build a new society. That is some-
thing no one committed to the cause of eco-

nomic, social, political and cultural progress
can afford to forget.

1. M. N'Gouabi, Vers la construction d'une sociéte
socialiste en Afrique, Paris, 1974, pp. 32-33,

2. After the winning of independence by the Congo in
1960, the country was ruled by the neocolonialist regime
of Fulbert Youlou, which was overthrown in 1963, But the
Massamba-Débat government, which took over, only paid
lip-service to the socialist orientation, while actually con-
ducting a policy of concessions to reaction. In 1968,
Massamba-Débat was ousted from power, which passed
into the hands of the National Council of Revolution,
headed by Marian N'Gouabi. — Ed.

3. See Plan du développement économique et social de
la république Populaire du Congo (1982-1986), Brazza-
ville, 1982, p. 44.

4. See ibid.

5. See, for instance, Le Redressement Economique,
Messidor/ES, 1982, p. 24.

Election tightrope-walking

COMMENT

The nearer the presidential elections, the more
frequently the U.S. President appears before
world public opinion in what for him is the
unaccustomed role of a great peace-maker.

In Soviet-U.S. relations there is nothing re-
ally dangerous, Ronald Reagan asserted in his
New Year interviews, as though he had forgot-
ten that it was his “offensive against socialism”
that led to the unprecedented tension.

Peace has been and remains the objective of
my foreign policy,' he said calming the Euro-
peans, who have still to recover from their
shock over Reagan’s own description of the
prospects for a limited U.S. nuclear war in
Europe backed up with the appearance of
Pershing-2 and Cruise missiles on the Euro-
pean continent.

Asked by a Time magazine correspondent
whether he still regarded the USSR as the
“focus of evil,”? he replied that he would not
say things like that again, as though it was not
he who had only recently urged a “crusade”
against that “focus.”

What is happening? What is behind the U.S.
President’s mercurial political twists and
turns?

I believe there are some circumstances
explaining them.

First, the President and his immediate as-
sociates are worried that their bellicose policy
is becoming unpopular in the USA and this,
from the standpoint of pre-election tactics, is
extremely dangerous. According to Gallup
opinion polls conducted in October 1982, 62
per cent of the American people were seriously
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worried about the job situation and only 6 per
cent about the “threat of war.” A year later, in
October 1983, these percentages stood at 42
and 23 respectively. And within only a month,
in November 1983, after the intervention in
Grenada and the blowing-up of the U.S. marine
headquarters in Lebanon, the “threat of war and
international problems” worried 37 per cent of
the American people, and even the job situa-
tion receded into second place. Although
American Presidents are usually not parti-
cularly inclined to pay heed to their own elec-
torate, they cannot ignore the mood of the elec-
torate in an election year.

The second circumstance compelling the
U.S. President to engage in political tightrope
walking most likely consists of considerations
of a broader, one might say, strategic context.
Let us recall that one of the first steps in his
administration was its deliberate departure
from everything linked to the development of
détente — the refusal toratify SALT-2, the steep
escalation of the arms race, and so forth. During
the very first year of his term in office Ronald
Reagan signed the secret PSDD-13 military-
strategic directive that gave the green light to
preparations for a nuclear war against the So-
viet Union and other socialist countries. The
objective of such a war, as Colin Gray, now an
aide of the U.S. President, said at the time, was
to destroy the Soviet political system and estab-
lish a post-war world order in tune with “U.S.
values.” In the Pentagon'’s “defense directives”
for 1984-1988, it is stated bluntly that the prep-
arations for a nuclear war would serve to de-
velop the capability for “defeating” and com-
pelling the Soviet Union to seek the speediest



possible cessation of hostilities on terms favor-
able to the USA.

To upset the strategic balance that had taken
shape in the world, the Reagan administration
did not spare money squeezed from the Ameri-
can taxpayer. As soon as Reagan was installed
as president he approved the allocation of 222
billion dollars for a program to bring the USA
nuclear superiority. During the Reagan presi-
dency military spending has grown by 57 per
cent, and the recent demagogic declarations of
commitment to peace have not prevented the
USA from increasing the outlays for militarist
purposes in 1984 by roughi 7 another 30 billion
dollars. The deployment of Pershing-2 and
Cruise missiles in Europe and the development
of the MX missiles, the Trident submarines,
and the B-1 and Stealth bombers are all links of
one and the same chain. Military superiority —
if it did not lead to the fulfillment of the hopes
of the nuclear fanatics among imperialism’s ex-
treme reactionaries, namely, to realizing the
possibility, as the U.S. Defense Secretary Cas-
par Weinberger declared, of fighting a vic-
torious global nuclear war against the USSR —
then in any case, in the view of Reagan, it
would force the USSR to political surrender
and, in addition, renounce its solidarity with
revolutionary and national liberation
movements.

It then suddenly turned out that all these
many and costly efforts were for nothing. In-
stead of making the USSR accept dictation from
the White House, as the President thought it

would, the U.S. build-up of military stre
compelled the Soviet Union and other socialist
countries to take counter-measures to prevent
the military strategic equilibrium from being
upset.

The Soviet Union stated in no uncertain
terms that the start of the deployment of U.S.
missiles in some European countries had made
it impossible to continue the Geneva negotia-
tions on medium-range nuclear missiles in
Europe.

The fact that no negotiations are going on
with the Soviet Union is increasing the friction
within NATO and making more and more of
Reagan’s own supporters question his foreign
policy. In an election year this has to be reck-
oned with by the President and his party.

This is what, from time to time, forces Reagan
to disclaim his own pronouncements, shift and
dodge, and try to make public opinion believe
he is a champion of peace and constructive
dialogue.

The only trouble is whether these attempts
can be believed. Whatever political subterfuges
are used they cannot conceal the fact that it was
precisely the policy and actions of the present
U.S. administration that did more to erode the
cause of peace and security than the policy and
actions of any other U.S. administration of the
latter third of the 20th century.

A. Land

1. From a speech on television, January 16, 1984.
2. Time, January 2, 1984.
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A survey of literature on the new international
information order.

On the eve of 1984 the USA declared it would
withdraw from UNESCO (United Nations Ed-
ucational, Scientific and Cultural Organi-
zation). Compared with the White House's
other tricks, this one does not seem to be overly
dramatic. Besides, in itself this decision of the
Reagan administration was not sparticularly
unexpected by international opinion. Official
U.S. spokesmen had for a long time made no

The way to justice is hard

secret of their hostility for this prestigious
international body and demonstrated their dis-
satisfaction more and more often, voting, in
many cases as a lone voice, against various of its
resolutions and programs.

One of the USA’s gripes is that this organi-
zation is not abandoning its attempts “to curb
the free press,” the USA’s definition of
UNESCO’s attempts to end the glaring in-
equities and inequalities in the international
information structure and set up a new inter-
national information order.!
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Let us briefly recall the substance of the
problem.

It is universally known that the international
climate, the level of mutual confidence (or
non-confidence) among states and peoples, the
public mood, and the political activity of the
people depend to no little extent on the kind of
information disseminated by the press, radio
and television. The fundamental principles
concerning the contribution of the mass media
to strengthening peace and international
understanding, to promoting human rights,
and to countering racism, apartheid, and
incitement to war were spelled out in the
UNESCO Declaration adopted at the 20th ses-
sion of its General Conference in 1978.

UNESCO is not a directive body and the
character of the above-mentioned document is
recommendatory. Nevertheless, even this
Declaration with all its looseness and some
compromise wording became already at the
stage of preparation a bone in the throat of the
proponents of the “free flow of information,”
meaning “information imperialism.”

The Western response to the first steps to-
ward establishing a new international in-
formation order was a sharp attack, the so-
called Declaration of Talloires.? It stated the
opinion of imperialist information monopolies,
which mounted an assault on UNESCO and its
initiatives.

One of the architects of the Declaration of
Talloires was Leonard R. Sussman, Executive
Director of Freedom House? in the USA. He is
one of the contributors to The Communications
Revolution in Politics, a volume brought out by
the New York Academy of Political Science.
Sussman’s contribution bears the title “In-
formation Control as an International Issue,’™
and in it he advocates an unrestricted “free flow
of information,” which, he alleges, is
threatened by UNESCO. This is, in essence, the
distortion of facts, for an attempt to bring into
international usage some legal norms govern-
ing the collection, processing and dis-
semination of information founded on ob-
servance of the sovereignty of states is by no
means a striving to “curb the free press,” as
people in the capitalist countries are being led
to believe. The UNESCO Declaration urges the
mass media to act in and not against the in-
terests of humanism and progress. Is this
recommendation an encroachment upon the
freedom of the press?

An argument often used by the adversaries of
the new information order is that the rules pro-
posed in it would benefit dictatorial, authoritar-
ian regimes that would thus be less vulnerable
to world democratic opinion. This argument is
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untenable if only by virtue of the aims of the
new information order. Anybody accepting its
principles cannot misuse the mass media with
impunity, without coming under fire from the
international community. The whole point is
that the new order is in fact aimed against
reactionary regimes, for it spells out the broad-
ening and deepening of democracy in in-
formation, and the struggle for its democratiza-
tion is inseparable from the efforts to ensure
freedom of speech where today there is not
even a hint of such freedom.

As Sussman acknowledges, “perhaps the
most significant aspect of the present world-
wide flow of information is its disorderliness”
(p. 180). The leading capitalist countries pro-
duce almost all the advanced information sys-
tems. The largest bourgeois agencies that have
monopolized the news market in the non-
socialist part of the world are stronger than the
news agencies of the newly-free nations. This
cannot be denied. And it allows them to
implement “information imperialism.” It is
hard even to speak of a balanced information
exchange until the developing countries have
sophisticated communication equipment.

However, it is not only a matter of having
such equipment, as Sussman tries to make out.
The content of the information being dis-
seminated is of immense significance. But this
aspect is studiously avoided by Sussman. Yet
the very motivation of the demands being made
by the developing countries is that they should
be judged by the outside world not only by
reports about natural disasters, political coups,
and exoticisms (this is precisely the “image”
created by bourgeois journalism), but that the
world should know about the objectives and
course of the.. development in key areas of life.

Sussman’s rhetoric about freedom of the
press conceals the fear of the capitalist system’s
apologists of losing the ideological struggle
with socialism. It is not accidental that he
writes nonsense about the Soviet Union and
other socialist countries, asserting, for exam-
ple, that the latter regard the demands for a new
international information order “as the oppor-
tunity to generate political capital in the Third
World” (p. 179).

Sussman subscribes to “the understandable
desire of moderate Third World spokesmen for
greater participation in the world com-
munication system” (p. 182) and declares that
those “who have vast stores of information and
the equipment to manufacture and distribute
still more should share . .. with those who do
not possess them” (p. 188). That, he says,
would balance the “free flow of information.”
In short, he is only repeating the Trojan Horse




idea of the industrialized capitalist countries
giving modern information equipment to
developing countries.

That this is an attempt to confuse matters is
seen from the writings of another, incidentally,
bourgeois researcher in mass communication,
the Canadian academic Thomas L. McPhail.
His book devoted to the international debate in
UNESCO over the information order and pub-
lished simultaneously in Britain and the USA
is titled Electronic Colonialism.*

It must be noted that while it viciously at-
tacks UNESCO, the bourgeois press of capitalist
countries has written little about the substance
of the debate. McPhail’s book merits attention if
only because it gives, as the author himself
writes (and we agree with him here), “an over-
view of the major events which surprisingly
have gone largely unnoticed by many Western
countries and students of communication,
sociology, political science and journalism”
(p. 10).

The book’s title should not, however, create
any delusion about McPhail's attitude —he is a
proponent of a “free press” in its bourgeois
interpretation, although he reckons with the
fact that world opinion’s traditional ideas about
the “free flow of information” have undergone
a change.

In particular, he substantively examines the
idea of giving modern information equipment
to developing countries and significantly calls
this “electronic colonialism.” As he sees it,
electronic colonialism is “the dependency
relationship established by the importation of
communication hardware, foreign-produced
software, along with engineers, technicians
and related information protocols, that
vicariously establish a set of foreign norms,
values and expectations which, in varying de-
grees, may alter the domestic cultures and
socialization processes” (p. 20). He aptly calls
the personnel needed to service the import-
ed communication infrastructure “an integral
instrument of cultural imperialism.” “These
technocrats are usually loaned from the West or
trained there and bring to developing countries
value systems and attitudes, associated with
professionalism, about how communication
systems should be run that may deflect the
purpose or goal of broadcasting in the LDC's
(Low Developed Countries)” (pp. 78-79).

Much of McPhai!’s book discusses the role of
UNESCO. He slightly raises the curtain that for
the reader in the West had been hiding the
machinations and pressures of the capitalist
powers aimed at hindering positive steps by
UNESCO toward a new information order.
However, he in no way criticizes this practice,

only takes note of it. His attitude of an abstract
humanist, a bourgeois liberal, who, while try-
ing not to distort the facts, is unable to draw
correct conclusions from them, is exemplified
by the words: “The new order is rhetorically
harsh on colonial domination, neocolonialism,
racial discrimination, apartheid, and violations
of human rights. Although the goals are indeed
lofty, they blur the attempt to shift international
power from the Western nations to a loose coal-
ition of LDC’s — Arab, nonaligned and socialist
(namely the USSR) countries” (p. 106).

The real purport of the USA’s attacks on
UNESCO, namely, its striving to dictate its will
to the international community, clearly comes
to light in a book by the UNESCO Director-
General Amadou Mahtar M'Bow, Where the
Future Begins,® which presents his reflections
about the problems confronting humankind
and the role UNESCO has to play in resolving
them. His arguments are permeated with the
faith of a humanist in humankind’s creative
strength and ability to surmount obstacles to
further progress. The prime condition for this,
he writes, is that there must be peace, which
cannot be ensured without compliance with
the basic principles of international relations.
UNESCO abides strictly by these principles, as
is borne out by its plan of work for 1984-1989
unanimously endorsed at the fourth extra-
ordinary session of its General Conference.
Thereby, M'Bow noted subsequently, the
international community (UNESCO has 161
member-states) approved the ideas put forward
in the book.

M'Bow focuses much of his attention on
communication and information problems (a
whole chagpter is devoted to these problems).
He points out that there are “very great dis-
parities” in this area between various countries
and feels that the development of national in-
formation structure. in the new states is “a
prime prerequisite for the advent of a world of
greater equity and solidarity” (p. 55). If the
developing countries, M'Bow writes, were bet-
ter able to communicate they could “not only
make their voices heard more effectively in
international affairs but could also make more
progress in education — particularly in the
struggle againt illiteracy — and could develop
their scientific and technological potential, im-
prove their health systems, promote rural
development, and be in a better position to deal
with natural disasters” (p. 55).

M'Bow avoids the terms “new international
information order” and “information imperial-
ism,” does not name those responsible for the
existing injustices, and prefers to sidetrack the
content (ideological) aspect of information.
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However, when he does express alarm over the
growing export by “some industrialized coun-
tries” of “a sort of standardization” of in-
formation and mass cultural production that
undermine the distinctive cultures of develop-
ing societies (p. 54), it is clear who he means. It
is a well-known fact that in the non-socialist
part of the world information is entirely in the
hands of news agencies of three imperialist
powers: the Associated Press and United Press
International of the USA, Reuters of Britain,
and France Presse of France, while the USA is
the major exporter of television programs.’

Despite the obstructionist stand taken by the
Western powers, some headway has been made
toward a new international information order.
UNESCO has proclaimed, for instance, an
International Program for the Development of
Communication (IPDC). Its Inter-Governmental
Council, which consists of representatives of 35
countries, has been functioning for more than
two years. Underlying its work is the above-
mentioned UNESCO 1978 Declaration. Of the
results that have been achieved, the most im-
portant is that many key programs of aid to the
mass media of developing countries, both re-
gional and national, have been removed from
the uncontrolled activities of the monopolies
and placed under the aegis of UNESCO.

Thanks to the International Program for the
Development of Communication (the media are
more frequently and correctly calling this the
International Program for Development of
Communication Infrastructures in the Develop-
ing Countries) its Inter-Governmental Council
and other agencies are able to study and ob-
jectively analyze the actual state of the mass
media in the developing nations; keep a vigil-
ant eye on the attempts of the former colonial
powers to interfere in the internal affairs of
these nations relative to information and com-
munication; extend assistance to the shaping of
the information policy of developing countries
in the spirit of peaceful coexistence and co-
operation among nations; influence the distri-
bution of international assistance in the sphere
of information and communication and
neutralize the intrigues of transnational
corporations; and facilitate the establishment of
a new international information order on an
anti-imperialist foundation.

In the USA the ruling circles have begun to
worry that the International Program for the
Development of Communication is not
oriented toward the aims and objectives which
official Washington would have liked to im-
pose upon it. Evidence of this is to be found, in
particular, in a “study” written by Thomas G.
Gulick for the Heritage Foundation,® a neocon-
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servative organization that has close links to the
CIA and U.S. President Reagan. When the
International Program was adopted, this
“study” states, the West hoped that there
would be an end to UNESCO’s “war against
press freedom’ raging for over a decade but
now it looked “as though the IPDC were yet
another battlefield for the enemies of press
freedom.”

Incidentally, in this “study’” we find one of
the reasons for the USA’s decision to withdraw
from UNESCO. It says that “when UNESCO
decided to back the NIIO (New International
Information Order) and the New International
Economic Order, the UN agency became, in
effect, a propaganda arm for the enemies of
independent press freedom and as such betrays
the communication mandate described in the
UNESCO constitution.”

In its assault on UNESCO the Heritage
Foundation did not by-pass the International
Organization of Journalists, which is based in
Prague. What nettles the author is the very fact
that there is a close “consulting partnership
between UNESCO and the International
Organization of Journalists.”?

These attacks should in fact be seen as recog-
nition of the contribution that this progressive
organization of journalists is making to the
struggle againt the inequities in the sphere of
information.

The writings of Sussman, McPhail, and
Gulick mirror the thinking of those who are, so
to speak, on the other side of the barricades of
the ideological struggle. Needless to say, there
are many books and articles in whic' this prob-
lem is dealt with from genuinely scientific,
Marxist-Leninist positions. One of these is, for
instance, The Mass Media and International
Relations'® by the Soviet scientist Yuri
Kashlev, Dr. Hist.,, published by the Inter-
national Organization of Journalists in English.
This book contains valuable information about
the history of the media and the tensions of the
ideological struggle in the world, explains the
phenomenon of “information imperialism,”
and gives a detailed account of the debate over
the new order. Kashlev shows how and why
objective factors of life — the scientific and
technological revolution, the escalating battle
between ideologies, and so on — have led to an
unprecedented growth of the role played by
information and propaganda in international
relations.

Polemicizing with some non-Marxist
academics, Kashlev notes that “it would be
wrong to say that the whole phenomenon of the
increasing role of information in public life and
international relations is the result of the pro-




gress in science and technology alone (as a
matter of fact, this is what is said by most of the
contributors to the above-mentioned The
Communications Revolution in Politics. —
AB.) ... The awakening of hundre iIs of mil-
lions of people to political life through victor-
ious socialist and national liberation revo-
lutions, the more complex controversy be-
tween different world outlooks, the increased
social activity and literacy of the masses, and
the ever broader economic and cultural ties
being established between nations are some of
the factors that affect most of all the role and
place of exchanges of information in modern
society” (p. 9).

A distinctive feature of Kashlev’s book is its
lucid ideological stand and its systematized
exposition of a highly intricate range of prob-
lems. Kashlev shows that the controversy over
the new information order boils down, on the
one hand, to the desire of the developing coun-
tries to break out of imperialist dependence
altogether and, on the other, to the efforts being
made by imperialism to preserve and increase
its ideological domination in Asia, Africa and
Latin America. “Control over the developing
countries’ mass media,” Kashlev writes, “is of
vital importance for Western business. Without
the conditions for disseminating their in-
formation and ideology, without the pos-
sibilities for manipulating the multi-million-
strong audiences abroad, and without the most
extensive advertising of American goods, the
United States’ aim of global expansion would
face considerable difficulties. That is why the
transnational corporations and Western poli-
ticians react so sharply to any interference
aimed at changing the status quo in the present
international mass communication structure”
(p. 80).

Kashlev gives a convincing reply to the new
order’s adversaries, who champion the
bourgeois ‘“free flow of information” slogan
with references to the UN Declaration on
Human Rights (as is done, for example, in the
above-mentioned Sussman article). He justi-
fiably notes that the relevant provision of the
UN Declaration refers “only to personal free-
dom and the right of the individual to air his
views on one problem or another, and not to the
disseminating of mass information (let alone by
a state), which may, in particular, damage re-
lations between countries and peoples, in vio-
lation of the generally recognized rules of
international law, the principles of the UN
Charter, etc.” (p. 155).

In carrying out the mission given them by the
ruling circles, the spokesmen of the in-
formation monopolies try to prove that from the

standpoint of international law, information
exchanges cannot be regulated. Yet, as Kashlev
points out, international law gives forcible
arguments in favor of a new international in-
formation order. For instance, the preamble of
the UNESCO Declaration of 1978, which for-
mulates the basic principles for the mass
media, contains many references to earlier UN
documents that have the status of international
law (pp. 160-162). The attempts of the “in-
formation imperialists” to prevent the legal
regulation of international information ex-
changes are due to nothing less than their striv-
ing to camouflage their ideological expansion.

The socialist countries are the natural allies
of the developing nations in their anti-imperial-
ist struggle, and they do not stint support for
the idea of a new international information or-

- der, and are helping to translate it into reality.

In Yuri Andropov’s reply to the UNESCO
Director-General Amadou Mahtar M'Bow, a
tribute was paid to the role played by the mass
media in establishing understanding and co-
operation among the peoples, in the struggle
for peace and the elimination of the war threat,
and emphasis was put on the fact that in this
connection the Soviet Union ‘“‘understands the
attention that UNESCO is giving to creating a
new international order in information that
would help to end ‘information imperialism,’
the domination of Western monopolies in this
sphere.”"!!

The works surveyed in this article reflect the
substance and character of the struggle for a
new international information order. Imperial-
ism’s reactionary circles, chiefly of the USA,
have made a big effort to worsen the situation in
the world. Their intention to continue exacer-
bating it is exemplified by the U.S. declaration
about its withdrawal from UNESCO. Wash-
ington, as was noted by the Chairman of the
Czechoslovak Commission for Cooperation
with UNESCO Ladislav Smid, will un-
questionably continue using pressure and
blackmail in order to diminish the progressive
character of this important world body.'?

All in all, there are no grounds for hoping for
a quick realization of the idea of a new inter-
national information order. However, the re-
sponse of progressive world opinion to the U.S.
action, which reveals the total hollowness of
the reasons given by Washington for its deci-
sion, and also UNESCO’s firm resolve to go
forward with its humane mission create the
confidence that the just idea of such an order
will see the light of day.
Professor Alice Bunzlova, Ph. D.
(Czechoslovakia)
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In thrall to old notions

Harold Brown, Thinking About National Se-
curity, Defense and Foreign Policy in a
Dangerous World, Boulder, Colorado, West-
view Press, 1983, 288 pp.

On being relieved of a public post, many U.S.
politicians seem to feel that it is their duty to
oblige their countrymen by telling them what

they would do if they found themselves in
office again. Harold Brown, former U.S. Secre-
tary of Defense, is no exception. And while he
is merely a private person now who has been
visiting professor at the Johns Hopkins Univer-
sity School of Advanced International Studies,
anyone who reads his book might imagine that
he is back at the head of the Pentagon.

The author’s purpose is “to help establish a
better framework for thinking about national
security” (p. xii). But why is a “better frame-
work” needed? Is anything wrong with U.S.
national security? Is anybody endangering it?
No, it is simply that “the United States has lost
its clear military and economic dominance of
the world” (p. 269). And so, in changed world
conditions, Brown undertakes a search for
ways and means of restoring that position. The
reason why he considers this necessary is obvi-
ous since, according to him, U.S. “national se-
curity” means the ability of his country to lord
it over the world.

We must say from the outset that Brown'’s
search for a “better framework” has failed. His
reflections have resulted in subscribing to the
anything but original imperialist and imperial
stand in favor of achieving military superiority
taken by the present U.S. administration,
which American analysts describe as the most
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reactionary ever. Nor is this surprising, since
Brown made his career in intimate association
with the military-industrial complex and his
book shows this only too clearly.

Brown is for the United States retaining the
doctrine of first use of nuclear weapons, for an
anti-satellite system, for still more biological
and chemical weapons. He considers Reagan'’s
“zero option” proposed at the Geneva talks
with the Soviet Union as “reasonable and fair”
(p. 196).

The book is dominated by the idea of plan-
ning for overall military strategy. Brown views
international relations from the angle of U.S.
military confrontation with the Soviet Union
and the socialist community of nations and
distributes the roles among countries accord-
ingly, unembarrassed by the fact that these are
not the 50s (which make him feel nostalgic),
but the 80s. Thus, he, in effect, tells France to
stay out ¢ f the Western Hemisphere because it
can better serve U.S. interests by taking care of
its former colonies in Africa (see p. 168). He
sees relations between Washington and Peking
as not simply the “China card” but a “full deck
of cards,” not only against the USSR, but
against the entire Southeast Asia region (see p.
136).

Brown wants the West European NATO
countries to keep their promise to increase mili-
tary spending in real growth (with due regard
to inflation) by three per cent a year and to build
up their conventional forces more vigorously.
He wants Japan to increase military spending to
six per cent of its GNP.

Brown sees trade as a weapon. He urges a




continued policy of pressure on U.S. allies to
prevent them from exporting up-to-date tech-
nology to the Soviet Union and make them
control availability of spare parts. He demands
a review of trade with the Soviet Union every
two or three years, with a U.S. right to veto (see
pp. 31-32).

In regard to developing countries, Brown of-
fers the McCarthyite formula: “Adherence to
Soviet views in international affairs . . . should
be considered as negative in forming U.S.
attitudes toward a particular government”
(p. 165). And, of course, to ensure
“non-adherence,” first place goes to a U.S. mili-
tary presence or even armed intervention. This
has occurred more than once in modern history
and the latest case in point is the invasion of
Grenada.

In short, the author presents the reader with
Washington’s hoary positions-of-strength
policy.

We could have dispensed with commenting
on the ex-secretary’s book but for his attempt to
deal with problems, difficulties and contradic-
tions which have frustrated U.S. imperialism'’s
smooth sailing to world domination. It does not
make him very happy, of course, but he is com-
pelled to admit certain facts. He frankly notes,
for example, that it is not easy to sell the world
on the myth of a “Soviet threat” (see pp. 105,
111, 130, 148, 269). But does he believe in it?

Listing the fears of the capitalist world,
Brown writes: “Environmental problems, so-
cial tensions, conflicts between various seg-
ments of the population, economic dis-
locations, and other domestic difficulties of the
industrialized (e.g., capitalist. — S.M.) democ-
racies are by no means the result of some mon-
ster Soviet plot” (pp. 7-8). “But even if the
Soviet Union were ... to subside into unim-
portance as an international factor (surely, his
wish is father of this thought. — S.M.}, that
would by no means cause the disappearance of
all the international complexities, problems,
dangers, or even potential disasters with which
the United States must cope . .."” (p. 6). Brown’s
conclusion: “United States policy toward the
Soviet Union must recognize that U.S.-Soviet
relations are adversarial by virtue of the respec-
tive political systems and historical conditions
and that they are almost certain to remain so, at
least for the rest of this century” (p. 268).

True enough, the two countries have diame-
trically opposed social and economic systems

and ideologies. But what is there in this rela-
tionship that requires rivalry to the point of
military confrontation? Brown does not answer
this, nor is the reason hard to guess.
Imperialism, unlike socialism, has no con-
fidence in the future. It dreads peaceful
competition with socialism. Hence, its concept
of “adversarial relationship” takes with the
more rabid reactionaries the form of military
confrontation (and now even a “crusade”).

Brown is most consistent as a militarist. He is
concerned because he thinks Western Europe
has had peace for too long. To his mind, this
period of peace, uninterrupted for nearly four
decades, is a ‘“‘complicating factor’” which
makes the capitalist countries “fragile in the
face of adversity,” with people not seasoned
enough to bear up under the hardships of a
future war. War to do what? To “preserve the
democratic system and the market economy”’
(p. 25). A fine ideal, sure enough. Why, isn't it
the same Brown who questions the very
governability of bourgeois democracy in the
face of single-issue constituencies? Doesn't he
name as some of capitalism’s problems the
existence of colossal structural unemployment,
dissipation of national resources, the collapse
of public education, loss of public confidence
in the national leadership and, speaking gen-
erally, in political, religious and economic
institutions (see pp. 4-5 and 262-263)?

In contrast to his meticulous planning on
military matters, Brown has nothing to offer for
the solution of the problems and difficulties
pointed out by him. This is understandable, for
militarism in the nuclear age is, to say the least,
irrational, if not absurd. When the militarist
mind comes up against reality it has no rational
answer even when it recognizes some facts.

Neither ‘“détente’” nor ‘“peaceful coexis-
tence” is to be found in the book. Its author
never mentions any one of the numerous pro-
posals of the Soviet Union and other socialist
countries aimed at staving off nuclear war.

While Brown is no longer in power, his
views generally square with the policy of the
ruling U.S. clique, whose members our General
Secretary, Gus Hall, described at the recent
23rd convention of the CPUSA as the most
insensate and rabid warmongers pushing the
world to the brink of the most dangerous crisis.

Steven Mark
U.S. journalist
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Bobby Sands, One Day in My Life. With an
Introduction by Sean MacBride, Lenin and
Nobel Peace Prize Winner, Dublin and Cork,
Mercier Press, 1983, 118 pp.

Robert Sands, M.P. (Northern Ireland), “wrote
the present work on sheets of toilet paper with
biro refills in a small filthy cell covered with
excrement” (Publisher’s Note, p. 23).

In March 1981, Bobby Sands became a
household name the world over after he was
elected to the British Parliament from Fer-
mangh-South Tyrone while on hunger strike as
an inmate of the Long Kesh prison camp near
Belfast' in pursuance of political status for him-
self and all other Repubican prisoners in
Northern Ireland. He died 66 days later.

The hunger strike was the culmination of five
yeais of protest by these prisoners. The origins
of the campaign for political status stem from
an attampt by a British Labour government to
criminalize the prisoners in order to be able to
claim to the world that the issues involved in
Northern Ireland were not political but of a
criminal nature.?

The protests in the H-Blocks of the Long Kesh
prison camp took the form of the prisoners
rcfusing to don the prison garb; this eventually
led to their refusing to voluntarily leave their
cells, due to the extreme acts of brutality meted
out to them by the prison warders. Thus began
the “dirty protest,” with the men excreting and
urinating in their cells. It is this part of the
protest that Sands’ book focuses on, giving the
reader a harrowing account of a day of his life
naked in “a filthy concrete tomb” (p. 86).

It is a vivid picture, which, as Sean MacBride
writes in his Introduction, portrays “frighten-
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He did not bow down
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ing examples of man’s inhumanity to man”
(. 7).

Every minute of every waking hour, Sands
was surrounded by dirt, disease and violence, a
living nightmare that even in sleep was
difficult to escape from. And when this was
achieved it wasn't for long. “I woke up and my
blankets and mattress were a living mass of
white maggots. They were in my hair and beard
and crawling upon my naked body” (p. 52).

The nakedness of the prisoners left them par-
ticularly vulnerable to the sadism of their jail-
ers, anal searches being the pet technique to try
to humiliate and break the protesters. For the
jailers, Sands writes, “it was great fun; every-
body was killing themselves laughing, except
me, while all the time a barrage of punches
rained down on my naked body” (pp. 28-29).
This treatment was a daily occurrence
throughout the prison.

Every evening the protesters from the other
blocks would shout across the “horror reports”:
“Several men severely beaten during a wing
shift . . . three men scalded in another wing . ..
forty-four men beaten . . . two men in hospital
and two more missing, probably on the
boards’? (p. 107).

Despite all these tortures, hundreds of men
resisted the will of imperialism to criminalize
them. Whatever the political differences one
might have with these people over their ad-
herence to the counter-productive military
struggle,* admiration for their fighting spirit,
for their firm intention not to bow down to the
diktat of imperial Britain must be forthcoming.

As the book shows, locked up 24 hours a day,
these prisoners, who seldom saw anyone ex-
cept their tormentors, survived. Defenseless but
with a tremendous courage, they learned the
Irish language. “The teacher” would “shout out
the lessons at the top of his voice from behind
his heavy steel door ...” (p. 53). The Irish
tongue, which throughoutthecenturies the Brit-
ish have tried to destroy through different
methods, was being used as a weapon against
their jailers. A form of resistance but also of
comfort. Succor was also found both in the
singing of rebel songs and the saying of prayers.

The great courage and endurance of these
prisoners and the considerable support they
had inside and outside of Ireland did not win
them political status. Instead, they only gained
a few concessions for which they paid so dear-
ly, with 10 protesters dying on hunger strikes.
The blame for this must lie at the door of the



Westminster parliament and its intransigent
imperialist leader, Mrs. Thatcher. But criticism
should also be levelled at those who dominated
the “H-Block campaign” in Ireland and
equated support for political status as backing
for the IRA's armed struggle. This inevitably
narrowed the base of the campaign and helped
to lead to its defeat.

As for the book, it is not just a tale of human
suffering and great courage. It is much more. It
is an indictment of British rule in Northern
Ireland and therefore further exposes the
British government's pretensions of
democracy.

The true face of British justice and democ-
racy continues to operate in Northern Ireland as
the following news item shows: “. .. Two sol-

diers accused of the murder of Derry man
Eamon Bradley last August have been found
not guilty on the grounds that they believed
that he was going for a gun when they opened
fire. Mr. Bradley was not armed at the time and
died shot in the leg and then in the head when
he was lying on the ground.”s
Nial Farrell
CP Ireland representative
on the journal
1. Sands spent altogether nine years in prison out of his
27 years of life. — Ed.
2. For details, see Niall Farrell, ““Law and Order’ the
British Way,” WMR, No. 1, 1983.
3. Punishment cells.
4. For details, see Michael O'Riordan, “Conclusions

Borne Out by Events,” WMR, No. 12, 1982.
5. Moming Star, September 10, 1983.

Communist youth leagues

In response to reader requests, WMR presents
this item as the first of a series about com-
munist youth leagues. This series will give an
idea of their history and organizational struc-
ture and also of the character of their activities
on the basis of material from the party press
and information received from the youth
organizations themselves.

All-Union Lenin Young Communist League

The YCL, or Komsomol as it is called by its
acronym in the Soviet Union, is an in-
dependent public organization founded in
1918, Its 42 million members are between the
ages of 14 and 28 and they make up 60 per cent
of the rising generation in the USSR. In the
Komsomol there are young men and women of
the more than 100 nations and nationalities
inhabiting the USSR. Of the total membership,
57.9 per cent work in the national economy.

The Komsomol is the reserve of the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union. Almost
three-fourths of the people admitted to the
CPSU come from the Komsomol. There are
1,500,000 communists working in the Kom-
somol. The YCL operates under the party’s
leadership, and this is institutionalized in its
own rules and in the rules of the CPSU.

The Komsomol helps the party to bring up
young people in the spirit of the ideas of com-
munism, proletarian internationalism, and
strict compliance with the USSR constitution
and Soviet laws, training all-sidedly developed
people. Millions of young men and women are
studying in the YCL system of political and
economic education. On YCL initiative the
Young Pioneer organization was founded in
1922, and the leadership of this organization
the party assigned to the YCL.

The YCL sees the whole purport of its ac-
tivities in carrying out the decisions of the
Communist Party and the Soviet government,
in fulfilling the program for building a com-
munist society. The YCL is part and parcel of
the history of the USSR. Some 200,000 Kom-
somol members defended the revolution with
arms in hand during the years the Soviet power
was established, the intervention, and the Civil
War. Komsomol members contributed sig-
nificantly to the country’s industrialization, the
collectivization of its agriculture, and the cul-
tural transformations. During the Second
World War members of the YCL and all other
Soviet young people rose to defend the country
in response to the party’s appeal. More than
7,000 YCL members were conferred the title of
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Hero of the Soviet Union. Members of the Kom-
somol put in an enormous amount of labor
restoring the war-ravaged economy.

In organizing young people for the fulfill-
ment of economic development plans, the YCL
constantly directs their efforts toward the
attainment of the cardinal socio-economic aims
facing the country. In the 1950s more than
350,000 members of the YCL developed huge
expanses of virgin and disused land in
Kazakhstan, Siberia and the Altai. Currently,
the YCL has the stewardship over the building
of 135 key economic projects. One such project
was the Siberia-to-Europe natural gas pipeline.
Along the route followed by the pipeline there
were 197 primary YCL organizations, and 250
YCL-led youth collectives worked in the most
important sections. The pipeline has been built
in record time for this type of project.

The services of the YCL have been highly
appreciated: it has been decorated with six
Orders.

The YCL plays a noteworthy role in public
life and has wide powers. Under the USSR
constitution it has the right of legislative in-
itiative. Invoking this right, it has in the past
five years submitted some 200 suggestions to
the Supreme Soviet of the USSR on new draft
laws and normative acts. All these suggestions
were approved and acquired the force of laws.
YCL organizations take part in discussing and
raising before party bodies questions related to
the work of industrial facilities, collective
farms and offices, and are represented in many
organs of state administration. More than a
third of the People’s Deputies are young people
under 30 years of age. In the Supreme Soviet of
the USSR, 15 per cent of the deputies are Kom-
somol members.

Democratic centralism is the principle
underlying the YCL’s organizational structure.
This structure is based on the territorial-pro-
duction principle. The YCL at present has 14
republican, 6 territorial, 151 regional, 10 area,
and several thousand town and district organi-
zations. I*s basis consists of primary organi-
zations, which are set up at the place of work or
study of its members: at factories, collective and
state farms, units of the Soviet Armed Forces,
offices and educational institutions.

The YCL’s highest organ is its congress. The
latest, the 19th, was held in 1982. All activities
in the interim between congresses are directed
by the Central Committee, which elects a
Bureau and a Secretariat.

The YCL runs 247 periodicals with a total
printing of nearly 80 million copies. Its central
organ is the newspaper Komsomolskaya prav-
da. The YCL's publishing houses annually
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bring out an average of over 600 titles (books
and brochures) with a printing of over 46 mil-
lion copies.

The YCL budget is formed of membership
dues, the revenue from its publishing houses,
newspapers and journals, and from under-
takings conducted by its organizations. The
YCL draws upon its own funds to build schools
to train and re-train its cadre, printshops, sports
facilities and so forth.

In the USSR there are 40 zonal, republican
and regional schools for YCL cadre. Since its
foundation, the Higher Komsomol School
under the YCL Central Committee has provided
training for more than 2,000 people and re-
fresher courses for 13,500 people.

In its far-flung international activity, the YCL
develops links to more than 1,350 national,
regional and international youth and students’
organizations in 140 countries. The Committee
of Youth Organizations was founded in the
USSR in 1956 to foster friendship and co-
operation with young people in other coun-
tries. The same purpose is served by the Sput-
nik Bureau of International Youth Tourism,
which maintains contacts with 550 partners in
88 countries.

The YCL sees its central task today in doing
everything to consolidate peace, to avert the
threat of a nuclear war. More than 20 million
Soviet young people took part in the actions
protesting against the deployment of new U.S.
nuclear missiles in Western Europe. The “I
Vote for Peace” campaign conducted in the
summer of 1983 involved 70 million young
men and women. In order to increase its contri-
bution to the struggle against the nuclear threat,
the Komsomol has taken the initiative to hold
the 12th World Festival of Youth and Stu-
dents in Moscow in 1985.

Communist Youth Movement of France

Known by its acronym MJCF, this Movement
consists of the Union of Young Communists
and the Union of Communist Students. Its work
is directed by a National Council, which is
elected at congresses convened every two
years. Its printed media are the newspaper
Avant-Garde and the student newspaper Le
Nouveau Clarté.

In its work the Movement takes its guideline
from the policies and strategy of the Com-
munist Party while remaining an independent
organization with its own youth-oriented
interests.

In recent years it has drawn up a2 new action
program in keeping with the changes in French
society, which is experiencing a profound
crisis. This program is based on an exhaustive




analysis of the modern rising generation con-
ducted by the Movement. The big bourgeoisie is
trying to persuade young people to reconcile
themselves to the present state of affairs in
France, adopt a way of life not linked to work
and society, and accentuate individualism.

The Young Communists have suggested
revolutionary solutions of key problems con-
fronting the rising generation, thereby helping
young people to combat the negative social
phenomena aggravated by the crisis. For
example, they are fighting dropping out of
school and the sentiment that sees chance work
and unemployment as a normal state of things.
They are fighting drug addiction, deliquency,
violence, theft, etc. Despite the deepening crisis
tendencies in France, the MJCF has been able to
counter the bourgeois strategy of encouraging
desperation and meekness, and to organize a
movement of resistance to the crisis.

The MJCF sees young people today not only
as a generation of the crisis but also as a genera-
tion of the great changes of our epoch. This
generation is in ‘quest of a new way of life.
Relying on the positive aspirations and poten-
tial of young people, the Movement seeks to
help them play an active role in the reshaping
of society.

Of late, the Movement has considerably
stepped up its work among young working
people. It has developed new ways and means
of activating young people. For instance, there
has been a successful campaign under the
heading, “Talk, I Am Listening.” The purpose
of this campaign was to induce young people to
state their views about work, skills, and the
specific problems arising out of the use of new
technology, about the world they are living in
and, lastly, about what it means to be a young
person in French urban communities. The
questionnaire was published in the newspaper
Avant-Garde. In the course of this campaign
and jointly with the communists, young people
drew up “local youth charters.” This was a new
means of drawing young people into the poli-
tical struggle. The Union of Communist Stu-
dents recently organized a successful meeting
of students with representatives of the Com-
munist Party to discuss the subject “Socialism,
the Cause of Our Time."”

Moreover, the MJCF selects forms of inter-
national activity most appreciated by young
people. Taking into consideration the fact that
young people are least inclined to believe
words and that they are guided mostly by their
own experience, the Movement focuses on
extending its international links, organizing
solidarity teams and sightseeing tours of var-
ious countries. Young French people have

helped to build the Baikal-Amur Railway in the
USSR, and have worked in Cuba, Nicaragua
and other countries.

The struggle for peace and disarmament has
had a wide response from young French people
of differing persuasions. The Communist
Youth circles at schools and in residential
neighborhoods are rallying many voung
people around these aims.

The MJCF is entering a new stage in its
development. This is a stage of the further ex-
tension of the Movement, which is enabling
young people to unite in order to act and
draw joy from life, organizing not only their
joint struggle but also their leisure time, help-
ing them to know the world, sponsoring sports
activities, and so forth. This is the objective of
the Movement'’s 1,500 circles.

United Democratic Youth Organization
of Cyprus

This organization, known by its acronym
EDON in Cyprus, was founded in 1959. Its pre-
decessor was the Progressive Youth Organi-
zation, which was outlawed by the British
colonialists and had to function in secret.
Today EDON’s membership consists of factory
workers, peasants, white-collar workers, and
higher school graduates between the ages of 14
and 30. It is the most militant mass youth
organization in the country. In 1982 it had over
14,000 members. It publishes the weekly
Neolea.

EDON is structured along the principle of
democratic centralism. Its highest body is its
congress convened once every three years. In
the period between congresses the organization
is guided by its Central Council, Executive
Council, and Central Secretariat.

All of EDON'’s activities are based on the
principles of Marxism-Leninism and pro-
letarian internationalism, and it works in close
cooperation with the Progressive Party of the
Working People of Cyprus (AKEL).

EDON conducts manifold political, mass-
cultural and sports activities, educates young
people in the spirit of the ideas of international-
ism, socialism and communism, staunchly
champions their interests, mobilizes them for
the struggle for political, economic and social
rights, and presses the government to create
healthy conditions for their recreation. Under
EDON’s aegis there are dozens of music and
theatrical groups, Cypriot popular dance en-
sembles, and so on. Once every three years it
organizes the Pancypriot Festival of Youth and
Students.

By its vigorous and multiform activities
EDON has asserted itself as the vanguard of the
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Cypriot youth. It directs the children’s move-
ment in the country. The Pancypriot National
Organization of Secondary Students, which
shares EDON’s aims and objectives, has thou-
sands of members.

Currently EDON sees its principal political
task in mobilizing the youth of Cyprus in the
struggle to create an independent, territorially
integral, sovereign, federal, demilitarized, and
non-aligned Cyprus.

It takes part in all actions in defense of peace,
détente and disarmament, and helps to unite
the peace forces. Steadfastly adhering to anti-
imperialist positions, it supports the movement

of solidarity with the Palestinian and other
Arab peoples, with the democrats of Chile and
El Salvador, with the freedom fighters in South
Africa and Namibia, and with all the people
opposed to imperialism and internal reaction.

EDON is a member of the World Federation
of Democratic Youth and is active in champion-
ing the unity of the international democratic
youth movement. It promotes fraternal re-
lations with the youth organizations of the
socialist world and progressive youth organi-
zations in industrialized capitalist countries
and developing nations.

Under the proletarian banner

150th Anniversary of the Lyons Weavers’ Uprising

PAGES OF HISTORY

A century and a half ago, in April 1834, there
took place in Lyons, the second largest indus-
trial town in France, an event whose grim and
uncompromising nature subsequently gave
Frederick Engels the grounds for comparing it
with the slave uprising in ancient Rome.' For
six days and nights Lyons weavers stood up
against thousands of regular troops, displaying
unparalleled courage and heroism. For six days
and nights the big bourgeoisie of the July
monarchy trembled with fear before a then
young but formidable force, the proletariat,
which was taking the road of independent and
determined actions.

By that time the workers of Lyons had al-
ready had their baptism of fire in the battles of
November 1831, which were the first-ever
large-scale armed clash between the proletariat
and the bourgeoisie. Reduced to desperation by
ruthless exploitation and abject poverty, the
local weavers and artisans spontaneously took
up arms and raised over their barricades a black
banner of protest with the words: “Live work-
ing or die fighting!” The rising of 1831 did not
have a political program and did not rely on
contact with the workers of other towns or with
the peasants. However, it showed that a new
class, the proletariat, had appeared on the
historical scene with the assertion of the
capitalist mode of production.

This fact was not only reasserted but also
definitively stressed by the Lyons rising of
1834. It was an important landmark in the
development of the basic conflict of capitalist
society and in embryonic form mirrored the
economic and political aspects of the future
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confrontation between the working class and
the bourgeoisie.

The impetus for the action was given by the
passage in the Chamber of Deputies of a bill
denying workers the right of association and
the authorities’ summarily dealing with strik-
ers in Lyons in February 1834. But it was not
only the determination to defend their rights
that once again brought the weavers to the bar-
ricades. From the beginning there was a poli-
tical angle to the rising. It took place under
republican slogans demanding democratic
freedoms. The insurgents went into battle with
a new motto — “Republic or Death!"” and car-
ried red banners.2 They were joined by petty-
bourgeois democrats — members of the Human
and Citizens’ Rights Society and other republi-
can organizations. The workers and repub-
licans formed the United Committee, one of
whose leaders was the democrat Charles Lag-
range, who was to become a prominent figure
in the revolution of 1848.

It is noteworthy that having captured impor-
tant positions in the center of Lyons, the work-
ers called upon the population of the nearby
villages to join them. Under the impact of the
Lyons events the peasants of the vine-growing
communities of Arbois raised the red banner,
entered the town and, together with the local
proletariat, gained possession of it. In the mean-
time, the struggle was joined by the workers of
Saint Etienne, the suburbs of Grenoble, Vienne,
and some other towns. A rising flared up in
Paris on April 13-14.

While urging other strata of the population to
join their movement, the workers did not con-
ceal that it was their intention to restructure




society in the interests of the working classes.
Bu they had not at the time learned to make
effective use of many of the means of struggle
available to them. They had no organization, no
plan of political actions, no knowledge, and no
ideology of their own. “The class struggle of the
proletariat, which was only just beginning to
emerge as something different from the com-
mon mass of the petty-bourgeois ‘people,’”
Lenin wrote, “took the shape of isolated out-
bursts, like the uprising of the Lyons weavers.
The working class was at that time ... only
feeling its way."?

The bourgeoisie, which had on its side the
state power, the army, the Church, wealth, and
knowledge and political experience, drowned
the rising of April 1834, as that of 1831, in
blood. In Lyons alone, a thousand people lost
their lives. A wave of brutal repressions swept
across the land. However, the victory of the
ruling class was fragile, and its importance
proved to be insignificant compared with the
principal result of the events.

Prior to the Lyons risings not a single action
of the proletariat, whether in France, Italy or
Britain, was a direct challenge to bourgeois
rule. The proletariat was still acting under the
leadership of the propertied classes, fighting
“the enemies of their enemies.” But the Lyons
events proclaimed to the world that the work-
ers were no longer inclined to submit to the
order under which their labor and life were the
total property of the bourgeoisie, and that the
proletariat could act independently of the so-
cial hierarchy above them, including the bour-
geois class.

Karl Marx, who attached great significance to
the uprisings of the Lyons weavers, drew atten-
tion, in the first place, to the essentially social
character of their action.* This was the pro-
letariat’s first big step toward political inde-
pendence, toward their awareness of their
strength. Following the Lyons risings and
Chartism, Engels wrote, the “class struggle be-
tween the proletariat and bourgeoisie came to
the front in the history of the most advanced

countries in Europe, in proportion to the
development, upon the one hand, of modern
industry, upon the other, of the newly-acquired
political supremacy of the bourgeoisie.”*

Of course, the Lyons insurgents had only a
vague idea of the historical prospects of pro-
letarian actions and were far from under-
standing the laws of the development of bour-
geois society and the role played in this
development by the working class. However,
the new level of the class struggle, which was
clearly delineated in the course of the Lyons
events and other mass proletarian actions of
those years, predicated the possibility and need
for such understanding. In other words, the
working class movement of the 1830s was in
many respects the material preparation for
Marxism, the “word before last” toward it.

Since the first clashes with the bourgeoisie,
the international revolutionary movement of
the working class has traversed a long, heroic
and complicated road. It has become the most
powerful social force and is increasingly in-
fluencing world development in favor of peace
and socialism, of the national and social libera-
tion of the peoples. In order to have a better
“understanding of the significance of their
movement and a thorough knowledge of it,”®
the working class of today and its political van-
guard, the communists, are constantly drawing
upon the vast international experience of prole-
tarian struggle and upon its history, to which
the Lyons weavers gave one of the first vivid
pages.

Henri Paul

1. Karl Marx, Frederick Engels, Collected Works, Vol. 7,
p. 130.

2. The red banner was raised for the first time over the
barricades in the workers’ districts of Paris in June 1832 —
Ed.

3. V.IL Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 19, p. 295.

4. Karl Marx, Frederick Engels, Collected Works, Vol. 3,
p. 204.

5. Karl Marx and Frederick Engels, Selected Works,
Vol. 3, Progress Publishers, Moscow, 1970, p. 132.

6. V.I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 20, p. 363.
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