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A few months hence, it will be 60 years since
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics was
founded. Tire Soviet Union is, as the world can
see, a united family of republics enjoying equal
rights and jointly building communism.

Anyone who looks back at the road travelled
by the Soviet federation may well ask: What
makes this “state of states” never seen before,
this union of 15 sovereign republics and more
than 100 nations and nationalities, so strong?
What makes it immune from the destructive
effect of centrifugal trends, which inexorably
undermined all multinational states in the
past? What enabled the Soviet Union to hold its
ground against the military and political on
slaught of international imperialism, which
has never concealed its hostility to the socialist
system? How is it that in a relatively short
period of history it has become a mighty power
and a dependable bulwark of progressive
humanity in the struggle for world peace and
the freedom of peoples?

In answering these questions, it is necessary
to mention a number of factors, primarily the
common economic and social foundations of
the components of the Soviet Union, the com
mon class objectives and tasks of its member
nations and nationalities, the leading role of the
CPSU, the humanist principles of the socialist
nationalities policy — complete mutual con
fidence and mutual assistance of nations and
their voluntary agreement to association ruling
out all inequality — and, needless to say, the
comprehensive process of further development
of socialist democracy, for “there can be no
victorious socialism that does not practise full
democracy” (V.I. Lenin, Coll. Works, Vol. 22, p.
144).

One of the fundamental factors for the in
destructibility of our union of nations is the
constructive activity of Soviets of People’s Dep
uties, which constitute a system of people’s
representation and full-fledged mass bodies of
state authority integrated from top to bottom. It
would be hard to overestimate the role of
Soviets in the formation and development of
the USSR. Their very rise was a result of revo

lutionary creative effort by the mass of the pro
letariat. During the 1905 revolution, workers’
collectives in industrial centers involved in
strikes set up government bodies of their own
to unify and coordinate their action and elected
deputies to these bodies. That was how the
early Soviets came into being, with deputies
linked by the closest ties with factory workers
and fulfilling their mandates. Historical credit
is due to Lenin and the Bolshevik Party for
discerning the embryo of revolutionary author
ity in the organs of revolutionary initiative of
the masses that sprang up spontaneously and
for appreciating their great future.

In 1917, Soviets reconstituted anew and
grouping a vast majority of workers, peasants
and other working people took state power by
revolutionary means. “Not a parliamentary re
public — to return to a parliamentary republic
... would be a retrograde step — but a republic
of Soviets of Workers,' Agricultural Labourers’
and Peasants’ Deputies throughout the country,
from top to bottom,” wrote the leader of Rus
sia’s proletariat in charting the path of the so
cialist revolution in the country (V.I. Lenin,
Coll. Works, Vol. 24, p. 23).

Soviets, being profoundly democratic by
their very essence, expressed the class interests
of the proletariat and working peasantry as well
as the interests of numerous formerly oppres
sed nations and nationalities; an international
ist form of undivided authority of the working
people, they paved the way for the people’s
own national statehood. They became the polit
ical foundation of all nation-state formations
that came into existence on the territory of the
one-time Russian Empire. It was on this com
mon political basis that the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, a voluntary association of
sovereign states enjoying equal rights, took
shape.

Soviets of People’s Deputies have travelled a
long road. At each new stage in history, the
forms of their activity as government bodies
putting the ideals of socialist democracy into
practice reflected the trends of social progress
and accorded with the tasks facing the country 
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and the pressing requirements of society.
Our people’s government bodies are at a

qualitatively new stage now. Operating among
the masses and in close connection with them,
the absolute majority of Soviets show
dynamism and imagination; they actively in
fluence production and the social and spiritual
life of society as they strive for order, proper
organization and discipline everywhere.

Soviets have entered the contemporary stage
equipped with ample experience of directing
state, economic, social and cultural develop
ment. All conditions have been provided by
now for them to show still greater consistency
in implementing the policy of the party, which
expresses the people’s vital interests, and to
influence every aspect of the life of state and
society concretely and effectively. A depend
able basis for this is the provisions of the con
stitution, legislation on Soviets, and the policy
of the CPSU aimed at steadfastly increasing
their role. This policy, carried forward in de
cisions of the 26th party congress, is an em
bodiment of Lenin’s ideas under mature
socialism.

I
Lenin’s definition of the function of Soviets
implies that the inseparable interconnection of
democracy and socialism can only be assured
by representative bodies of a new, socialist
type. But it should be obvious that, now as in
the past, different countries lay and strengthen
the foundations of socialism and build a so
cialist society differently. Marxism-Leninism
declares without qualification in favor of
searching for nationally distinctive forms of
organizing working people’s power, forms
meeting to a maximum degree the concrete
historical conditions in which the peoples con
cerned are building socialism and commu
nism. In the process, it may certainly happen
that parliament is used for revolutionary pur
poses. Lenin repeatedly pointed out that it is
wrong for communists to stay out of parlia
mentary activity (Coll. Works, Vol. 30, p. 58).
The main thing, he said, is not the form but the
content, which depends on whom the power
apparatus serves and what class interests it
defends.

The ideals of real democracy can be vin
dicated and a truly representative system of
people’s rule shaped only if power is taken over
by the working people. “It is the people,” Len
in said, “who even in the most democratic
bourgeois republics, while possessing equal
rights by law, have in fact been debarred by
thousands of devices and subterfuges from par
ticipation in political life and enjoyment of 

democratic rights and liberties, that are now
drawn into constant and unfailing, moreover,
decisive, participation in the democratic ad
ministration of the state” (Coll. Works, Vol. 28,
p. 465).

By establishing a new and higher type of
democracy, socialism actually ensures applica
tion of the Leninist principles of a socialist
representative system. They comprise unity of
power (i.e., the supremacy of representative
bodies), the dependence of deputies on the
electorate, close links between elected bodies
and the people, the accessibility and answer
ability of these bodies to the masses, the par
ticipation of working people in the manage
ment of affairs of state and society, periodical
replacement of elected bodies, and the leading
role of the Marxist-Leninist party.

“At the stage of mature socialism, in the con
ditions of the state of the whole people,” wrote
Leonid Brezhnev, General Secretary of the CC
CPSU, Chairman of the Presidium, USSR Su
preme Soviet, in his article “A Historic Stage on
the Road to Communism” published in WMR,
“the increasingly broad and active participa
tion of the working people in administering the
life of the country has firmly established itself
as the central trend of the political develop
ment of Soviet society.”1

The history of Soviets is a history of estab
lishing and fostering real socialist rule by the
people. In accordance with Lenin’s demand
that steps be taken without delay for the train
ing of all working people and all the poor “in
the work of state administration” (Coll. Works,
Vol. 26, p. 113), 19 million people were elected,
in the first post-October decade alone, as dele
gates to congresses of Soviets and members of
Executive Committees in the Russian Federa
tion and came in this way to exercise real pow
er. Since then, further tens of millions have
been trained in state administration in Soviets;
the Soviet system has shown the world what
socialist democracy can accomplish.

n
Thus, the salient characteristic of Soviets is real
and not nominal democracy for the masses. It
manifests itself in whatever is associated with 
the activity of Soviets. I shall begin with the
procedure of their formation.

Elections under socialism are not a shrill
campaign of warring bourgeois parties and
their candidates whose selfish aims induce
them to use any methods or devices so as to
catch more votes and bar progressives from
government bodies as far as possible. In
Soviet society, elections are an act of real self-
government by the working people, who dur
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ing the election campaign sum up the activity
of their government organization, specify its
tasks for the next term and empower deputies
to fulfil these tasks. Along with this, the work
ing people reaffirm during elections con
fidence in their political vanguard, the CPSU,
and entrust it with continuing to lead socialist
society and state.

Election campaigns in the Soviet Union take
place in a businesslike atmosphere. Citizens
decide directly on the composition of represen
tative bodies. This is ensured primarily by the
fact that, under the constitution of the USSR,
preparations for elections, the elections them
selves, the organization of voting and the tally
ing of votes are a function of the working
people themselves and the election com
missions formed by them. And who is to be
entered in the lists of candidates for election
depends directly on the will of the electorate.
These candidates are put forward by work col
lectives or the branches of public organizations.
Before they are included in electoral lists, their
eligibility is carefully discussed at election
meetings which have (and often exercise) the
right to reject candidates recommended for
nomination and replace them by others. This is
evidence of the real and not fictitious democ
racy of our electoral system, which guarantees a
proper selection of candidates prior to voting.
Lastly, elections for Soviets encompass virtu
ally the entire adult population of the country.
Conditions are provided everywhere for citi
zens to freely take a stand on candidates and
express their will. The fact that practically
every Soviet citizen who is entitled to vote
takes part in elections is an indication of the
Soviet people’s deep confidence in their elec
toral system and its high efficiency. The pri
mary reason for this confidence is that Soviets
do not represent a particular social sector or
population group but the people as a whole, the
expression of the people’s will being the only
basis on which both the composition of dep
uties and their tasks are determined.

The working class of some capitalist coun
tries has made appreciable democratic gains in
struggle. This enables the workers and their
parties to influence the policy of the ruling
quarters to a certain, occasionally a very con
siderable extent and defend their interests in
greater measure in the course of class struggles.
To minimize the significance of this or the
democratic aspirations of the masses would be
wrong. However, it is perfectly evident that for
as long as capital remains in power, bourgeois
democracy will be unable to express or repre
sent the interests of the masses, guarantee
execution of their will in regard to fundamental 

social issues or ensure that they influence the
destiny of the country. Understandably,
numerous working people in capitalist coun
tries express their lack of confidence in elec
tions by ignoring them.

Also worthy of note is that the popular
character of Soviets finds expression in their
close everyday links with the people and in
their being under the control of the electorate
and answerable to it. Electors’ mandates are one
of the most effective of these links. They are
expressive of the working person’s concern for
the affairs of his state, the interests of society,
and the needs of the population of town and
countryside alike. Electors set out in them what
they expect of those in whom they have put
their trust by sending them to democratic
government bodies. Millions of deputies work
hard to ensure that electors’ mandates are ful
filled and produce the results needed by the
country. Of the more than four million man
dates given to Soviets over the past 10 years,
upwards of 90 per cent have been carried out.

The constitution binds deputies to stay in
daily contact with the electorate and account to
it for their work, including the fulfillment of
mandates. The law stipulates that these ac
counts shall be presented at definite intervals;
as well, deputies must render account at the
request of electors or work collectives that had
nominated them for election. Last year alone
there were over 3.9 million meetings at which
207 million people heard reports from 2.2 mil
lion deputies.

Last but not least, the constitution entitles
electors to recall their deputy before expiry of
his term in office — a right which Lenin con
sidered a fundamental principle of true democ
racy (Coll. Worics, Vol. 26, p. 336). This right is
formalized by Soviet law and serves the work
ing people as a means of influencing the com
position and work of Soviets. By exercising it,
electors have since 1959 recalled about 8,000
deputies who did not live up to the trust put in
them, including more than 100 deputies to the
Supreme Soviets of Union and autonomous re
publics and 12 to the Supreme Soviet of the
USSR.

In short, all political activities in our country
and other facts confirm that Soviets embody the
ideas of the great theorists of socialism about
truly democratic government bodies and meet
the working people’s age-long aspirations — to
be masters in their own country and shape their
own destiny.

m
The internal organization and working
methods of Soviets assure them growing sup
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port and assistance from the masses; they en
courage the masses to show creative initiative
and join actively in the everyday management
of public affairs. This is one of the major in
dicators of real democracy.

Soviets are not in continuous session. In ful
filling their functions, deputies spend much of
their time among the population without dis
sociating, however, from their professional
field of activity. This is why they have a sound
knowledge of public opinion and electors’ in
terests and requirements and use it when the
Soviet concerned meets. As well, in between
sessions, over 80 per cent of deputies take part
in the activity of the diverse standing commis
sions of Soviets. As of January 1, 1982, local
Soviets alone had over 335,000 such
commissions.

A special effort is made to enhance the role of
these commissions. They have substantial
powers covering a wide range of problems; last
year standing commissions at all levels sub
mitted more than 330,000 reports and co-re
ports to sessions of Soviets. The two chambers
of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR have 32
standing commissions comprising 1,140 of a
total of 1,500 deputies. During their five-year
term in office, they study numerous problems
of state significance, hear communications and
reports from leading officials of ministries and
other administrative bodies and submit draft
laws to the Supreme Soviet. Participating in the
work of Soviets and their commissions are not
only deputies but activists representing diverse
population groups. There are over 30 million
such activists in our country today.

Steps are taken to perfect the working
methods of Soviets. The range of problems dis
cussed by them has widened and they are pre
pared for discussion more carefully. Prior to
sessions, these problems are studied in a pre
liminary way, which helps take account of the
experience of the masses to a greater extent and
more effectively. This system makes for the
growing activity of deputies. Last year two-
thirds of all deputies took the floor at sessions to
discuss problems of the state, showing- deep
interest in them and a keen sense of responsibil
ity. Sessions generally proceed actively and,
more important still, in businesslike fashion.
On many occasions, speakers frankly criticize
this or that executive, this or that enterprise,
institution or ministry. Fairly often, deputies
use their right to table a question to government
bodies or officials, who are obliged to answer
the question at a session of the Soviet within the
time limit set and according to the procedure
established by law, saying what measures are
being or will be taken in response to this or that 

question. In 1981, deputies tabled 82,000 ques
tions indicating their sincere concern for the
state of affairs in their constituency, the region
or republic concerned or the country as a
whole.

At the Third Session of the Supreme Soviet of
the Georgian SSR, for instance, deputies' ques
tions were answered by the Procurator of the
Republic, a Vice-Chairman of the Council of
Ministers, the First Vice-Chairman of the State
Planning Committee of the republic and the
Minister of the Building Materials Industry.
The supreme body of the republic adopted
appropriate decisions on all these questions,
which concerned various spheres of life. It in
structed the government agencies concerned to
see to the solution of the problems involved,
remove the shortcomings pointed out and
exercise everyday control over a state of affairs
causing concern to deputies.

Deputies’ control over the work of executive
and administrative bodies and officials is an
effective means of carrying out plans, enforcing
laws and strengthening state discipline in the
interest of society as a whole. The USSR Su
preme Soviet has considerable experience of
discussing the activity of the government, min
istries and central departments at sessions as
well as at meetings of its Presidium and the
standing commissions of its two chambers. The
control powers of local Soviets in regard to
organizations functioning in the area within
their jurisdiction and subordinated to diverse
agencies enable them to obtain the necessary
information on progress in fulfilling state
assignments and plans for the development
and distribution of enterprises, hear executives’
reports on matters within the jurisdiction of
Soviets, make decisions, including decisions
on personnel, and submit proposals to higher
bodies.

Recent years have seen a trend toward an
increase in the number of control matters. This
is logical, for the role of Soviets in directing
every sphere of state, economic, social and cul
tural development has grown. To be sure, con
trol is important in terms of both quantity and
quality. We shall yet have to do much to ensure
that control by Soviets and their commissions
is permanent and deep-going and, above all,
proceeds from the need to achieve definite re
sults, improve work and do away with short
comings.

The 10 million people’s controllers are very
helpful to Soviets in exercising control func
tions. The 26th CPSU congress stressed that
comprehensive people’s control over the work
of administrative bodies and officials is an
indispensable component of the Soviet demo-
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cratic system. Soviets of People’s Deputies are a
key component of the system.

IV
The authenticity and effectiveness of socialist
democracy manifest themselves primarily in
the fact that Soviets have always been at the
center of the people’s effort to accomplish
highly exacting tasks in building socialist and
communist society. At this stage too, they see
their paramount duty in implementing the
program charted by the 26th party congress for
further socio-economic changes and the all
round development of the society of mature
socialism.

The growing scale and intensification of the
economy and the quickening pace of scientific
and technological progress make it imperative
to raise the standard of management faster and
bring the entire economic mechanism into line
with present-day exigencies. This means
thoroughly perfecting the management system,
improving planning and making greater use of
economic levers to advance production, as well
as intensifying ideological education and
increasing the role of moral incentives.

Soviets direct economic development ever
more efficiently, concentrating on pivotal prob
lems of intensifying and comprehensively
developing the economy and on the activity of
managing bodies. Their powers in this field
have been extended and their actual role has
grown notably. The working people, operating
through them, influence to an increasing de
gree measures needed to raise production ef
ficiency and the quality of work in every sector.
Thus the increased economic role of Soviets is
indicative of the continuing progress of
socialist democracy in the economy, the deci
sive sphere of public life.

An important area of activity of Soviets today
is their participation in the implementation of
;the food program adopted by the CC CPSU at its
^plenary meeting last May. The main purpose of
tthe program is to ensure that the population is
ssupplied with high quality foodstuffs con
tinuously and on a stable basis and that indus
try gets the necessary agricultural raw mate
rials. In line with the CC decision, Soviets must
irmprove the management of agricultural
production, above all at the district level, con-
ceim themselves more specifically with the ac
tivity of collective and state farms and help
mare in increasing the efficiency of agriculture
and making better use of machines, fertilizers
and other facilities and resources.

AS. standing concern of Soviets is to increase
ccmsumer goods output and ensure the regular
opeiration of shops and the service sector as a 

whole. To meet growing consumer demand in
our conditions, it is necessary to produce more
in enterprises within local jurisdiction as well
as in enterprises specializing in a different type
of output. Much depends in this respect on the
attitude of local government bodies. A practice
gaining ground is the drafting on the initiative
of Soviets of combined plans for the production
of goods by all enterprises in a given district
irrespective of what agency they are subor
dinated to, and naturally, permanent control
over fulfillment of these plans.

Modem housing and smoothly functioning
utilities are admittedly very important for
everyday life. The party’s invariable policy is to
ensure that Soviets become the main organizers
of both and concentrate all state-owned hous
ing resources and public utilities in their
hands. Combining the funds allocated by
enterprises and institutions for the construc
tion of homes and public buildings, local So
viets operate more and more often as the only
client in signing contracts with building organ
izations. This enables them to carry on
construction comprehensively and according
to up-to-date standards of architecture and
lay-out and hence to provide the population
with adequate amenities. Soviets are also
closely associated with the implementation of
measures mapped out by the 26th party con
gress with a view to using steadily growing
social consumption funds, improving the
health services and public education, and
promoting science and culture. This is our con
crete policy of raising the living standard. The
social program is part and parcel of the law on
the State Economic and Social Development
Plan for the 1981-1985 Period enacted by the
USSR Supreme Soviet.

Soviets play a big role in educational activity
and the molding of the new man. They are
intensifying their cultural education functions
by using past experience and growing material
facilities. They now command an extensive
network of cultural, educational and sports
institutions forming an impressive complex of
educational means worthy of the epoch of ma
ture socialism.

Socialist emulation is a powerful factor in
our conditions making it possible to carry on
ideological and cultural education with due
regard to the realities of life and to accomplish
production and educational tasks as a complex.
It is typical of the work of Soviets that they now
participate more widely in the organization
and promotion of this patriotic mass move
ment. The vanguard of the movement com
prises deputies active in the production sphere;
they comprise up to two-thirds of the total
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number of deputies. Leonid Brezhnev pointed
out the significance of their participation in the
emulation movement and the valuable exam
ple set by deputies who excel as efficient work
ers and production innovators.

Patriotic internationalist education of the
working people and an uncompromising fight
against every manifestation of nationalism and
chauvinism constitute an important field of the
cultural education being carried on under the
leadership of the CPSU. Fraternal friendship
among the nations and nationalities of the So
viet Union, a friendship varying greatly in form
and content, is a reality of our country; in
accordance with a thoroughly humanist tradi
tion, they develop fruitful cooperation within a
common multinational state.

The manifold activities and responsibilities
of Soviets are entirely in harmony with the
letter and spirit of the 1977 constitution of the
USSR, an important milestone in consolidating
and furthering socialist democracy. It reflects
the qualitatively new realities of Soviet democ
racy and has raised the prestige of Soviets and
increased their role in directing state, eco
nomic, social and cultural development.

The Supreme Soviet of the USSR and Su
preme Soviets of Union republics today carry
out complex tasks, coupling legislation with
administration and control. Describing their ac
tivity at a meeting of the Presidium of the USSR
Supreme Soviet, Leonid Brezhnev said:
“Without neglecting legislation, which is
developing vigorously and systematically in
our country, we must step up active organizing
effort to ensure that laws and plans are put into
effect punctually and unfailingly. The policy of
our party and socialist law proceed from com
mon principles and have a common goal, the
good of the working people. Our laws must
operate in full measure to this noble end.”2

The foregoing invites the conclusion that the
increased role of Soviets — an increase pre
pared by the development of our society and
fully meeting the policy line of our party — is a
most important law governing the life of ma
ture socialist society.

V
In a state of developed socialism, the working
people exercise their will at the state level both
nationally and internationally. And since our
people aspire above all else to peace, Soviets as
really democratic bodies see the main purpose
of their foreign policy activity in struggle
against the war menace, for the preservation
and promotion of international detente. The
work of socialist representative bodies emphat
ically confirms Lenin’s discerning statement 

that “democracy is most clearly manifested in
the fundamental question of war and peace”
(Coll. Works, Vol. 30, p. 319).

The Soviet Union is working steadfastly for
peace, international security and disarmament,
vindicating the ideals of real democracy and
equality in international relations. The peace
program for the 80s adopted by the 26th party
congress is a logical continuation of Lenin’s
foreign policy of peace and implements the
relevant provisions of the 1977 constitution
enshrining the humanist principles of relations
between states. These objectives are also served
by the new peace initiatives which Leonid
Brezhnev advanced at the 17th congress of
Trade Unions of the USSR and in his speeches
in Tashkent and at the 19th YCL congress.
“Peace is no gift from heaven, it takes a hard
everyday struggle to preserve and strengthen,”3
he told the highest forum of Soviet youth. In
this way, our heartfelt desire for peace was
again demonstrated to the peoples of the globe.

Soviets at all levels, above all the Supreme
Soviet of the USSR as the highest body of state
authority, contribute notably to the imple
mentation of our country’s foreign policy.
Their relations with representative bodies of
other countries are gaining in breadth and
depth. In the past five years, the Soviet Union
has played host to 50 parliamentary dele
gations from 46 countries. In the same period
59 Soviet delegations visited 56 countries at the
invitation of their parliaments. The Foreign Af
fairs Commissions of both chambers of the
USSR Supreme Soviet, the Parliamentary
Group of the USSR and the municipalities of
sister towns actively maintain mutual relations.
About 130 territorial, regional and city Soviets
are linked by friendly relations with their
counterparts in other socialist countries, to
mention only these.

Expressing the people’s will, the USSR Su
preme Soviet in June 1981 adopted an Appeal
to the Parliaments and Peoples of the World
on Leonid Brezhnev’s initiative. The Appeal
found worldwide response. It was supported
by the parliaments of socialist countries and the
leaders of numerous Asian, African and Latin
American states. Even our political adversaries
are compelled to admit that in an atmosphere of
mounting tension, the Kremlin speaks out
calmly and judiciously time and again in favor
of peace, detente and international security
calling for negotiation and not confrontation.
The humanist open and profoundly demo-
eSs'of °AllCy °f S°ViJet State meets inter-
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VI
Before concluding this analysis of the main
activities of our government bodies, I should
like to note that they have vast opportunities for
transforming reality, raising the people’s living
standard and molding the man of the new
epoch. The task is to use these opportunities to
the utmost. The party is well aware of the un
solved problems, difficulties and shortcomings
slowing down our advance. The 26th CPSU
congress set the task of drawing on past exper
ience to resolutely remove obstacles to the
country’s progress. One of the more important
ways of doing this is for Soviets to perform their
ample and promising functions more actively
and effectively. The party encourages the
people’s government bodies to work more ef
ficiently and purposefully, to provide an
adequate standard of leadership in every
government, economic, social or cultural
sphere, to be more exacting in regard to manag
ing bodies and make their control, especially in
spheres directly involved in satisfying people’s
needs, more and more effective. Fulfillment of
this task reveals the deep democratic meaning
of one of the main development lines of Soviet
statehood, which is to raise the role of our
government bodies to a higher plane and stead
ily further Soviet socialist democracy.

The Communist Party is the leading force
and the life and soul of the comprehensive
democratic process going on in every sphere of
the life of our state of the whole people and in
its international policy. Its example and vast
experience are a precept of real democracy for
Soviets. Without interfering in the actual func
tioning of government and managing bodies
and without substituting itself for them, the
party guides and coordinates the work of So
viets and helps them accomplish their tasks in
building communism and fighting for lasting
peace on earth.

“The functions of party collectives,” said the
RCP(B) program adopted by the eighth party
congress (1919) under Lenin’s leadership,
“should under no circumstances be confused
with the functions of government bodies,
which is what Soviets are ... The party should
carry out its decisions through Soviet govern
ment bodies, within the framework of the So
viet constitution. It strives to guide the activity
of Soviets but not to replace them.”4 To this
day, the CPSU carries on its manifold activities 

according to this Leninist principle stated in
the constitution. ■

Party organizations see to it in practice that
the policy line of the CPSU is consistently
implemented by Soviets and other government
bodies. They do not do this by decree or injunc
tion but by drawing on the communists’ high
political prestige, the confidence and support
of the masses and the exemplary work of party
members in government bodies.

The party is the initiator and chief guarantee
of the democratic development of Soviet state
hood. By expressing what the people are con
scious of, it encourages all that is new and
progressive in the work of Soviets, which it
gears to steadily raising the people’s living and
cultural standards. The tone and mood set by
the party condition the political atmosphere in
the country and help increase the role of
socialist democracy in every public sphere.

The experience of building socialism in the
Soviet Union has shown the superiority of rep
resentative institutions such as Soviets over
their capitalist opposite numbers as well as the
superiority of socialist democracy generally
over bourgeois democracy. This is a major fac
tor which has made possible the free and indes
tructible union of the nations and nationalities
of our country and enabled the Soviet Union to
win the battle against foreign invaders and be
come one of the mightiest states of the world.
However, the Soviet Union “does not try to
impose on anyone standards or ‘models’ of
government organization ignoring the distinc
tive features of the country concerned,” says
the CC CPSU decision on the “Sixtieth
Anniversary of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics.” “It exerts growing influence on the
course of history by the very fact of its exis
tence, the actual application of a new type of
relations between social groups and nations
and by the force of example in solving highly
complicated problems which capitalism can
not cope with.”5

This example will undoubtedly continue
serving all forces of peace, democracy and
socialism as a source of confidence.

1. WMR, December 1977.
2. Pravda, April 2, 1981.
3. Ibid., May 19, 1982.
4. KPSS v rezolyutsiakh i resheniakh syezdov, kon-

ferentsiy is Plenumov TsK, Vol. 2, Moscow, 1970, p. 77.
5. Pravda, February 21, 1982.
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For unity of action

Sandor Gaspar
President,
World Federation of Trade Unions

OBJECTIVES OF THE INTERNATIONAL
TRADE UNION MOVEMENT TODAY
Never in the nearly 40-year history of the World
Federation of Trade Unions had a meeting of
workers been looked forward to with such in
terest, nor had it had so wide an international
echo as the 10th World Trade Union Congress
(Havana, February 10-16, 1982). And it was
symbolic that this time the review of the largest
mass organizations of the labor movement took
place on the soil of the western hemisphere’s
first socialist country, on a continent where the
workers of many countries are carrying on a
grim struggle against exploitation and against
imperialism, which flouts the interests of
peoples.

The congress owed its significance primarily
to a tense international situation. Delegates’
speeches and the documents adopted by it
showed that the trade union movement realizes
the gravity of the war danger and the con
comitant threat to the workers’ socio-economic
condition and that, on the other hand, there is
reason to hope for the success of the fight
against militarism.

An open and democratic debate furnished
new evidence of approval of the Federation’s
consistent policy of organizing joint actions by
trade unions of different orientations. While
there are still many obstacles to this, delegates
put it on record that a beginning had been made
of real, solid unity of action based on working-
class solidarity. The Havana congress drew
differing views on important issues closer to
gether and proved that the WFTU is a mighty
force in the worldwide movement for the in
terests of the workers and other employees,
intellectuals, farmers and students.

The congress demonstrated the Federation’s
ability to meet the economic and political chal
lenge of the 80s. Its decisions gave the trade
unions new strength and provided a guide to
solving economic and social problems. They
will enable us to curb the domination of trans
nationals, those international exploiters and
contribute to social and economic progress in a
way satisfying the people’s everyday needs to a
greater extent, and will help us put an end to
the insane arms race.

Joint actions by the trade unions as a militant
contingent of the world labor movement are the
path to follow in order to eliminate poverty and
hunger among millions, deliver the exploited
in capitalist countries from social insecurity
and defend the world from the threat of a nu
clear war that would destroy all material and
spiritual values and life itself throughout the
planet. Hence the fundamental conclusion of
the congress, which decided that trade unions
everywhere must search in common for solu
tions to the workers’ common problems.

The delegations of the socialist countries
were the most consistent in formulating the
tasks of trade union organizations. Nor was this
surprising, for the unions there have achieved
indisputable successes in defending the in
terests of the working people and their families,
contributing to the construction of the new so
ciety, organizing the masses and educating them
in a socialist spirit. They have also done much
to promote international relations on the basis
of solidarity. All this gives their position
weight even though the development of the
countries where they are operating is not
exempt from problems and the unions them
selves will yet have to do much for effective
defense of the working people’s interests.

In socialist countries, the governments and
the agencies in charge of the economy look on
the trade unions primarily as partners enjoying
equal rights with them. The state expects them
to support its initiatives aimed at serving the
good of the people and to help mobilize the
workers for the fulfillment of plans. And it must
be stressed that the goal of the governments of
these countries is to continue perfecting the
new, just society.

There is no ignoring, however, that eco
nomic difficulties may arise and socio-political
stability may be upset even under socialism.
Therefore, the interests of international trade
union unity demand an answer to the following
question: What new features does the trade
union movement acquire in building socialism
and what are the conclusions to be drawn from
this?

The socialist world has the objective P1®"
requisites of harmonious interaction of the sta 
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and its citizens as two components of the social
system. To be sure, these prerequisites do not
operate automatically, nor is the harmony
complete. The extent of the latter depends on
the specific aspects of the social and economic
development of the country concerned.

Socialist society is not free of objective
contradictions. But unlike previous social for
mations, socialism can cope with these contra
dictions and overcome objective and subjective
difficulties.

An issue under discussion in the inter
national trade union movement is that of the
character of relations between the trade unions
and the state in socialist countries. Experience
has shown, however, that the phenomena
which occasionally give rise to criticism are not
a product of the principle of solidarity between
the trade unions and the state but of mistakes in
choosing ways and means of achieving it.

Thus the point at issue is not only the pre
requisites of such solidarity but the actual ways
of bringing it about. The important thing is that
the trade unions, being well familiar with the
condition, sentiments and aspirations of the
working people, should formulate as autono
mous organizations their own opinion on
every specific question relating to socialist con
struction, correctly reflect the working people’s
interests, embody these interests in economic
and social programs and effectively defend
them at every level of public life. The purpose
of trade union programs is to find solutions to
economic and social problems enabling the
working people to enjoy to a maximum degree
the benefits of putting state plans into practice.

As regards industrial capitalist countries,
trade union work there goes on amid insoluble
contradictions between exploited and ex
ploiters. At present it is influenced by a critical
situation in the economy. Besides, the pressure
of unemployment and the rigid stand of the
employers compel trade unions now and then
to be careful in formulating their demands and
choosing action methods.

The trade union movement in the capitalist
world is undergoing big changes. It reacts to
new developments in the social system (the
accentuation of state monopoly forms, changes
in the composition of society, etc.) by devising
new working methods to resist the monopoly
offensive and defend the interests of labor more
effectively.

While defense of the working people's in
terests centers, now as in the past, on the enter
prises, trade union activity cannot confine itself
to the shop floor. It is now a question of the
unions taking part in the formation of the pro
ductive forces, which are the basis for social 

policy. Their first duty in this respect is not
merely to back or reject government measures
but to work out programs of their own proceed
ing from the workers’ interests and capable of
competing in realism and concreteness with
the proposals of governments.

The social role and influence of trade unions
have always depended on the degree of their
militancy. In capitalist countries the employers
seek an interrelation of the struggle between
labor and capital, on the one hand, and their
cooperation, on the other, such as will enable
them to intensify exploitation. The workers re
sist this as they defend their positions. Many of
them know that their "participation” in
management, whatever its form, cannot elimi
nate the fundamental causes of social and eco
nomic tension, which affects their condition.
Nevertheless, they do not reject this “participa
tion,” for it determines the scope of trade union
struggle and creates greater opportunities for it.

Pressure on the trade unions in capitalist
countries has increased of late; it is reminiscent
in many respects of the pressure exerted in cold
war years. In expressing and defending the in
terests of the employers — whether private
monopolies or the capitalist state — the author
ities want the unions to “swear allegiance” to
the bourgeois system. A psychological war is
unfolding against the left on the pretext of
combating “terrorism.” Greater efforts are
made than before to discredit the WFTU and
limit its sphere of influence.

With an eye to undermining the prestige of
unions in which communist influence is con
siderable, bourgeois propaganda centers try to
compromise communist ideals and activity.
They misrepresent the place and role of the
trade unions in socialist countries. While ignor
ing the indisputable achievements of these
countries, they gamble on their real or alleged
internal problems. As for mistakes made in
building socialism, they attribute them to what
they describe as the “irremediable evils” of the
social system.

A slander campaign is going on in the
capitalist world against the Soviet Union and
other socialist countries as well as against pro
gressive political alignments. By fomenting
anti-Sovietism, defenders of the capitalist order
want to prove that socialism has “failed” and
that Marxist-Leninist thought has “worn out”
its effectiveness. What they are after is to divert
the working people’s attention from the general
crisis of capitalism, cause disappointment with
socialism and rob the peoples fighting against
backwardness and exploitation of the hope
they derive from their faith in socialist ideals. It
is regrettable that some leaders of the labor 
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movement objectively help reactionary forces
by making ill-advised statements.

Lackeys of the capitalist system stint no effort
to undermine the trend toward the unity of the
working people, whom they set on one another
to split their trade unions and encourage the
formation of so-called autonomous unions.
Reactionary international and national trade
union centers, primarily the AFL-CIO, are out
to bring into being an alignment opposed to the
revolutionary trade union movement and to
use it for subversion against socialist countries
and countries following a progressive path.

In thenewly-free countries, the working class
is still weak. In those countries that have cho
sen a socialist orientation, the trade unions
developing there concentrate on ending eco
nomic backwardness, solving social problems
and resisting imperialist intrigues. As concerns
new independent states remaining within the
capitalist system, trade unions under social
democratic influence have lately been winning
stronger positions there. This is a result of the
growing effort of parties of the Socialist Inter
national to bring the labor movement in the
Third World under their banner.

It follows that the trade unions are operating
in a complicated situation all over the world.
However, this does not prevent them from real
izing more and more that they must not restrict
themselves to problems of everyday politics.
They need to think in terms of the historical
perspective, extend their activity beyond the
economy, to all other public spheres, react
seriously to criticisms and mark positive esti
mations of their work. This is an assurance of
loyally serving the workers’ interests.

The trade unions should, of course, not ab
stract themselves from the international politi
cal situation irrespective of whether they are
operating under capitalism or socialism. In
other words, they should adjust their tasks to
the actual possibilities of accomplishing them
in the situation shaping in the world and its
various regions and countries. Every step,
however small, toward meeting the working
people’s legitimate demands requires sus
tained struggle.

We must follow world developments more
closely. The trade union movement should
counter every attempt at an offensive against
labor by strengthening its unity nationally and
internationally, stopping internecine rivalries
and organizing joint actions.

Global problems are becoming more acute
with every passing day. They affect the whole
of humanity directly or indirectly. We cannot
afford to stay indifferent, well knowing that
innumerable people are literally starving. We 

register with anxiety the effects of wasteful use
of natural energy resources. The environment,
which is being destroyed, calls for help.

But the paramount issue is that of war and
peace. In the early 80s, the problem is whether
the process of detente will continue or whether
the new round of political confrontation and
arms drive begun by imperialism will cause a
chain reaction fraught with unforeseeable
consequences.

All sensible people, whatever their ideology
and political likes or dislikes, declare for peace
and mutually beneficial international co
operation. By campaigning against the war
menace, they are defending their inalienable
right to a life of good hope, a life free of poverty
and ignorance, hunger and disease, a life fit for
human beings. World opinion is increasingly
alarmed by the deterioration of relations be
tween socialist and capitalist countries,
imperialist attempts to back up neocolonialist
policies with gross pressure and the growing
threat to world peace.

The uptrend in international tensions is a
direct result of the renunciation of detente by
extremist monopoly capitalist forces in the
United States and other NATO countries, by a
desire to extend imperialist influence in the
world and teach the “recalcitrant” a lesson.
Washington’s stubborn attempts to gain mili
tary superiority over the socialist world are
most preoccupying.

It is an open secret that every new round of
the arms race is imposed on the Warsaw Treaty
Organization by NATO, and yet militarist quar
ters blame the Soviet Union for a worsening
international situation. • Advocates of “Cold
War fl” distort the peaceful nature of the foreign
policy of the socialist countries, which are
prompted by the peoples’ desire to live in a
climate of cooperation and mutual confidence.

Members of the older generation have gone
through the icy atmosphere of cold war. They
are concerned about the similarity of the cur
rent policy of bellicose monopoly capitalist cir
cles to imperialist policy after World War II.

However, there is also a powerful encourag
ing factor at work. The balance of world forces
has changed radically in favor of peace suppor
ters and social progress. Besides, millions upon
millions of people have satisfied themselves of
the benefits of detente. It has given them a sense
of security and a better life and rid them of the
fear of war. To countries with different social
systems, peaceful coexistence means expand
ing economic, scientific, trade and cultural re
lations and opening frontiers to tourism, which
helps nations know each other’s lives and in
duces them to look on neighbors far and near 
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with trust and goodwill. Also, the disastrous
effects of the arms race and a militarized econ
omy have become more evident. People are
more aware than ever of the apocalyptic conse
quences of a nuclear conflict.

Trade unions played an important part in the
past in easing international tensions. Even be
fore the Helsinki Conference, they came out at
the national level against the policy and prop
aganda of cold war and joined in initiatives
serving detente. And when, at the threshold of
the 80s, imperialism launched a new offensive,
the trade unions which in the climate of detente
had concentrated on defending the immediate
interests of labor and its union rights joined at
once in the campaign against militarism.
Champions of a durable security system in
Europe are becoming more vocal. We hear ever
stronger warnings to the effect that the renun
ciation of the policy of detente injures the work
ing people’s living conditions and is apt to
drag humanity into a nuclear holocaust.

To remove the war menace and curb the arms
race is an urgent necessity. We believe all trade
unions should realize this irrespective of their
policy line or international affiliation. There is
no defending the workers’ fundamental eco
nomic and social rights without defending
peace. The international trade union move
ment has no loftier task than to frustrate the
bellicose ambitions of monopoly capital in
common with other peace forces.

Unquestionably, the struggle against
unemployment and inflation is an important
matter for the trade unions in capitalist coun
tries. However, the problem of problems for
them, too, is to stop the arms race. Our path lies
through a demilitarized economy to extension
of the workers’ social and economic rights and
to a better material and spiritual existence for
them. The trade unions have real possibilities
of following this path.

Unity of the trade union movement is a his
torical imperative today. Only by uniting can
we bring about an improvement in the social
and economic condition of labor and promote
peace. Conversely, discord will enable our
enemies to set the workers on one another and
reduce our militancy in battles with monopoly
capital.

It is, however, possible to achieve the unity of
diverse, often so heterogeneous organizations?
Sadly enough, there are many people even in
trade unions who doubt this. Besides, quite a
few people outside unions offer advice that
foments distrust and drives labor unions to
confrontation. We certainly must not dismiss
so important a matter. But neither must we
speak of only what divides us. It is much more 

useful and promising to ascertain on what we
are agreed.

First and foremost, we must take account of
the effects of the historic change which set in
with the rise of the family of socialist countries
and the emergence on the world scene of doz
ens of countries that had won freedom from
colonial dependence. It provided new oppor
tunities for joint defense of the interests of the
working class and other working people.

At the same time, we must not forget that in
recent decades the trade union movement has
become much more varied both internationally
and nationally. Trade unions today group
people of the most diverse views and convic
tions. They differ in militancy and political
orientation as well as with regard to the nature
of their relations with parties.

The foregoing explains why the inter
national trade union movement is taking no
organized form today and is, indeed, unlikely
to do so in the foreseeable future. Besides, on
joining in political activity, which is inevitable
in present-day conditions, trade unions often
find themselves opposed to one another.

And yet, while contradictions and the resul
tant difficulties are considerable, unity of ac
tion is possible even now. Its prerequisites are
realization of the community of goals arising
from the community of interests, the incorpora
tion of these goals in programs and struggle to
attain them.

Obviously, no unity of views can be sought in
the ideological sphere, for ideology is pre
determined by the interaction of philosophical,
political, social and other factors. What
predominates in this case is probably disunit
ing and not unifying factors. And this means
that it is unadvisable to seek unity of views
among trade unions of different trends on this
or that social system. Such attempts merely
narrow the basis for cooperation on practical
issues.

However, the question arises: Would not
trade union cooperation in that case be reduced
to pointless declarations guaranteeing no
unanimity in estimating the situation, no unity
of program and no joint action? Would it be
anything more than a naive wish?

Our answer is: It would certainly be some
thing more than a wish. We are equal to bring
ing about solid and lasting unity provided it
takes into account the community of interests
of millions of workers and their everyday.and
long-range needs.

Of course, the unity we are championing will
not be “global.” It will not cover all problems
and in some cases, not even most of them. This
kind of cooperation necessitates neither a 
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change of view, nor a renunciation of prin
ciples. Unity is not surrender but joint imple
mentation of what unites organizations of dif
ferent orientations.

The character of the given social system and
the social and economic development levels of
the countries involved have their effect on the
specific goals and forms of trade union activity.
But even so, the experiences gained by indi
vidual unions merge into a common pool of
experience to one degree or another. In spite of
the diversity of conditions in which the unions
are operating and the dissimilarity of their con
crete tasks, there are problems which concern
them all.

Whatever the divergences and contradic
tions, the chief goal of the trade unions is invar
iable. They must defend the interests of each
worker in particular and workers’ collectives in
general. Employment, the distribution system
and income policy are the main spheres in
which unions formulate specific demands day
after day and seek their satisfaction.

The Fourth European Trade Union Con
ference, held in Geneva late in November 1981,
may be an indication of the realistic character of
the trade union movement’s quest for new
paths and of its readiness to engage in united
action. On carefully discussing problems aris
ing from the impact of modern technology on
working conditions and employment, the
delegates, who represented organizations of 27
countries, reached agreement on measures that
should make it possible to use the positive
potential of production rationalization in the
workers’ interests and reduce its negative as
pects to a minimum. The conference de
manded that governments should contribute to
international detente and promptly work out
measures for controlled disarmament.

The conference furthered mutual under
standing among trade unions of different
orientations and demonstrated their common
desire to solve key problems for the workers’
good. The very fact that leaders of national
trade union centers affiliated to both the WFTU
and the International Confederation of Free
Trade Unions attended the conference was an
encouraging sign of the ability of unions to
achieve mutual understanding even against the
background of bitter political confrontation.

The 10th World Trade Union Congress urged
the WFTU and the national trade union move
ments of the socialist countries as well as the
communist-influenced trade unions of
capitalist countries to advance new initiatives
in favor of closer relations with trade unions of
a social-democratic, Christian-democratic or
other orientation so as to bring about coopera

tion. A task of paramount importance is to as
certain common interests making it possible in
spite of ideological, political, personal and
other considerations to take joint steps and ad
vance in one and the same direction, with every
participant in cooperation retaining his identi
ty. We are convinced that there are ample
opportunities for this kind of activity.

Thus, a search could be made for more effec
tive ways of defending trade unions. We mean
struggle against the restriction of their rights in
developed capitalist countries as well as
against their persecution in developing coun
tries and in less developed capitalist countries
oppressed by dictatorial regimes. This struggle
would benefit from realizing the WFTU pro
posal to establish a common international ser
vice supplying information on persecution for
trade union activity and offering relevant legal
advice.

It would be useful to organize support for
persecuted unions, seek the release of active
trade unionists from prison or an easing of their
lot as well as improve the condition of pris
oners’ families in the capitalist world. Such
manifestations of working-class solidarity
could count on the support of all progressives
irrespective of political allegiance, for they
would fit entirely into the framework of defend
ing democratic freedoms and human rights.

There are also many common tasks in regard
to improving occupational safety. It would be a
good idea to exchange information on safety
laws, on methods of providing safety and on
aid from the trade unions of socialist countries
to miners and factory workers who had suffered
an accident. We think it would be advisable to
formulate general safety standards under the
aegis of the International Labor Organization or
at least to help evolve them.

Vast opportunities exist for a more extensive
comparison of notes on labor legislation. It
would help improve the principles of regulat
ing working conditions in capitalist and
socialist countries alike. Among other things, it
would be worthwhile to examine facts relating
to the right to strike existing in the capitalist
world and to its actual exercise. This could
help, in particular, dissipate fairly widespread
illusions. It would also be useful because the
trade unions of some socialist countries have
yet to take an explicit stand on the problem of
strikes.

It is very important to extend cooperation
with various trade unions of a non-Marxist
orientation to anti-war actions. We have said
that this is a field in which joint actions can be
taken on practical issues, with each participant 
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retaining its organizational independence and
its views.

The vital importance of the struggle against
the war menace calls for cooperation on a
broader basis and a higher level. However, it
is essential in each particular case to take
account of realities and possibilities and have
a clear idea of their limits. Contacts are useful
in themselves, since they open up channels
for bringing viewpoints closer together.

There is also scope for joint action on
environmental protection. Effort on this
basis, especially in industrial areas, where
pollution is worst, could provide a platform
for further actions of various kinds.

Everyone knows that all international trade
union centers and certain national centers
contribute to the organization of trade union
movements in developing countries. They
want to acquaint these movements with their
own programs and activities and to win them
over. In view of the danger of setting the vari
ous contingents of the relatively small and
weak working class of these countries against
each other, trade union centers affiliated to
the WFTU and the national centers as
sociated with it should promote unity of trade
union action in newly-free countries and
form united trade unions if possible.

Material aid to children and the starving
population in developing countries offers an
extensive field for action. Many international
and national charity organizations, religious
groups and some governments render such
aid already. It is now the turn of workers’
organizations. By emphasizing humanist
principles, we could win massive support for
this cause and draw trade unions closer to
gether on this basis.

It would be advisable to intensify exchanges
of information on the activity of trade imions
affiliated to the WFTU and organize the
acquisition of such information from unions
belonging to other centers. The media and lec
ture tours could be very helpful.

We should generalize the experience of
trade unions, analyze the workers’ gains and
draw lessons from their struggles. Also, we
should work out principles and methods of
international trade union diplomacy. The
need has arisen to carry out scientific and
political research in our sphere. The WFTU is
willing to make its research facilities avail
able for all these purposes.

In developed capitalist countries and
developing countries as well as, indirectly, in
socialist countries, we come up against the 

problem of counteracting transnationals. It is
becoming necessary to jointly analyze the ef
fects of their growing strength on the working
people. The results of such an analysis would
make it possible to evolve a dynamic program
of defending the interests of labor against the
offensive of international capital.

Effort to bring about unity of action and
cooperation on a wide range of issues is the
main line in the work of WFTU member
unions. In defining our position, we are
prompted by a desire to steadfastly defend
the interests of the working people of all coun
tries. The labor movement cannot stay within
national boundaries. It is international by na
ture and should concern itself with the prob
lems of workers all over the world. This is one
of the important lessons of history.

International working-class solidarity is
one of our most valuable traditions. The
Havana Trade Union Congress, for its part,
launched an appeal to establish extensive rela
tions with the labor organizations of the world.
There are increasing opportunities for this and I
am convinced that joint action is destined to
become a decisive factor in the development of
the trade union movement.

Labor leaders should not quarrel among
themselves,,for this injures the interests of
labor. Let them compete in efficiency and
stop ignoring one another.

Only by building up their unity can the
trade unions of the world meet the challenge
of the 80s, overcome eventual dangers and
use favorable conditions. Being the oldest
and most numerous organizations of the
working people and having gained vast
experience in struggle, they strive to express
and defend their interests. The trade unions
will be equal to the exigencies of life pro
vided they use specific forms of struggle and
combine loyalty to principle with tactical
flexibility and resolute action with reason
able compromise.

I need hardly say that we are not trying to
impose our views on anyone and that this is
not why we seek joint action on a larger scale.
The problems engendered by our epoch can
not be solved unless the trade unions draw
closer together and cooperate inter
nationally. There is no organization now
which could cope with these increasingly
complicated problems by itself. All that trade
unions of different orientations have done
together in the past decade shows that the
common goals and tasks uniting us outweigh
and are more important than the disputed
issues dividing us.
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Old and new ellemente m She
policy of anfo-commyimism
Cesar Perez
CC member, Dominican CP
Carlos Zuniga
CP Chile representative on WMR

The bourgeois mass media have been drum
ming into people’s minds slogans which may
differ in form but which are essentially similar
in meaning: “Rout terrorism!", comes the order
from the citadel of imperialism. “Halt Soviet
intervention!”, echo its satraps. “Totalitarian
ism dominates Nicaragua!”, chimes in the
chorus of reaction. “Join forces to defend the
West!”, is the alarm sounded in the army bar
racks. These slogans are an expression of the
fierce anti-communist campaign which has
been mounted across Latin America. It is a
campaign by means of which the anti
communists are trying to dull the conscious
ness of the masses, to entrench the order exist
ing in our countries and to deny the peoples the
choice of a revolutionary alternative.

There is no doubt that the numerous and
diverse efforts aimed to attain these goals are
directly connected with the successes of the
peoples’ liberation struggle, the change in the
balance of forces in the world arena and the
growing influence exerted on international
development by the socialist community and
also, of course, with the sharpening crisis of the
capitalist system itself. That is why imperial
ism has been desperately trying to rally diverse
states and governments, parties and other so
cial organizations and political leaders on an
anti-communist basis.

The collapse of Carter’s “human rights” pol
icy has forced the U.S. ruling circles to send
anti-communism on another tack, concentrat
ing efforts on support of regimes headed by
men like Pinochet, Duvalier and others of their
stripe, and setting up anti-communism as the
ideological and political basis for an alliance
with the most reactionary and fascist-minded
circles in Latin America. As in the past, at
tempts are being made to adapt anti-commun-
ist policy to the changing conditions and to
reckon with the policy failures of the past. With
that end in view, new postulates are being
combined with old ones, use is equally made of
newly invented and long tested methods, and
“bold” forms of propaganda and violence are 

employed. This mix is designed to clothe anti
communism in new garb and to make it more
effective. The present face of anti-communism
is, in effect, the result of this alchemy.
For U.S. “national security”
There is a need to have concrete knowledge of
anti-communist conceptions, first, in order to
be aware of their goals, and second, to tackle the
tasks posed by the upswing in the people’s
revolutionary struggle.

Chairman of the U.S. Joint Chiefs of Staff
General David C. Jones has declared: “We live
in an age when a coup, a major strike, a terrorist
attack or an on-going war between two neigh
boring countries can cause, more than ever be
fore in the past, worldwide consequences
affecting our national well-being and security.
We need to have a broad strategic outlook that
would put regional problems into a global
framework.”1 U.S. Secretary of State Alexander
Haig and Secretary of Defense Casper Wein
berger have made even-more explicit state
ments. Their numerous statements show the
precise point of the “U.S. national security
problem” on which the main ideological and
political emphasis is now being made.

Up until the end of the 1950s, Washington’s
aggressive military-political doctrine spear
headed against the socialist world, was based
on the strategic “massive retaliation” concept.
As a result of the crisis of imperialist domina
tion, one of whose manifestations was the vic
tory of the Cuban revolution, the basic proposi
tions of the U.S. national security doctrine were
revised and replaced with the “flexible res
ponse” concept. In Latin America, this doctrine
gave preference to the need to prepare and im
prove repressive government agencies for fight
ing patriotic and revolutionary forces. These
forces were designated as the “internal enemy”
and the source and vehicle of “subversive ac
tivity.” According to President Kennedy, “sub
versive activity is a different type of war, one
that is new in strength but old in origin: guer
rilla warfare ... We shall have to use a new 
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strategy, other armed forces, and this will re
quire new forms for their preparation and train
ing.”2 In the 1960s and 1970s, imperialism
concentrated its efforts precisely along this line
in the military, political and ideological
spheres.

Now, as General Jones insists, crucial im
portance is attached to the global aspects of the
“national security” doctrine. The main em
phasis is on the geo-political definition of the
world which is divided into two opposed mili
tary-political blocs. Any socio-political event
in any country of the world whatsoever is
evaluated and declared to be a component part
of a war allegedly being carried on in the Soviet
Union’s “hegemonistic interests.” Let us note
that there is no contradiction between the “in
ternal enemy” concept and the geo-political
definition of the world. On the contrary, being
two sides of one and the same coin, they are
closely bound up with each other, and consti
tute an organic part of the said doctrine, whose
realization has become the definitive line in the
whole activity of the U.S. authorities.

But whereas in the past anti-communism
was intent on fighting “subversive activity” as
its main objective, today it tries, without in any
way abandoning that struggle and even inten
sifying it, to explain any shift in the world as
resulting from a clash between the so-called
blocs. This is clearly reflected in a document
prepared by the State Department and made
known to the Latin American governments
through the U.S. embassies. It says: “Cuba’s
policy is determined by its relations with the
Soviet Union. By its interference which pro
motes armed struggle in Latin America, Cuba
adds to local conflicts the dimensions of the
situation which has taken shape between East
and West.”3

There is, of course, more to it than armed
struggle. Every popular movement, every revo
lutionary, anti-imperialist or democratic action
is now instantly declared to be a component
element of “extra-continental aggression” on
the part of the USSR or is condemned as an act
helping to promote "Soviet pretensions.”

Diverse means are used to vindicate the
anti-communist policy. Here is only one exam
ple which was reported in a conversation with
the leaders of the People’s Vanguard Party of
Costa Rica by the journalist G. Neuberger, who
has exposed in that country 36 CIA agents, and
altogether nearly 200 U.S. spies in Central
America and the Caribbean. According to Neu
berger, these agents concentrated their efforts
on “inducing public opinion to believe that
Central America has become the objective of a
sinister plan to establish Soviet-Cuban domina

tion which has already allegedly led to the
establishment of a bridgehead in Nicaragua
and is now aimed to take over El Salvador.”4

The recipe worked out by Washington's
"think tanks” for fighting the patriotic and
democratic movement in Latin America is a
simple one: concentrate all attention on anti-
Sovietism and make it central to anti-commun
ist activity. Despite the obvious limitations of
this kind of policy, especially in present-day
conditions, its consequences should not be
underestimated.

Since the emergence of the world’s first
socialist state, world reaction has been trying
hard to spread anti-Soviet myths and prej
udices. Anti-Sovietism is being used to deny
real and deeply rooted causes which make our
peoples fight for genuine independence. The
charges of “outside intervention” are designed
to camouflage the fact that these real causes of
the struggle for social change and progress are
rooted in the ruthless imperialist exploitation,
the lack of political liberties and repression by
the ruling classes. The imperialists are trying to
scare the fighters for democracy with the pros
pect that a victory for the revolution would
allegedly amount to the first step of involve
ment in a “Soviet sphere of influence.” All of
this is meant to distort the Soviet Union’s role
in the international arena and to smear not only
its tremendous efforts to safeguard peace from a
nuclear catastrophe, but also the steadfast stand
taken by the socialist community in support of
the peoples’ right to self-determination and
solidarity with the liberation struggle.
Enshrined as state policy
The elevation of anti-communism to the rank of
state policy is one of the means used by
imperialism and the oligarchy in their efforts to
consolidate their power in Latin American
countries. That is precisely what some
fascist-minded dictatorships on our continent
have done. Anti-communism has been the key
ideological and political factor which deter
mined their installation in power and their con
tinued rule. These dictatorships have framed
and enacted constitutional norms proclaiming
communism to be the arch-enemy. In these
conditions, the whole activity of the state is
geared to “eradicating the Marxist tumor.” All
the resources of the state, its whole potential
and instruments of influence, primarily the
official and secret repressive apparatus, the
army, the mass media, the education system,
juridical institutions, diplomatic departments,
and so on, are thrown into the fight against
communism.

Imperialist propaganda is virtually saturated 
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with attacks against the communists and the
Soviet Union and with fraudulent reports, arti
cles and commentaries. The communists are
prevented from holding office in government
agencies and they are fired from private enter
prises. Children and young people are being
subjected to systematic ideological brain-wash
ing so as to prevent future generations from
being "infected with communism." Official
methods of instruction at schools and colleges
in some countries distort history in every pos
sible way, while fascist-type books and pam
phlets are allowed to circulate, and Hitler’s
Mein Kampf is once again on sale here and
there. The “national security” doctrine is an
obligatory subject in colleges and univer
sities, and “pro-communist attitudes” are
even fished out from folklore and folk culture.

The dictatorships which seek to present
themselves as “modern and technocratic” are
also doing their bit in fighting communism.
This is being done along two lines. On the one
hand, referring to the defective practices of cor
rupt bourgeois parties heading governments in
some countries and simultaneously attacking
experiments of mass participation in running
the state, they reject bourgeois democracy as
such, extolling in its place an “authoritarian”
or “limited democracy” which is aimed against
those who pose a threat to the powers that be,
i.e., primarily against the working class and the
communists.

On the other hand, the most refined
ideologists of reaction argue that Marxism-
Leninism is “obsolete.” For instance, the re
ports, lectures and conferences arranged for
army officers, members of management in in
dustry and university rectors are designed to
convince audiences that Marx had failed in his
“predictions” and that Lenin’s doctrine is “in
sidious.” In accordance with such assertions,
the crisis of the world capitalist system, the
successes and strengthening of socialism, and
the unbridled arms race started by the military
industrial complex of imperialism allegedly re
fute the uniformities of social development
discovered by Marxism. As for Leninism, at
tempts are now being made not only to pit
Lenin against Marx, but also to prove that Len
in’s revolutionary methods used by the
communists are “sinister.” Consequently, in
timidation continues to be the anti-commun
ists’ main weapon.

Similar tendencies and the political trends
expressing them are in evidence even in Latin
American countries with bourgeois democratic
regimes. Reaction keeps plugging the idea that
the "communists are alien to the social
environment of our continent and the interests 

of its peoples.” Progressive organizations and
democratic-minded leaders are accused of
being communists. The drumming in of this
idea and its conversion into a stereotype now
and again yields some results. Thus, the Col
ombian CP said, the introduction and broad
application in the country of the “security
status,” the local offspring of the U.S. “national
security" doctrine, were due precisely to such
causes. A Colombian CP document says: “This
does not imply any new circumstances calling
for a response to an actually emergent short
term situation, but the maintenance by legisla
tive means of an atmosphere of constant war
againt left-wing parties and organizations.”5

Even when dictatorships with anti-commun
ism as state policy mount electoral farces, they
merely provide evidence that their policy re
mains unchanged. It is perfectly obvious that a
change in names at the helm in countries run by
such dictatorships does nothing to alter the
basic orientation of their anti-communist line.

Thus, in connection with the forthcoming
electoral farce in Guatemala in March 1982, the
Party of Labor emphasized: "Virtually all the
main reactionary programs coincided in their
urge to ‘save Guatemala from communism,' i.e.,
to preserve a regime of domination, exploit
ation and injustice under which we continue to
live. They differed in nuances: some accen
tuated demagogic measures in the economic
and social sphere, and others, criminal repres
sive activity by the fascistized state apparatus.
This process as a whole is being put through
within the framework of the overall counter
revolutionary line of imperialism.”6

It is true that for the bourgeoisie, bourgeois
democracy continues to be a more reliable
means than a fascist or fascist-type dictatorship
in realizing its class domination in some of the
countries on our continent, and that is why it
has retained its importance. But it is equally
evident that the viability of such democracy is
limited, and that in some cases it even poses a
threat to the capitalist system. The events
which occurred in Chile with the installation of
Popular Unity in power; the successes of the
Broad Front in Uruguay, which may not have
won power in 1973, but did constitute the main
political force in the country; the victory of the
revolutionary and democratic forces in Bolivia
in the 1980 elections — all of this served as a
warning to imperialist circles. Reaction drew
this conclusion: if legality hits at the interests of
capital, let us put an end to it. And that is
precisely how it began to act.

Trampling on bourgeois democracy, the dic
tatorial regimes seek to maintain power with
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out any changes in the form of state administra
tion and to prevent the use of bourgeois-dem
ocratic institutions for the people’s interests. In
this way, some strata of the bourgeoisie aban
don their own rules of the game.

It goes without saying that despite the
difficulties and temporary reverses in our
struggle, anti-communism does not in any
sense testify to the strength of the counter-revo
lution but, on the contrary, provides evidence
of its weakness. On the Latin American conti
nent, there is an ever wider spread of the ideas
of Marxism-Leninism and a strengthening of
the mass movement for changing the existing
social system and for truly just living condi
tions for the working people. Ever broader
strata of the population are beginning to con
nect the nature of the necessary changes and
ways of putting them through with the doctrine
of scientific socialism. This is a reflection of the
main trend of development. Revolutionary-
minded Christians, democrats and intellectuals
share many of our positions, and this opens up
fresh opportunities for mutual understanding
and unity.

In the past, religion was one of the main
ideological bases of anti-communism in Latin
America, and because 85 per cent of the in
habitants of our continent were religious, anti
communism managed to attain its goals. But
after the Second Vatican Council and due to the
process of “renewal” which began shortly
thereafter, the atmosphere within Catholicism
has markedly changed. The Church no longer
pins its hopes on the “pillars” of anti-commun-
ism to the extent it did in the past. Millions of
believers have joined the communists in action
against imperialism. There is an ever more
ideologically active dialogue between Christ
ians and Marxists in search of joint positions in
the anti-imperialist struggle. That is a
phenomenon which is characteristic for Chile,
El Salvador, Brazil and some other countries,
and which was most pronounced in the course
of the Sandinista Revolution in Nicaragua.

One could say, therefore, that the potential
ities of imperialism in standing up for its in
terests on the continent have been narrowed
down. That is why the Reagan administration
has been using all the available economic,
diplomatic and military means to involve Latin
American states in its efforts to fan anti
communist and anti-Soviet hysteria. But for all
that, Washington has far from achieved nor is it
likely to achieve unanimity of views and ac
tions in the region. For a long time now, far
from everyone in Latin America is responsive
to the influence of anti-communist hysteria.

Catering for reactionary violence
As in other parts of the world, which still re
main dependent on imperialism, the
bourgeoisie which continues to rule most of the
countries of our continent has stepped up its
repression against the peoples. The scale of
terrorism is growing and the methods are being
constantly improved, and this repression now
and again develops into sanguinary and devas
tating wars. The acts of violence are numerous
and they are condemned in the most diverse
strata of the society. Massacres, treacherous
killings, abductions and disappearance of
people without trace, physical and mental tor
ture, incarcerations and exile — such is the
day-to-day reality on the continent. The UN
General Assembly has repeatedly issued con
demnations of this barbarism.

Since its origination, anti-communism has
always allowed something of a free hand to its
votaries, giving them the “right” to commitany
crime against the representatives of the popular
forces, notably against the communists and all
revolutionaries and democrats. Modifying
their arguments and adapting them to the con
crete conditions of the class struggle and their
own requirements, Latin American reaction
aries have always used anti-communism as a
cover for their repressive policies. The material
and technical equipment of the punitive agen
cies, especially the armed forces, is being
sharply intensified for the purpose of expand
ing these policies. Their personnel are sub
jected to intense anti-communist treatment. A
paramilitary fascist apparatus is being built up
and consolidated for the purpose of wiping out
communists and all other consistent
democrats.

The Argentinian Anti-Communist Alliance
and the Death Squad in Brazil, the Avengers of
the Martyrs Squad in Chile, the MAS (“Death to
the Abductors”) which has taken over from the
“Black Hand” in Colombia, etc., are notorious
on the continent. Far from hampering the activ
ity of such outfits, the dictatorships and some
bourgeois-democratic governments maintain
contacts with them, give them patronage and
inspiration in their fight against communism.
In Bolivia, for instance, there is a kind of sym
biosis between the government security organs
and the military intelligence service with local
fascist bands, criminals and powerful clans of
drug traders. Well-known nazis provide ser
vices as “consultants.” These groups were used
as a shock-force in the 1980 military coup and
have continued their operations to this day.

U.S. imperialism is supporting army intelli
gence services and outfits for combating “sub
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versive activity" on the scale of the continent as
a whole. This will be seen, in particular, from
the decisions of the 14th Conference of OAS
armed forces commanders. With Reagan’s in
stallation in power, the fight against the so-call
ed Soviet-Cuban international terrorism has
been set up as a political axiom. The result is a
close interlacing of the policy of anti-commun-
ism and anti-Sovietism, on the one hand, with
brutal anti-popular repression, on the other.
Anti-communist “arguments" are used to
whip up terrorism and those who carry it out
fabricate such “arguments” in great number.

One has to ask this question: what is the
reason for the emergence of the idea of
“Soviet-Cuban terrorism” in Latin America?
What was it that induced the imperialist prop
aganda machine to fabricate this myth?

Following the victory of the Sandinista Revo
lution in Nicaragua, many other peoples on the
continent took the path of armed struggle for
their liberation. They are left with no other
alternative by the dictatorial regimes. In the
ensuing situation, it is important for the
imperialists to accuse the Soviet Union and
Cuba of interference in the internal affairs of
other countries and to pin on them the “respon
sibility” for the violence which arises in the
course of the class struggle. By clutching at the
term of “terrorism” the imperialist circles are
trying to equate the just armed struggle being
carried on by the Farabundo Marti National
Liberation Front in El Salvador and the terror
istic acts being perpetrated by Italian “Red
Brigades” or to equate military operations by
Guatemalan guerrillas and the barbaric
dynamiting of a synagogue in France. In this
way the anti-communists are trying to kill the
class content of terrorism. By labeling revo
lutionaries as “terrorists” they are trying to
cover up and legalize reactionary violence.
Against unity
Unity is the key to success for the revolutionary
and democratic forces. In view of the inter
nationalization of the class struggle, this for
mula — as the Sandinista victory in Nicaragua
once again confirmed — is acquiring universal
significance. The masses in many countries
seek to learn the lessons of the Nicaraguan ex
perience. Imperialism, for its part, also tries to
learn some lessons, making extensive use of
anti-communism and anti-Sovietism as
instruments of division, in its efforts to separate
from each other various trends working for so
cial change. The imperialists resort to this tactic
also in order to hamper or prevent the
development of victorious revolutions. Tomas
Borge, Nicaragua’s Minister of the Interior, re

ferring to the Santa Fe document7 drawn up by
a group of U.S. presidential advisers, says: "Mil
itary support for reactionary governments is
combined with ideological escalation based on
anti-communism and subversion in the sphere
of ideas.” Anti-communist campaigns, he said,
“are carried on for the purpose of diverting us
from the solution of urgent problems.”8

It is important at this point to indicate a
phenomenon which frequently makes itself felt
in the countries of the continent. Democratic
circles which are subjected to repression under
the banner of anti-communism may neverthe
less themselves frequently adhere to this
reactionary ideology. Now and again, even
some representatives of revolutionary forces
take an anti-communist and anti-Soviet stand.
This phenomenon could be regarded as para
doxical if it were not tragic. It is one of the most
serious obstacles making our struggle more
difficult and hampering the attainment of vic
tory. Not only is it a point of whether that
section of the revolutionaries among whom
anti-communist prejudices remain have differ
ences with the communists. Such differences
are quite possible and even inevitable. There is
no doubt that the anti-communist attitudes of
some revolutionary groups’ among whom
there are many people prepared to sacrifice
their lives for the ideals of the struggle against
imperialism, are in some cases caused by
sectarianism. It still has to be expelled from the
daily practice of political struggle.

Instructive in this context is the conclusion
drawn by the Meeting of Communist Parties of
Latin America and the Caribbean (Havana,
1975). Its final declaration emphasized that it is
a different matter altogether to be non
communist and to be anti-communist. The
stands taken by these groups are largely due to
causes which spring from the class origins of
their individual representatives and the in
fluence of anti-communist propaganda.

How are these class factors manifested? What
is their interaction with anti-communism? The
answers to these questions are highly im
portant, because the victory of the revolution
largely depends on the consolidation of unity
between the communists and other revolution
ary forces. To provide answers, there is, of
course, a need for precise knowledge in each
concrete situation. But let us try, however gen
erally, to consider some of the aspects of this
question.

Democratic circles in the countries of the
continent undoubtedly include parties and
organizations which are bourgeois by nature,
but which do not belong to ruling blocs, which
do not accept terroristic methods of domination 
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and carry on a struggle against them. Of course,
such a struggle is essentially aimed only at
modifying the forms of the bourgeoisie’s state
administration and does not cast doubt on that
power itself. It is not surprising that, while
exposing and resisting dictatorial regimes,
these parties and organizations actively take
part in anti-communist ideological campaigns.
Their class affiliation determines the limited
nature of the changes which they demand. But
among such political organizations there are
groups and individual progressive members
who, while actively exposing the ills of the
capitalist system and making anti-war de
mands, take the road of joint action with the
communists, while not entirely abandoning
their anti-communist views. That, too, is a man
ifestation of the success of the ideas of scientific
socialism on the continent.

As for the revolutionary-democratic forces in
Latin America, their attitude to anti-commun
ism is a more complicated phenomenon. They
take an open stand against capitalism in virtue
of their petty-bourgeois origins, their social
status and their experience, while trying to find
some intermediate solution for the basic
contradiction of our epoch, by constructing
theories for the establishment of “democratic
socialism.”

Many of these trends (movements or parties)
are not moving away from Marxist-Leninist
views, but toward them. In their theoretical and
practical activity, they frequently switch from
bourgeois ideological conceptions to scientific
positions. But this process is not consistent and
may be hampered by various factors, not least
importantly by the propaganda of the
bourgeois mass media. Unfortunately, it does
manage now and again to score by exerting an
influence on the more primitive sides of human
mentality rather than on consciousness.

The spread of stereotypes and prejudices
amplified over and over again by various chan
nels and combined with downright initimida-
tion of the masses — such is the arsenal of
anti-communist methods in Latin America. It is
not surprising, for instance, to hear statements
about the need to combat this or that terroristic
dictatorship while seeking to avoid the
establishment of some “red dictatorial regime.”
Such prejudices and stereotypes are merged
into the pursuit of a single goal: they are de
signed outrageously to equate fascist regimes
and methods, such as those used in Uruguay
and Chile, and the system and modes of
government under socialism.

Speaking of anti-semitism, Einstein once as
serted that it was much easier to split the atom
than to outlive prejudice. In this way he em

phasized the difficulties of eradicating the sur
vivals of old ideas in the minds of people. Many
democrats and revolutionaries in our countries
are confronted with similar difficulties. Anti
communism, based on prejudice and stereo
type, also addresses itself to the minds of those
who seek answers to the most diverse questions
of national and international social life.

The situation in the world today hampers
even a temporary flourishing of apologetic
concepts of imperialism, like the theory of
“convergence” or the "post-industrial society.”
The difficulties now facing capitalism are
much too great. Also of the utmost importance
is the fact that over the past 20 years there has
been an immense spread of true ideas about
existing socialism throughout Latin America.
The new Cuba stands as a shining example for
the peoples of the continent.

To counter this, the ideologists of anti
communism seek in every way to undermine
the authority of the Soviet Union and other
socialist countries. That is why the struggle
against anti-communist stereotypes and prej
udices is becoming one of the main tasks of the
revolutionary forces of the continent.

We have been unable, of course, to consider
in one article all the aspects of anti-commun
ism in Latin America today. We have left out,
for instance, the essential matter of the specific
conditions for its spread in the armed forces
and in the organized working class and trade
union movement. Nor have we dealt with many
of the immediate problems of the struggle
against anti-communism and anti-Sovietism.

Our purpose has been above all to show that
anti-communism is not the main trend on our
continent. The growing anti-imperialist mood
is helping the masses to find out from their own
experience who their friends and who their
enemies are. Everywhere there is more vigor
ous joint action by the most diverse strata of the
society against imperialism, and the circle of
forces they involve is not contracting but ex
panding. All of this helps to bring about the
failure of the anti-communist policy.

Nevertheless it is not right to underestimate
particularly now — as never before — the im
portance of the struggle against anti-commun
ism and the need to expose its forms and
methods.

1. "Le Monde diplomatique”, in Spanish, September
1981, p. 19.

2. Quoted in: S. Rojas, "Reflexionessobre laDoctrinade
la Seguridad Nacional en Chile,” Araucaria de Chile, No.
9, 1980, p. 48.

3. Quoted in: Que Pasa, January 7-13, 1982, p. 22.
4. Libertad, November 13-19, 1981.
5. Documentos Politicos, January-February 1979, p. 13.
6. Verdad, September 1981.
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9. We do not mean, of course, the Maoists and the

Trotskyists, who have converted anti-communism into the
pivot of tlie whole of their activity, which is why they are
increasingly losing their influence on the continent.

A program for radical! change

N.K. Krishnan
Secretary, National Council,
Communist Party of India

The 12th congress of the Communist Party of
India, held at Varanasi (State of Uttar Pradesh)
last spring, was a significant landmark in the
history of the communist movement and the
whole liberation movement in our country. The
party arrived at its highest forum firmly united
politically and organizationally and enjoying
considerable influence and prestige among the
masses. This found reflection in the debate on
the main documents submitted to the congress,
their unanimous approval and the equally
unanimous election of the leading party bodies.

For several days, over 1,500 delegates repre
senting nearly half a million party members
were busy summing up the results of the party’s
activity since the previous congress (Bhatinda,
1978) and analyzing the situation at home and
abroad. The presence of delegations from 37
fraternal parties and national liberation move
ments was a source of inspiration and pride to
all of us. Over 40 fraternal parties that could not
attend our congress sent us messages of greet
ings and solidarity.

Congress documents and speeches pointed
out that national and international develop
ments and the vast experience of political
struggles and mass movements in which the
CPI invariably played a prominent role had
fully confirmed the correctness of the line
adopted by the party four years earlier. The
12th congress defined the tactics and main
lines of struggle for the period ahead, elabor
ated and concretized the Bhatinda line of unit
ing the left and democratic forces and charted
the ways of winning mass support for a left and
democratic national alternative to bourgeois
power.

Prominent in the congress deliberations
were international problems — the fight for
peace, against the threat of a nuclear disaster
arising from the conspiracies of warmongers
headed by the U.S. imperialists. These forces 

have launched a reckless war drive; they attack
detente and are out to step up military and
political confrontation with the socialist com
munity, the newly-free countries of Asia, Africa
and Latin America and national liberation
movements. “The central issue of the present
international situation," says the Political
Resolution of the congress, “has become the
issue of peace or war and how to avert a ther
monuclear war.”1

U.S. imperialism with its militarist insanity
has a direct helper and accomplice in the pres
ent Chinese leadership. The aggressively ex
pansionist tendencies of Washington and Pe
king, which are in collusion, endanger all
peoples. They also pose a serious threat to In
dia. The United States and China are jointly
arming Pakistan, whose nuclear ambitions they
support, and setting up bases on its territory.
The Chinese military is establishing itself with
growing confidence in the part of Kashmir oc
cupied by troops of Zia-ul-Haq, the Pakistani
dictator. The rapid military build-up in the In
dian Ocean and the pro-imperialist stance of
the current regime of Bangladesh indicate that
India is being virtually encircled. Preparations
are under way to strike our country from with
in. Washington, Peking and Islamabad encour
age and support separatist forces in the north
east and northwest of India that are trying to
undermine our national unity and territorial
integrity.

A sober analysis of the situation on the South
Asian subcontinent and in the world, led the
congress to the conclusion that a task of the first
importance today is to mobilize the masses
against the danger of a nuclear catastrophe and
the policy of stepping up tensions, military
provocations and threats that the U.S. imperial
ists and their allies are pursuing, and to stead
fastly expose the great-power, hegemonist
ambitions of the Peking neo-Maoists.
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Noting that the Indira Gandhi government is
committed to a policy of peace, nonalignment
and anti-colonialism and is following what is
basically a positive line, the congress called for
tire broadest possible unity of all anti-imperial
ist patriotic forces behind this nationally ac
cepted policy. The communists defend it
against reactionary, pro-imperialist forces but
criticize it when the government shows vacilla
tion or inconsistency. This inconsistency ex
presses itself in statements about India being
“equidistant” from the United States and the
Soviet Union and allegations about “conflict
and rivalry between the superpowers” being
the source of the current worsening of the
international situation.

Speakers at the congress pointed out that the
policy of promoting bonds of friendship and
cooperation with the Soviet Union and other
socialist countries fully meets India’s national
interests. It is also in the interest of world peace.
The realization of Soviet proposals, primarily
the far-reaching and realistic Peace Program
adopted by the 26th CPSU congress, as well as
subsequent initiatives put forward by the
Soviet government and by Leonid Brezhnev
personally, would play a highly important part
in defending and strengthening peace. To give
their resolute support to these proposals and
initiatives is a prime task of the peace forces of
our country and a direct duty of their most
purposeful and active contingent, the
communists.

The eventful four years that have passed
since the 11th CPI congress may be divided into
two periods: the period before the fall of the
Janata Party government (1979) and the period
after the elections for the Lower Chamber of
parliament (1980) and the accession of the In
dian National Congress led by Indira Gandhi
(INC [I]) to power. In spite of this transition,
however, the country’s deep social, economic
and political crisis has been going from bad to
worse throughout these past years.

A halting and meager increase in production,
a decline in the gross domestic product per
head and inflationary spurts in prices are only
some of the more salient aspects of the
economic situation. The real earnings of the
workers and other employees are falling off
despite some increase in dearness allowances
won as a result of bitter struggles. The agrarian
reforms have virtually been suspended. A price
spread increased by inflationary pressure has a
most negative impact on the plight of the peas
ants and agricultural workers, who are ruth
lessly exploited by monopolies as it is. Prices of
agricultural products, in comparison with
manufactured goods, declined by 4.4 per cent 

in 1978-1979, 14.4 per cent in 1979-1980 and
22.2 per cent in 1980-1981. The number of
registered unemployed nearly doubled be
tween December 1976 and October 1981, rising
from 9.7 to 17.5 million.

The sixth five-year plan is in a total mess due
to run-away inflation. Hence the “pruning” of
the state-controlled “core sector.” Even this
sector has now been opened up to imperialist
monopolies and transnationals.

The new industrial policy announced by the
INC(I) government in July 1980 formalized the
beginning of a reversal of the nationally ac
cepted policy of self-sufficiency, with reliance
on the state sector controlling the commanding
heights in the national economy. The new pol
icy reduced the role of this sector to laying the
groundwork for an infrastructure. Then came
steps toward an “export-oriented economy”
and “import liberalization” which further
undermine self-reliance and the state sector
and aggravate the crisis.

To meet the heavy deficit in budgets, re
course is had to undue currency expansion,
which gives rise to further inflation. And to
remedy an adverse balance of trade, the
government takes large loans from the IMF and
other imperialist financial institutions. Granted
on stringent terms that have been even more
stringent since the Reagan administration came
to power, these loans seriously undermine the
economic independence of our country.

Economic relations with socialist countries
have an entirely different trend. An important
positive aspect of the government’s activity is
the significant expansion of scientific, techno
logical and economic cooperation with the
Soviet Union and other countries of the social
ist community. By helping our country to resist
the pressure of imperialist monopolies and
transnationals, this cooperation helps to build
an independent national economy.

The party’s socio-economic guidelines set
out in the 24-point Action Program adopted by
the congress include the demand that the
economy be developed on an independent plan
basis. This implies a dominant position for the
state sector and the promotion of economic
relations and trade with socialist countries and
newly-free states. The CPI advocates the
nationalization of foreign and domestic
monopoly capital, a revision of all agreements
on cooperation with transnationals and curbs
on the transfer of their profits to other countries.
We consider that the state should take over all
foreign trade operations as well as wholesale
trade in foodgrains and essential consumer
goods, whose sale should be put under the
supervision of popular committees. The pro
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gram envisages certain other measures in
tended to ease the plight of the working people
in urban and rural India, protect them to some
extent from the destructive effects of the crisis
that has gripped the country and help to im
prove the working and living conditions of the
masses.

Recent developments have on the whole con
firmed the correctness of the following estima
tion made at Bhatinda four years ago: . The
crisis of the capitalist path of development pur
sued by the ruling class since Indian indepen
dence has sharpened and developed into a
crisis of bourgeois class politics, a crisis of
bourgeois class rule.” As a consequence, the
domestic situation is becoming more and more
complicated and dangerous.

After two years in power, the political influ
ence of the INC(I) is visibly on the decline. The
deep internal crisis of the party is coming out
more and more, both at the center and in the
states, manifesting itself in various forms, such
as rampant corruption and sharp factional
struggles. This tends to paralyze the ad
ministrative apparatus, undermine public
order and create a situation of virtual lawless
ness. Dacoities, daylight robberies, molesting
of women and atrocities against the Harijans2
are becoming a common occurrence. To put
down discontent and mass resistance, the
authorities ever more often resort to repression
and attacks on democratic and trade union
rights. The trend toward an authoritarian re
gime is growing.

At the same time, bourgeois opposition par
ties and groups are undergoing further splits
and further disarray. Having tied their fortunes
to the bankrupt capitalist path, they cannot
offer a policy differing essentially from the cur
rent policy of the ruling party and this is creat
ing a dangerous political void.

Against this background, the bourgeois op
position parties are once again making serious
efforts to put up another bourgeois alternative
to INC(I) rule on the Janata Party pattern of
1977. The role of shock troop is going to be
assigned to the Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP), the
political wing of the paramilitary Rashtriya
Swayamsewak Sangh (RSSJ organization.

The BJP is rabidly Hindu, chauvinist, pro
imperialist, pro-monopoly, pro-feudal and
anti-communist. The hard core of its cadre is
made up of RSS fanatics. It is operating all over
the country and is particularly strong in some
areas of the Hindi-speaking states. It is now
spreading to non-Hindi-speaking areas. In this
way reaction wants to fill the void created by
the declining influence of the INC(IJ and to
counter the growing influence of the left.

A bourgeois alternative headed by a right
reactionary party like the BJP would have direct
consequences for the country. The 12th con
gress laid special emphasis on the need for an
ideological and political struggle in two direc
tions simultaneously. First, against the retro
grade internal policy of the INC(I) government,
which tries to appease the monopolies and
other vested interests and hits the interests of
the working class and other working people.
Second, against the BJP and other reactionary
chauvinist and separatist forces, which are be
coming more active in different parts of the
country as they try to exploit growing mass
discontent. The only way to stop the anti
democratic, anti-popular activity of the
authorities, defend the working people’s inter
ests and defeat the plans of right reactionaries
aspiring to power is by joint effort, by launch
ing a militant mass movement.

The crisis of the capitalist path and capitalist
policy has gone so deep that no bourgeois party
is in a position to lead the country out of it, any
more than to safeguard the country against
authoritarianism. We are deeply convinced
that this can only be brought about by imple
menting the left and democratic alternative
whose concept was worked out by the Bhatinda
Congress.3

The 12th CPI congress focused attention on
this issue not only because the burning prob
lems of the people cannot be solved without
radical socio-economic transformations mark
ing a transition to a consistently anti-imperial
ist, anti-monopoly and anti-feudal path of
development, but also because the urgency and
possibility of these transformations stand out
against the background of impending events.
The coming period will be stormy, rich in sharp
political and class struggles and characterized
by swift realignments and possibly by sharp
twists and turns in the political situation.

Concretizing the task of evolving a left and
democratic alternative in the context of the
growing instability of bourgeois power, the
congress pointed out the primary importance
of strengthening and deepening left unity.
“Without a strong and united left,” the Political
Resolution says, “a left and democratic alterna
tive cannot emerge in our country.”4

The CPI is of the opinion that while agree
ments with bourgeois parties or sections of
them on some occasions and on specific issues
are possible, they are bound to be of a limited
and temporary nature. They cannot minimize
the crucial importance of left unity. For demo
cratic sections of the bourgeois parties to accep
joint action with the left, the left itself must e
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strong enough and possess the ability to inspire
confidence in success.

The emergence of the left and democratic
alternative will probably take place differently
in different states depending on the given situa
tion. But an indispensable condition in all of
them is the strengthening of left unity, which
means, above all, joint action by the CPI and the
parallel communist party (Marxist) — CPI(M)
on a new and higher level. Considerable head
way has been made over the past period in this
direction. This was made possible by the per
spective of left and democratic unity, with em
phasis on unity of the communist movement,
which the Bhatinda Congress called for. Closer
relations between our two parties and the fur
ther elimination of differences between them
were also facilitated by shifts in the CPI(M)
policy on several questions, such as the recog
nition of the need to defend and strengthen
Indo-Soviet ties of friendship, and the CPI(M)’s
critical re-evaluation — if partial, qualified and
sometimes self-contradictory — of its attitude
to the policies of the Chinese leadership.

However, the present situation demands
much stronger and closer unity of thought and
action, unity at the political, programmatic
level, which necessitates patient and sustained
effort in the political and ideological spheres.
This could pave the way for the communist
movement in our country to reunite at long last
on the basis of Marxism-Leninism. We are for
reunification on this principle.

Speakers at the 12th congress stressed time
and again that to strengthen left unity and
evolve a left and democratic alternative, it is
indispensable to strengthen our party and mass
democratic organizations and to build them up
as dynamic weapons so as to enable the CPI and
its supporters to take timely and effective initia
tives on issues concerning our country and our
people. Never before has the independent role
which our party and mass organizations must
play in the mobilization of the popular move
ment and in the ongoing political struggles
been of as decisive importance as today. This is
why communists stressed the need to concen
trate on increasing the party’s influence and
extending its political base among the working
class, agricultural workers, the rural poor, the
Harijans, weaker minorities, the students,
youth and women. There are favorable condi
tions for this now.

The Organization Report approved by the
congress criticizes the weaknesses and short
comings hampering the further growth of our
party and mass organizations. It urges the party
to fight without compromise against alien class
habits, strengthen Leninist standards and 

forms of party life, improve the functioning of
branches and exercise unrelenting control over
the training and promotion of young cadre
members. It is necessary to improve party work
at the grass roots and see to it that communists
steadily raise their political standard.

Loyalty to the principles of Marxism-Lenin
ism and proletarian internationalism is an in
exhaustible source of strength for the party. The
CPI, it was said at the congress, resolutely com
bats Maoism and other alien trends and beats
off all slanderous attacks on the Soviet Union
and other countries of existing socialism. It
spares no effort in strengthening the world
communist movement from positions of
principle.

The decisions of the 12th CPI congress will
serve the party as a dependable guide in the
stormy period ahead. An assurance of the suc
cessful implementation of the party line is the
solid ideological and political unity of our
ranks, the continuous strengthening of ties
with the working class and other working
people, and creative application of Marxism-
Leninism in Indian conditions.

1. Political Resolution. Adopted by 12th Congress of
CPI, Adhikari Nagar, Varanasi, March 22-28, 1982. New
Delhi, 1982, p. 3.

2. Members of the lower castes.
3. C. Rajeshwara Rao, “An Important Landmark,”

WMR, July 1978. — Ed.
4. “Political Resolution,” p. 24.
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Fundamental! aspects off
press management
Otto Cmolik
CPCz Central Committee alternate member,
department head at the CPCz Central Committee

The importance of the mass media is particu
larly great under socialism. They hold a central
place in the system of ideological education,
serving as the spokesman of and helping to
mold public opinion, contributing to studying
the people’s sentiments, and constituting an
element of society’s spiritual culture and, at the
same time, an informal channel of administra
tion. The significance of the press, radio, and
television is steadily growing at the present
stage of socialist construction in Czecho
slovakia, a stage characterized by a further en
hancement of the party's leading and guiding
role.

The Czechoslovak press fulfils its social func
tions in a sharp struggle with imperialist cen
ters of ideological subversion operating abroad
and endeavoring to undermine confidence in
the CPCz policies, in socialism, and in the
socialist mass media. Unable to refute that there
is ideological and political unity in our press,
bourgeois propaganda alleges that this unity
stems from “communist dictation” and is evi
dence that there is no “freedom of the press” in
Czechoslovakia.

To give these allegations a semblance of
plausibility our ideological adversaries fre
quently refer to Lenin’s postulate on the place
and significance of the press in party work
Indeed, in “Party Organization and Party Liter
ature,” written in 1905, Lenin noted that “liter
ature must become part of the common cause of
the proletariat, a ‘cog and a screw’ of one single
party mechanism motivated by the entire con
scious vanguard of the whole working class
(Coll. Works, Vol. 10, p. 45). In order to run a
dividing line between partisanship and de
mocracy, the champions of bourgeois “freedom
of speech” accentuate one aspect of this prop
osition, namely, the conversion of the press
into, figuratively speaking, “a cog and a screw."
But they are studiously silent about the main
point of Lenin’s postulate, namely, consistent
service in the interests of the working class and
all other working people and the inadmissibi
lity of speculation with the ideals and slogans
of socialism for anti-socialist purposes.

Bourgeois propaganda regards as “free” only 

an anti-party, anti-socialist press. However, in
Czechoslovakia, where the building of the new
society has become the affair of all the working
people, such a press would under no cir
cumstances express the opinion of the masses;
it would be alien and hostile to them. The crisis
development in Czechoslovak society in
1968-1969 demonstrated that controlled by a
handful of “intellectuals” and provocators pur
suing anti-socialist aims, the media became a
means of confusing the people, coercing public
opinion, exercising moral terror, and making a
caricature of democracy.

Our party constantly makes sure that the
mass media articulate and protect the people’s
interests. This is the essence of the manage
ment of the press springing from the political
unity of Czechoslovak society shaped as a re
sult of the historical process of socialist re
construction, from the unity of all classes and
social groups and of the National Front organ
izations recognizing the CPCz program and
supporting the party’s leading role.

Far from conflicting with the norms of de
mocracy, the partisanship of the socialist press
is the guarantee of the consistent observance of
these norms. Everything boils down to the ap
proach to democracy and freedom of the press.
We communists abide by the class approach
and regard as democracy and support and
deepen only what serves the cause of socialism.

For the sake of ensuring the continued
sovereignty of the people, in other words,
democracy for the working people, it is not
only permissible but justified to restrict the
possibility for the spread of views directed
against the people. This understanding of the
freedom of the press has always been implicit
in progressive journalism. In keeping with Len
in’s behest, we preserve this understanding
along with all democratic elements of national
and world culture. In Czechoslovakia prop
aganda of war, fascism and racism, and the
preaching of violence and views contravening
socialist morals are forbidden by law. However,
there is no censorship — observance of this
constitutional norm is maintained by media
workers themselves.
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The unity of our society and the democratic
substance of party leadership of the press are
mirrored in the structure and social status of the
press. Our constitution enshrines the principle
that publishing houses and newspaper and
magazine printshops are placed at the disposal
of organizations of the working people united
in the National Front. Our adversaries ignore
this fact and try to create the impression that the
entire press is controlled by the communists.
However, only 31 of the national newspapers
and journals are run by the Communist Party of
Czechoslovakia, while the remaining 96 are
brought out by the other organizations of the
National Front. Central dalies with a fairly large
circulation, in proportion to their influence in
society, are issued not only by the CPCz but also
by other political parties, the trade unions, and
the Socialist Youth League.1 As was noted at
the 16th congress of the CPCz, these organ
izations are making a large contribution toward
explaining the aims of the Communist Party’s
policies to the people and toward mobilizing
the people for the fulfillment of adopted plans.
Newspapers and journals expressing the spe
cific interests of various social groups contribute
to strengthening unity between the party and
the people.

In our country diverse concrete methods are
used in the management of the press. But there
is no and never has been allowance for ad
ministration by injunction, for administration
by directive on any particular issue. The party
influences the press, defining the ideological
orientations and their functions at this or that
stage of social development. The manner these
tasks are carried out in concrete cases and by
various publications depends mainly on the
journalists themselves, on their political matur
ity, ideological commitment, and professional
skill. At the same time, thanks to the account
ability of editorial staffs, the party and other
National Front organizations are able to follow
their performance and prevent any weakening
of the ideological criteria of published matter.

Another important form of press manage
ment is the direct work of communists in
newspapers and journals. Members of our party
work not only in CPCz but also in other publica
tions, doing much to explain the aims of social
ist construction and make the printed word
more effective. The party trusts journalists.
However, having drawn conclusions from our
own experience we attach considerable im
portance to having our media employ only per
sons with a socialist world view and commit
ment and vitally interested in the attainment of
the aims of socialist construction. Much new
blood has come into the media during the past 

decade. This has ensured the restoration of a
healthy, businesslike, and creative atmosphere
in editorial offices and the promotion of the
democratic traditions of the Czechoslovak
press.

Party leadership of the work of the press
stimulates their political and professional
development. In view of the steady growth of
the people’s educational, cultural, and social
consciousness level, the CPCz orients the mass
media on a constant improvement of their
standard. In assessing the work of the media, it
continuously reminds journalists that prop
aganda does not tolerate stereotypes, that only
absorbing and creatively-written material will
have a response from the people. “The mass
media, as all our politico-educational work,"
Gustav Husak, General Secretary of the CPCz
Central Committee, said at the party’s 16 con
gress, “must resolutely rid themselves of rem
nants of formalism, hollow rhetoric, stereo
types, and vulgarization.”2 Although there
have been successes, much still remains to be
done to meet this requirement.

A natural feature of the socialist society’s
mass media is that they have their roots among
the people. In an effort to prove the opposite,
hostile propaganda alleges that under social
ism there is a “dual consciousness” — the par
ty’s official view expressed by the mass media,
and the actual view of the people supposedly at
variance and sometimes even in opposition
to it.

These fabrications are pulverized by the facts
about the publication and circulation of the
press in Czechoslovakia. Statistics of the past
few years indicate that the readership of the
central party press has grown notably among
non-party people. In 1975-1980 the communist
membership increased 11.2 per cent, while the
number of non-party subscribers rose by almost
15 per cent. Subscription is going up also for
other party publications, both newspapers and
journals. This is indicative of the great prestige
enjoyed by the CPCz’s publications. They are
read by people who are not party members but
are keen to know its stand on key problems. In
the face of these facts what is the worth of the
talk about "dual consciousness”? Publications
that seek to impose an alien view on the people
will not be subscribed to or bought voluntarily.
When newspapers and journals circulate with
out compulsion and their printing grows, it
means they attract readers and answer the ques
tions the latter are asking.

The popular roots of the press in socialist
countries are expressed also by its steadily con
solidating links to the people. In Czechoslovak
society the reader is not a passive “consumer” 
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of information “supplied” by newspapers and
journals, but an active participant in their work.
It will be recalled that Lenin considered that the
proletarian press neither can nor should be the
product solely of professional journalists. Its
viability and militancy depend on the creative
participation of the people themselves, on a
constant influx of their comments, contri
butions, letters, opinions and advice. The stable
and constantly widening link of the socialist
press with its readership is one of the guaran
tees of its popular roots. At the same time this is
an effective form of generalizing the people’s
collective experience, a way of expressing
pubic opinion, and a tangible means of imple
menting the right to participation in the ad
ministration of the country’s affairs. Day-to-day
contact with readers helps to provide interest
ing material for articles, cycles and columns,
produce ideas for campaigns run by news
papers and journals, and improve the forms
and methods of their work.

Letters from the people on current problems
are published regularly in Rude pravo and
other newspapers. Of course, the flow of reader
response is far greater than the space that can be
given to it. For instance, Rude pravo's mailbag
in 1981 consisted of more than 40,000 letters.
Roughly between four and eight per cent of the
entire mail finds its way to the pages of news
papers and journals. These are most interest
ing, socially significant and topical letters,
which convey the feeling of the people most
lucidly. But the other letters are processed: they
are generalized in reviews and used as material
for editorials, commentaries, and so forth.
Readers receive prompt replies to questions
and comments, and their suggestions are for
warded to the relevant party organizations,
government agencies, and economic bodies.

An effective form of the people’s participa
tion in the work of the press is their critical
contributions. The party attaches the utmost
importance to such criticism and to the re
moval of the shortcomings it brings to light. We
see this not only as a mechanism of people’s
control but also as a manifestation of socialist
democracy in practice. In the CC report to the
16th congress of the CPCz it is stated: “The
creation of a broad platform for exchanges of
views and the encouragement of constructive
criticism is of great importance for the pro
motion of socialist democracy, of the activity
and initiative of the people. We should make it
a mandatory rule that leading bodies should
respond to people’s comments so that criticized
shortcomings are removed and the public is
notified of this.”3

Of course, in criticism too, there must be a
principled, class approach. The party is doing
everything to encourage constructive criticism
that serves socialism and helps to perfect our
society. The significance of criticism, as was
noted at the 15th plenary meeting of the CPCz
Central Committee in 1980, “is that it should
induce creative quests for new ways of
eliminating shortcomings hindering an
improvement of the quality of work and the
promotion of efficiency.”4 The main require
ment of criticism is that it should be concrete,
constructive, addressed to the proper quarters
and, above all, truthful. We make sure that the
press is not used for the villification of social
ism, as was tire case in the 1960s. The media are
closed to slander and unfounded criticism, but
room is always found for honest criticism sin
cerely motivated by the desire to help the
people’s cause. Our party’s purpose is that the
reply to such criticism should be the elimina
tion of shortcomings. This serves the people as
explicit evidence of the efficacy of criticism and
of the authority of the press. Newspapers and
journals regularly inform their readers of the
steps that have been taken in accordance with
their comments and suggestions.

True, there still are people in high positions
who do not react to the opinion of the press and
try to muzzle criticism. This is censured by the
party. At its 15th plenary meeting in 1980 the
CPCz Central Committee was emphatic in stat
ing that top-echelon executives, departments
and institutions are obliged to respond to criti
cism and make sure that criticized shortcom
ings are removed.

The Czechoslovak press regularly becomes
the lectern of nationwide discussions of major
developments in the nation’s life. In the period
of the preparations for the 16th congress of the
CPCz, the party press published over 5,000 let
ters and suggestions from the people. Rude
pravo alone published more than 450 contri
butions from members of party committees at
different levels, other political organizations,
and non-party people. The party pays close
heed to what is said by members of all sections
of society during such discussions.

A large role is played by meetings of journal
ists with the people. In Czechoslovakia these
are a long-standing tradition. Festivals of Rude
pravo and the Bratislava Pravda are held annu
ally, and readers’ conferences and exchanges of
views are sponsored. During Press Day in
November 1981, Rude pravo staff members
gave more than 40 talks for readers. These talks
help journalists to see how effective their work
is, and they give readers a better understanding
of the policies of the party and the National
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Front and how these policies are reported in the
press.

The CPCz attaches enormous importance to
research into the people’s views, thoughts and
needs, and orients the press on promoting all
forms of links with readers. These links are one
of the channels through which we constantly
feel the heartbeat of the people’s life and obtain
the information needed for policy-making.

A responsible function of the Czechoslovak
press is to give readers an accurate and ex
haustive picture of the situation in the country
and the world. The people must know every
thing and do everything consciously (Coll.
Works, Vol. 26, p. 256) — this postulate of
Lenin’s has been and remains not only a key
requirement of propaganda but also a basic
principle underlying the unity between the
party and the people.

The 16th congress of the CPCz set the task of
developing a clear-cut public stand on urgent
matters of internal and foreign policy. “The
mass media,” Gustav Husak said, “must show
the prospects of socialist construction with
consummate political and professional skill,
explain the basic development trends of our
society frankly, from Marxist-Leninist posi
tions, and generalize the experience of the
people. Moreover, they must candidly explain
the reasons for difficulties and shortcomings
and indicate the ways and means of removing
them.”5

There is no fact or problem of which the
socialist press has not given the people an ob
jective and exhaustive idea. Accurate reporting
of phenomena and events with account of the
prospects of society’s development distinguish
the socialist from the bourgeois press, which
under cover of verbiage about unbiased report
ing of reality distorts this reality, sows myths
and illusions, and diverts attention from basic
social problems. Our press openly declares that
it approaches phenomena not from objectivist
but from class positions. The content of social
ist newspapers and journals daily mirrors the
diversity of particular and more general facts of
the overall tendency of the present epoch —
humankind’s transition to socialism and
communism on a global scale. This “bias” is, in
fact, objectivity and it is consistent with the
ongoing course of world history. The bias of the
bourgeois press is that it ignores or distorts this
general regularity. Wtih an avalanche of “facts”
and gutter reporting it hides the actual course
of history from the reader, distracts people’s
attention from the fundamental tasks of revo
lutionary transformation and socialist
restructuring.

The Czechoslovak press does not. go in for 

cheap sensations. It gives its attenion mainly to
vital questions linked to the interests and needs
of the working people. Its most characteristic
feature is its role of organizer in economic con
struction. Bourgeois ideologists make the
charge that the socialist press has turned away
from the problems of “human life” and con
centrates much too much on the economy.
However, as Marxism-Leninism sees it, the
foundation of human life is society’s economic
development, which, under socialism, opens
up the broadest opportunities for the realiza
tion of people’s creative potentials and for the
growth of their material and spiritual culture.
That is why our newspapers and journals at
tach paramount significance to showing the
interdependence between the socialist way of
life and society’s economic development, be
tween the economy’s potentialities and the
growing requirements of the people.

The building of the new society is the crea
tive work of millions. Hence the all-out efforts
of the press to constantly focus people’s atten
tion on the cardinal questions of this truly na
tional cause. In Czechoslovakia, as in other
socialist countries, the printed word ensures
the constant and systematic accountability of
the political leadership and administrative ap
paratus to society. During the past decade there
has been a doubling of authoritative contri
butions from Czechoslovak party, civic and
government personalities to newspapers and
journals. On the eve of the party’s 16th con
gress, the media carried 42 articles written by
ranking members of the CPCz Central Commit
tee and officials of ministries and trade unions.

Socio-economic problems are constantly
dealt with in our press under headings such as
“Together We Shall Carry Out the Congress
Program,” “Economy, Efficiency, Quality,” and
“Talks on Cooperation.” Special significance is
attached to the popularization and dis
semination of advanced experience and the
most effective methods of work and pro
duction. Important material on this general
theme is carried practically in every publica
tion.

The press gives much of its attention to social
relations, science, culture, the health services,
education and sport. A reading of any issue of a
newspaper or journal will make it clear that all
key aspects of life in socialist society are closely
followed by the press.

The media link the fulfillment of economic
tasks with social progress, showing through the
prism of the life-stories of our contemporaries
that this asserts new relations among people.
With warmth and attention the press shows
how people building the new society change in 
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the course of socialist construction, which is
reshaping the nation’s make-up. Rude pravo,
for instance, runs a regular column headed
“People of Our Epoch.” By writing of the pro
fessional skill, social maturity, and moral per
fection of the finest people, journalists help to
heighten the educational impact of their
example.

The Czechoslovak press, as our society as a
whole, is in constant development. The 16th
congress of the CPCz, which set the media im
portant tasks, also noted shortcomings arising
from journalism’s lag behind dynamic social
development. Measures are being taken to im
prove the conditions of the work of newspapers
and journals. The basic functions of the state
Federal Press and Information Bureau, set up
more than a year ago, include coordinating the
work of the media, giving them assistance and
helping them to obtain information quicker. In
recent years the ramified network of periodicals
has been enlarged with new publications and
circulation has grown. The only obstacle to a
fuller satisfaction of the steadily growing
reader demand for newspapers and journals is
the shortage of paper. Much is being done to
modernize the material and technical resources
of the media. The ideological, political and pro
fessional level of editorial staffs is rising
systematically as a result of the efforts of party
organs, the Czechoslovak Union of Journalists,
and the media themselves.

All this work is guided by the CPCz. The
further improvement of party leadership is the
guarantee that the socialist press will serve the
people more successfully than ever.

1. The CPCz Central Committee issues tire newspaper
Hude pravo (circulation — over 1,000,000). the weeklies
Hospodarske novivy (95,000). Zivot strany (124,000),
Nova myusl (50,000), Tvorba (80,000), and Tribuna
(82,000), and the popular socio-political journal Kvety
(360,000). The Central Committee of the Communist Party
of Slovakia has the Slovak-language newspaper Pravda
(circulation — over 370,000), the weekly Nove slovo
(58,000), and the Hungarian-language newspaper Uj szo
(94,000). District and town party committees have their
own newspapers.

The Czechoslovak People's Party puts out the news
paper Lidova demokracie (circulation — 219,000), the
Czechoslovak Socialist Party runs the newspaper
Svobodne slovo (230,000), the Party of Slovak Revival has
the newspaper Lud (12,000), and the Slovak Party of Free
dom the weekly Sloboda (5,000).

The Central and Slovak Councils of Trade Unions have
the newspaper Prace (circulation — 350,000) and Praca
(230,000), the weekly Svet prace (85,000), and the fort
nightly Odborar (122,000). The Central Committee of the
Socialist Youth League has the Czech-language news
paper Mlada fronta (255,000), the Czech CC of the SYL
publishes the journal Mlady svet (450.000), while the
Slovak CC of the SYL has the newspaper Smena (135,000).
The Czech and Slovak women’s unions issue the journals
Vlasta (810,000) and Slovenka (232,000).

2. XVI.sJexd Kommunisticke strany Ceskoslovenska,
April 6-10, 1981, Prague, 1981, p. 45.

3. XVI. sjezd Kommunisticke strany Ceskoslovenska,
p. 41.

4. Rude pravo, March 27, 1980.
5. XVI. sjezd Kommunistcke strany Ceskoslovenska, p.

45.

Why the POP ds gaining on
strength andl influence
Albano Nunes
CC member, Portuguese Communist Party

THE CHARACTER OF A
COMMUNIST ORGANIZATION

It is universally recognized that at present the
communist and workers’ parties are operating
in different and dynamically changing condi
tions as they solve largely dissimilar problems.
A living and steadily developing organism, the
party reacts, as is only natural, to the impact of
the environment, acquires new features and
varies its "form... to meetthe requirements of
the moment,” as Lenin put it (V.l. Lenin, Coll.
Works, Vol. 19, p. 401). At the same time, the
party's structure and activity must retain their
fundamental class principles which always
distinguish it as a revolutionary organization.

Experience indicates that only by preserving
its class "pivot” can the party adapt effectively
to changing circumstances and choose a cor
rect policy even in the most unexpected and
difficult conditions. This idea, expressed in a.
number of contributions on the character of a
communist organization,*  is also elaborated
in the following article.

The Portuguese revolution is at one of its most
complicated stages. The battle over a revision
of the constitution is decisive for the future of
Portuguese democracy. The reactionaries, who

‘WMR, January, February, March and June 1982. 
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control the government, command a majority
in the Assembly of the Republic and hold key
positions in the state apparatus, are out to take
all power. Their paramount aim is to bring the
armed forces under the government’s control
and make them an instrument of the rightists’
offensive against the achievements of the April
Revolution of 1974. If they were to achieve their
aim this would be tantamount to an anti-demo
cratic coup.

The danger threatening Portuguese democ
racy is real and serious. However, we commu
nists trust that reaction’s plans will be defeated
and Portugal will continue on the road opened
by the April Revolution. The revolution has
already experienced dangerous moments but
each time it proved strong enough to hold its
ground.

It must be admitted that in seven years of
counter-revolutionary offensive (under cabi
nets headed by the Portuguese Socialist Party
— alone or in alliance with conservatives — to
say nothing of frankly rightist governments)
reaction has succeeded in gravely injuring the
gains of the revolution. However, it has been
unable to nullify them altogether.

This is because the far-reaching gains of the
revolution really meet the objective exigencies
of the social and economic development of the
country and the interests of the workers and the
people as a whole and have been finalized in
the constitution, which reaction wants to tear to
shreds. They have survived because they are
being defended with heroic staunchness by a
powerful working-class and popular move
ment in which the PCP plays the decisive role.

Doing its utmost to weaken and divide this
movement, nullify the gains of April, restore
the power of monopolies and latifundiums and
make Portugal dependent on imperialism as in
the past, the class enemy sees its primary task in
isolating the party, bleeding it white and split
ting it. The weapons used by him against the
PCP comprise shameless lies, gross distortions
of its policy, vicious anti-Soviet and anti-com
munist propaganda, discrimination in the
media, manipulation of people’s religious sen
timents, a combination of repressive measures
and demagogical promises, and coinciding or
even coordinated actions on the part of reform
ists, "leftists” and right-wing parties.

All this notwithstanding, our party goes on
building up its unity and winning new mem
bers, and strengthening its positions both
where it is strong already (as in the large indus
trial areas of Lisbon and Setubal and in the
agrarian reform areas) and where its leverage is
not strong enough yet (as in various districts of
the North and Center, on the Azores and on

Madeira). The PCP is the only national party
whose rallies and other meetings draw many
thousands or even hundreds of thousands of
working people. Our electorate is growing (it
now exceeds 1,100,000, that is, equals 20 per
cent of the total), with more and more commu
nists winning seats in local government bodies.

Some had expected certain setbacks of the
revolutionary process, the transition from the
period of progress of the revolution to the
period of reactionary counter-offensive and the
difficulties created by rightists entrenched in
the government and key echelons of the state
apparatus to weaken communist influence
among the masses. But the party continued to
grow. The steady growth of its numerical
strength, while uneven, continued throughout
the revolutionary period.*  Contrary to all
enemy plans, the PCP is establishing itself more
and more as the chief obstacle to counter-rev
olutionary designs and has become such a force
that no major national problem can be solved
without, let alone against it. There is increasing
evidence of the party’s decisive and unique role
in defending the interests and aspirations of the
working people, democracy and national
independence.

We Portuguese communists are often asked
how we account for the continuous growth of
our organization and its influence. We answer
that we owe it mainly to the correctness of our
party’s policy line and overall activity, both of
which are in harmony with the objective
dynamics of the revolutionary process and
with the aims and tasks of the current stage of
the revolution. At this point I wish to note the
historic significance of the sixth PCP congress,
held illegally in 1965. The congress approved a
party program whose main provisions are
still valid.

The sixth congress defined the contemporary
stage of Portugal’s development as a stage of
democratic and national revolution, and for
mulated fundamental theses that subsequent
practice proved correct. It called for orientation
to the armed overthrow of fascism and stressed
that national independence is inseparable from
the complete liberation of colonial peoples and
the deliverance of Portugal from subservience
to imperialism; that there is a close connection
between political democracy, on the one hand,

‘The PCP had 30,000 members in October 1974; by the
time its seventh (extraordinary) congress met, 100,000 in
May 1975; 115,000 in November 1976, at the threshold of
its eighth congress; 164,000 in May 1979, shortly before its
ninth congress; and 187,000 in]une 1980 (according to the
latest organizing campaign), not to mention the 36,000
members of the Portuguese Communist Youth. 
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and socio-economic democracy, the abolition
of monopoly and the latifundium system and
the winning of ample rights for the working
people, on the other; that the fascist state must
be destroyed and replaced by a democratic
power mechanism; and that the working class
and the masses must play a decisive part in the
process of change. The Portuguese revolution
confirms, now as before, the correctness of the
PCP analysis, the conclusions drawn from it
and the tasks set.

PCP policy at this stage centers on defending
the achievements of the revolution and preserv
ing the constitution which gives them legal
form, as well as on fighting for a democratic and
patriotic alternative to the present government
and its policy. We are convinced that this is the
only policy corresponding to the objective
development of the country and the interests of
the people and making it possible to settle seri
ous national problems and preserve national
independence.

Portugal is faced with very serious problems.
As regards the PCP, the revolutionary party of
the working class and other working people, a
party which sees the purpose of its existence in
changing reality and not in contemplating and
explaining it, the important thing for it is to
carry the fulfillment of the tasks of the demo
cratic and national revolution — the present
stage of the struggle for socialism and commu
nism in our country — through to the end.

Experience has shown that it is not enough to
define, however accurately, the stage and gen
eral tasks of the revolution and that it is abso
lutely necessary to answer correctly questions
that arise every day.

One of the main reasons why the PCP is
gaining in strength and influence is its perse
vering effort to understand the situation in Por
tugal and its ability (admitted even by the class
enemy) to find sound solutions to the nation’s
big economic, social and political problems
and to lead the movement for the demands and
aspirations of the workers and peasants, of all
anti-monopoly classes and sectors whose in
terests are strongly affected by the policy of
reactionary governments.

Characteristically, the most important PCP
documents contain both an estimation of the
general situation and specific proposals for the
solution of the urgent problems mentioned
above. It is safe to say that every worker can see
in our proposals an expression of the vital in
terests of his class, social stratum or profes
sional group.

This attention to the working people's needs
and requirements is prompted by the party’s
vanguard role in the struggle of the people, its 

close and permanent links with the masses and
the energetic and creative everyday effort of the
communists, who reject all demagogy and
carry on their work according to the “principle
of the truth.”

I will give two examples to illustrate the fore
going. One example concerns the commissions
functioning under the CC PCP and making it
possible to feel the heartbeat of people in key
spheres of national life. I mean, in particular,
the commissions for economic problems, the
agrarian reform, trade union work, propaganda
and information, work among small and
medium farmers and women, in the local
government bodies and in small and medium
enterprises. There are similar commissions at
the regional and local level.

These commissions are not, of course, ex
pected to substitute themselves for the Central
Committee or its executive bodies, or to directly
guide the party’s activities in the fields con
cerned. Their function is to pool information,
analyze experience and draft documents and
proposals. Their composition is highly rep
resentative. Needless to say, the communists on
them are competent people. But in addition to
experts, the commissions include numerous
comrades who are active in various regional
party organizations and numerous unitary
structures of the popular movement and so look
daily into the problems, maintain close con
tacts with the masses and have experience of
organizing class struggles. Practice has shown
that in Portuguese conditions these commis
sions are an important instrument making it
possible to see problems clearly and make the
right decisions.

The other example is national conferences of
the PCP on matters of national significance.
The period since April 25, 1974 has seen con
ferences on the economic renaissance of Por
tugal, the development of the nationalized sec
tor, relations between Portugal and the Com
mon Market, local government, and so on.
Preparations are under way for a national
conference on women’s problems, to be held
this year.

These conferences have met with nationwide
response. To study the conclusions drawn and
documents worked out by them (most of them
have been published by the party) is a natural
thing to do for anyone who really wants to gain
a proper insight into problems. The value of the
documents is determined by the course of con
ference preparations. Their drafting is pre
ceded by a thorough analysis of problems. Re
search teams prepare the early wordings of
theses to be submitted to the whole party for
discussion. Hundreds of suggestions, amend
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ments and new formulations come in. We heed
above all the opinion of comrades active in the
field whose problems the proposed conference
is to deal with. When this additional infor
mation has been generalized we do the final
editing of proposals.

This work directly involves experts, mem
bers of enterprise party branches, people active
on working people’s commissions and in the
trade union movement and deputies to local
government bodies — in short, all who can
make a useful contribution to the study of the
problems under consideration. Discussions in
volve many non-communists.

What makes us attach such importance to
conferences? The communists know very well
that to arrive at correct solutions, we must carry
on a dialogue with the masses, must keep in
close contact and discuss the party’s policy line
with them. This is an important principle of our
work, a characteristic of all PCP activity.

The right choice of form of action in defense
of the achievements of the revolution and the
democratic regime also helps directly
strengthen the party organizationally and raise
its prestige among the masses.

The PCP considers that the main forms today
are mass action, direct assistance by the work
ing people in solving problems of vital impor
tance, appeals to central bodies, work in local
government bodies and participation in elec
tions. All these forms, which require constant
attention, are necessary; not one of them may be
underrated, for this would seriously prejudice
the people’s struggle as a whole. The main
thing is to properly combine diverse forms,
since ultimately they all serve one and the same
purpose.

The masses are used to seeing in the PCP a
party which has only one face and never fails to
keep its word. When, in the 1974-1976 period,
the party was represented in provisional
governments, its attitude in the government
was the same as in factories, cooperatives and
the streets, where everyday struggles went on.
The communists’ presence in the government,
far from shackling the revolutionary action of
the masses, is a powerful incentive to it.

Our party is pursuing this line in the qualita
tively different conditions created by the
counter-offensive of reaction. PCP deputies
loyally keep their promises to the electorate in
the Assembly of the Republic, in relations with
other central bodies and in local government
bodies controlled by the party as well as where
the communists are a minority. Ours is not an
“electoralist” or “parliamentarian” party. It
participates in elections in close connection
with the people’s overall struggle. We give 

elections much attention without ever making
an absolute of them, since otherwise there
would be a negative shift in the party’s em
phasis on issues of fundamental importance.

Popular action is a decisive form of defend
ing the gains of the revolution and the demo
cratic regime, and the principal factor in resist
ing the offensive of reaction, a factor capable of
bringing about badly needed changes within
the framework of the democratic alternative.
The working class united behind the General
Confederation of Portuguese Workers — Na
tional Intersindical — is the cementing force of
the popular movement.

The struggle of factory workers, agricultural
workers and peasants in the agrarian reform
area, teachers, civil servants, pensioners, elder
ly people and members of the intermediate stra
ta, actions by population groups for demands of
a local nature, large-scale demonstrations on
April 25 and May Day, and protest demonstra
tions against government policies — all these
popular initiatives are supported by the PCP
and promoted with the active and constructive
participation of communists.

Also worth mentioning is a less known PCP
activity such as the mobilization of working
people for a positive solution of specific prob
lems. What I mean is that in democratic Portu
gal , where far-reaching re volutionary changes—
nationalization, an agrarian reform and work
ers’ control — have been effected, the attitude
to labor has changed entirely. For the first time
in our national history, this finds expression in
the working people’s active political and rev
olutionary struggles. Against the background
of the ruinous economic and financial policies
of successive reactionary governments which
block the functioning of the nationalized sec
tor, attack the agrarian reform and cut budget
appropriations for local government bodies,
the working people exert a beneficial influence
on the production process by transforming
labor into a weapon used for the good of society
and the national economy.

The party plays a unique role in this. In
nationalized enterprises, cooperatives and col
lective production farms of the agrarian reform
area, factories operating on the principles of
self-management and local government bodies,
communists aided by the working people solve
most important financial and economic prob
lems in the interest of the people and country,
demonstrating in this way the very possibility
of such solutions.

All this is evidence that the growing strength
of the PCP is inseparable from the communists’
role in the struggle of the masses. What enables
the party to grow is the thousands of strong 
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bonds linking it with the masses, its policy
which sees a criterion of the party’s life and
struggle in those of the people.

Ours is a vanguard party of the working class
and other working people. The class roots and
class goals of its struggle make for its strength
and prestige. We strive to extend our influence
in large industrial areas, above all in key enter
prises, and to form more party branches in the
workplaces. The POP has long been the most
authoritative political force in the main work
ing-class centers of the country from the point
of view of the strength and influence of its
organizations and election results. In some big
enterprises the proportion of communists
ranges from 10 to 25 per cent.

A related matter is the revolutionary party’s
social basis and composition. As of June 1980,
57.8 per cent of its members were workers
(industrial workers accounted for 45.1 per cent
and agricultural workers, for 12.7 per cent). But
the communists defend the interests and
aspirations of all anti-monopoly classes and
social strata. This is why the party membership
includes clerical workers (19.2 per cent), peas
ants (1.8 per cent), engineers and intellectuals
(5.1 per cent) and members of other social
groups (16 per cent).

I wish to stress that ideologically, politically
and organizationally there are no ouvrierist
sentiments in the PCP. As for the small propor
tion of peasants — a negative aspect of the
party’s social composition — it is due to other
causes. In any case, we do not in the least
minimize the peasants’ role in the revolution
ary process; on the contrary, we see one of our
most important tasks in strengthening the
worker-peasant alliance.

Even so, a “golden rule” of the PCP requires
that its Central Committee be made up mostly
of workers. At present workers account for 51
per cent of the CC membership. Our experi
ence, like the collective experience of the inter
national communist movement, has shown this
to be a dependable guarantee of the strength
and militancy of the party, of its ability to take
its bearings and adopt a correct line in the most
complicated situation. Class origin and experi
ence of class struggle derived from life help
understand phenomena to an extent that a mere
study of them cannot provide.

The party’s entire policy is a reflection of its
class essence and we regard this as a guarantee
of the party continuing to gain in strength and
influence and to preserve its revolutionary
character.

An important political characteristic of the
party is the solid unity of its leadership and
rank and file. This unity is a reality, a concept 

and a practice. It has stood an endurance test in
the Portuguese revolutionary process — a pro
cess abounding in unexpected changes — and
held out in a great many dangerous and politi
cally complicated situations. This unity marks
the party, which fought in conditions of illegal
ity for 48 years and proved after April 25,1974
its ability to adapt to democratic legality with
out serious difficulties. Lastly, it is the unity of
an organization that is vigorously pressing
forward its activity and has become a party of
the masses while remaining a cadre party. Ac
complishing big tasks in the PCP leadership
along with comrades who have a long record of
underground work are new people who have
been tested and have attained maturity in the
course of the revolutionary process.

We owe this solid unity, which some cannot
understand while others, primarily our oppon
ents, see it as a product of "authoritarianism,”
to the ample and profound democracy existing
in the party. The party’s work is based on the
Leninist standards of democratic centralism
laid down in the party rules.

However, neither internal democracy, nor
statutory discipline, which demands that the
minority submit to the majority and binds the
membership to carry out the decisions of
higher bodies, is a result of mechanical adher
ence to the rules. Both are a way of thinking and
living under which respect for a comrade’s
opinion, a thoughtful attitude to everyone’s
experience, and awareness of the fact that the
collective mind is better than the individual
make inner democracy and discipline an
everyday necessity for communists.

Free and frank discussion of PCP policy in all
party organizations is a common practice with
us, an important condition of furthering and
perfecting party work and maintaining con
scious and firm discipline. Inside the party,
members discuss every problem unhampered,
and outside it they uphold a common line.

Inner democracy is a way of life, a way of
thinking and acting closely associated with re
spect for the members’ opinion and a desire to
take account of the contribution made by
everyone (that is, not only communists) to the
elaboration of a correct decision. The organic
unity of democracy and centralism in the party
structure is inseparable from the approach to
work that has crystallized in 60 years of party
history.

“A class spirit,” documents of the ninth PCP
congress point out, “is inherent in the entire
activity of the party. Collective work combines
with individual effort, fraternal criticism, sim
ple and natural self-criticism, comradeship,
mutual respect, brotherhood and solidarity 
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among the communists, democracy as a prin
ciple, a line of work and ordinary behavior,
prestige that is a result of work and not of
formal considerations, respect for comrades
fulfilling the most modest tasks, constant and
direct contact between the leadership, party
organizations and the rank and file, dynamism,
energy, initiative and devotion — such are the
fundamental aspects of our party’s approach to
work.”

The PCP is a Marxist-Leninist party whose
policy line is shaped on the basis of creative
application of Marxism-Leninism in Portu
guese conditions. It is not in textbooks or
“models” devised in advance that we look for
answers to questions arising in the course of
our struggle, nor do we try to answer them by
merely imitating experience that has proved
effective in a situation differing from the situa
tion in our country. Aided by Marxist-Leninist
theory, the party finds these answers in com
mon with the workers and people in Por
tuguese realities.

Marxism-Leninism does not at all move
communists away from Portuguese reality, nor
does it prevent them from analyzing it. On the
contrary, it is an indispensable and irreplace
able guide to revolutionary action. Marxism-
Leninism teaches communists to take into con
sideration the particular features of the given
country without losing sight of the inter
national context. We see it as an effective in
strument of examining Portuguese conditions,
revealing new phenomena and development
trends and evolving a creative and indepen
dent policy line. To us, Marxism-Leninism is
not a set of ossified dogmas but a science which
is developing continuously and is enriched by
the revolutionary practice of the workers and
peoples of all continents.

Application of Marxism-Leninism is the very
foundation of our ideological work, our educa
tion of cadre members and our struggle against
opportunist concepts and practices that the
enemy constantly galvanizes in the working
class movement and tries to smuggle into the
PCP. The party’s creative application of Marx
ism-Leninism in Portuguese conditions and
unrelenting defense of it against attack, “cor
rection” or distortion are another important fac
tor for the strength and influence of the PCP.

The entire activity of the PCP is inspired by
love of the people and country. However, we
never confine ourselves to a narrow national
framework, well remembering that our
people’s fight is part of the fight of all peoples

ifor complete liberation. We remember that the
IPortuguese revolution fits into the revolution
ary process, which is becoming more varied 

and richer in content but is, nevertheless, a
common worldwide process leading to free
dom from capitalist exploitation and to social
ism and communism. Patriotism and inter
nationalism are inseparable. This is why the
policy of the PCP is at once national and
internationalist.

Our party has always seen proletarian inter
nationalism, a class internationalism based on
tire identity of the fundamental interests and
aspirations of the international working class,
as the centerpiece of internationalist solidarity
and the cementing basis for friendship and co
operation between communist parties and
other revolutionary forces. We remain loyal to
this fundamental principle.

In line with the ideas of proletarian inter
nationalism, Portugal's communists strive to
contribute to stronger unity of the international
working-class and communist movement and
to closer friendship and mutual solidarity
among the main revolutionary forces of our
epoch — the Soviet Union and the socialist
community as a whole, progressive countries,*
the working-class movement in capitalist coun
tries and the national liberation movement. In
spired by proletarian internationalism, we are
fighting against imperialism’s militarist and
aggressive policy. The PCP regards U.S. im
perialism and the more aggressive NATO quar
ters as the chief menace to peace and the inde
pendence and freedom of peoples.

Our party firmly resists the reckless anti-
Soviet and anti-communist campaign of reac
tion, which tries to undermine the faith of the
masses in socialist ideas, weaken the world
anti-imperialist front and justify the imperialist
policy of aggression and war by grossly distort
ing realities and the policy of the Soviet Union
and other socialist countries.

Reactionary and reformist forces in Portugal
would like our party to repudiate its inter
nationalist convictions. To this end they are
carrying on an all-out anti-communist offen
sive to weaken the PCP, taking advantage of
well-known events of recent date and whatever
else they can derive from the international
situation. They want us to prove our “inde
pendence” and “democracy” and to abandon
an independent class position. But we will
never yield to the pressure and blackmail of the
class enemy. The Portuguese communists’ in
dependence and democracy are confirmed by

•The communists of Portugal consider (this is reflected
in their documents) that the realities which have shaped in
liberated countries following a socialist road call for a
special classification. Hence they use the term progressive
countries (see O Militante, No. 79, 1982, p. 23). — Ed. 
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their daily struggle. Our party, remaining loyal
to proletarian internationalism, is continuing
to build up its prestige and influence among
the masses.

Such are some of the fundamental factors
guaranteeing the growing influence and
organizational strength of the PCP. The 60th
anniversary of the party (1981) was celebrated 

under the slogan of consolidating the positions
won and removing shortcomings in inner7
party life and in party work among the masses.

The communists will spare no effort to en
sure that the PCP accomplishes the tasks facing
it as the revolutionary vanguard of the working
class and other working people and the de
cisive force of the Portuguese revolution.

Mew experience
THE STORY BEHIND THE FACT

AIMS OF THE PUWP
IDEOLOGICAL CAMPAIGN
The first All-Poland ideological and theoreti
cal conference was held in Warsaw on April
2-3, 1982. It was attended by more than 400
persons representing scientific Marxist
thought, party cadre at large industrial enter
prises, party leaders of central and voyevode
levels, and the staff of mass media.

— from press reports
The following comment is by Wieslaw

Rogowski, deputy editor-in-chief of the jour
nal Nove drogi.

In the opening speech Wojciech Jaruzelski,
First Secretary of the PUWP Central Commit
tee, said: “This conference is indicative of the
rejuvenation of our party’s ideological front.
Although it is taking place under conditions of
martial law, it touches on not only basic issues
of the day but also immediate and long-term
prospects. ... That which took place in Poland
fully bears out the well-known truth that any
departure from the universal principles of
Marxism-Leninism and a lack of a creative, re
sponsible approach to national conditions in
evitably lead to distortions and difficulties that
are promptly used by the external and internal
enemies of socialism.” Linking the lessons of
the past with a view of the future, these words
were the keynote of the conference, which was
of great significance to the party and socialist
Poland.

It heard and debated reports on Leninism as
the foundation of the party’s work, current and
long-term aims of the ideological front, the his
torical consciousness as the sphere of ideo
logical and political struggle, the social prob
lems of the economic reform, the general and
national features of socialist construction in Po
land, and other matters. The debates on these
reports took place in four thematic sections:
general laws of socialist construction, the par

ty's leading role in the system of socialist
democracy, the main problems of the ideo
logical struggle, and the theoretical founda
tions of party propaganda.

The conference made an in-depth analysis of
the events of 1980-1981, went into the causes of
the Polish crisis, and considered the processes
to be observed in the Polish United Workers’
Party. The speakers examined these questions
against the background of imperialism’s ideo
logical, political, and economic attacks on the
world of socialism. In particular, it was noted
that nothing had come of the innumerable at
tempts made since the Second World War to
demoralize and undermine the socialist com
munity from within. However, imperialism did
not lose its hope of eroding the new social
system and kept looking for a vulnerable link.

The capitalist world’s centers of political
subversion saw Poland as the most receptive of
ideological and propaganda influences. The
ideological concessions that accompanied the
growth of the nation’s foreign debt and the
spread of pro-Western feeling among a section
of the population were, in the view of subver
sive centers, fertile soil for the sprouting of
anti-communist seeds. However, they under
rated the strength of socialist ideas, the strength
of the party, and the socialist patriotism of the
working people. The internal counter-revolu
tionary groups failed to win the masses, secure
a re-orientation of the country’s foreign policy,
and seize power.

In their analyses of the causes of the
economic crisis and of the social and ideo
logical difficulties, the speakers noted Poland’s
excessive dependence on imports and credits
from capitalist countries, the weak resistance to
the influence of bourgeois ideas and way of life,
and the serious deformation of the principles of
party building and socialist democracy. Taken
together, the loss of class criteria in assessing
and shaping the nation’s policy in 1971-1980
and the misconceived foreign and domestic
economic course created the basis for the infil
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tration of alien ideology and the appearance of
political counter-revolutionary programs. The
activities of internal centers of anti-socialist
diversion in 1980-1981 coupled with the most
severe political and socio-economic crisis ever
to hit People’s Poland led to a weakening of the
socialist elements of the public consciousness
and a recurrence of bourgeois influence on that
consciousness.

The firm and sovereign decision of the Polish
government to proclaim martial law cut short
the plans of the counter-revolution. The party
began restoring its influence among the differ
ent sections of society, notably young people.
In the PUWP itself an offensive was started
against the most pernicious opportunist and
undisguisedly right tendencies, which, while
they were not predominant, inflicted consider
able harm on the party.

The restoration of the PUWP’s influence and
strength, it was declared at the conference, is
linked to a return to the ideological foundations
of Marxism-Leninism, to the creative applica
tion of its universal principles. The strengthen
ing of the party’s prestige and role requires the
cohesion of all its members, the consolidation
of the ties linking it to the working class, and
the assertion of Marxist-Leninist principles in
its life and work. Only by restoring in full its
leading role in society can the party cany out
the tasks confronting it: bring the economy
back to health, create the economic mechan
isms of development, ensure Poland’s in
dependence of the West, and reinvigorate its
broad cooperation with the socialist countries
in the Council for Mutual Economic
Assistance.

An imperative of the day, the speakers
pointed out, was to promote the party’s ideo
logical work to embrace all party organizations
and all social groups, the workers of big fac
tories and young people in the first place. Quite
obviously, a major role in this work must be
played by the party’s centers of theoretical
thought that bear direct responsibility for en
hancing the prestige and social attractiveness
of Marxism-Leninism.

The sphere of the historical consciousness, it
was said at the conference, was turned by the
class enemy into a sphere of ideological and
political struggle that grew extremely sharp in
the period of the social crisis. It became one of
the directions along which efforts were made to
seize power. Enemies sought to distort the his
tory of People’s Poland, around anti-Soviet feel
ing, and attribute the neglect of research in
history and ideology not to the political mis
takes of the past and ideological deformations
but to Marxism-Leninism. This, the speakers 

said, is why it is important for the party to
remove the distortions of the nation’s past and
create the conditions for a Marxist understand
ing of history and of the world today. Facts and
historical specifics must be approached with
care, without empty talk, without rhetoric. The
central tasks in the social sciences, it was
stated, are: to develop Marxist studies and
shape the historical consciousness resting on
scientific achievements and understanding of
the laws of social development and helping to
assert socialist views and ideals.

The civil movement for national concord is a
new development in Poland. This movement
commenced after December 13,1981 as an ex
pression of public support for the Military
Council of National Salvation. It expresses the
people’s will to halt the disruptive activities of
anti-socialist forces, restore order, and stabilize
life in the country. National salvation commit
tees are springing up spontaneously, with the
massive participation and initiative of lower
party organizations. These committees are
composed of members of the PUWP, the United
Peasants Party, and the Democratic Party,
and also non-party people, including re
ligious people. Their principal purpose is to
safeguard socialism, stabilize the socio
economic and political situation, and promote
the nation’s alliances and its cooperation with
other CMEA countries. By embracing a wide
spectrum of ideological and civil forces, these
committees provide the foundation for a front
of national concord and the restoration of Po
land’s strength in the spirit of the resolutions of
the ninth extraordinary PUWP congress. The
line toward national concord, it was pointed
out at the conference, is also a line of struggle
against the enemies of socialism.

Close attention was given to problems such
as the party’s functions in society, its leading
role, and the character, aims, and methods used
by the socialist state. The party’s role, it was
noted, remains immutable in the present,
extraordinary conditions as well. The PUWP
charts state policy and draws up the program
for overcoming difficulties and for the coun
try’s future development. It performs this mis
sion on the basis of its gains in the period of
socialist construction. This is confirmed by its
day-to-day work, especially among the work
ing class, and its efforts to promote socialist
relations in all areas of national life.

The class essence of the state, it was said, and
also its political foundation — the worker
peasant alliance and the socialist character of
social relations, which determine the aims,
methods and foundations of the government’s
functions — are decisive. The misconceived 

July 1982 35



theories about the “moral and political unity of
the people” obscured the actual state of rela
tions in Polish society and the dimension of the
influence exercised on it by alien ideologies.
The thesis that Poland had entered the stage of
developed socialism was likewise contrary to
reality, because there was a sphere in which
socialist social relations were not predominant.
Note was made of the need to assess the course
of events, of society’s development realis
tically.

By its examination of many urgent political 

and ideological problems the conference thus
enriched the analysis of the situation in the
country and in the party and brought to light
possible ways and means of ending the crisis
and ensuring the unity of socialist society. It
emphasized that there has to be a determined
stand against the influence of the enemies of
socialism and helped to arm the party ideo
logically. It can thus be said that the all-Poland
first ideological and theoretical conference was
a major step in consolidating the PUWP’s unity
on the basis of Marxist-Leninist theory.

The footd! probSem:
search for mew solutions
Todor Bozhinov
CC Political Bureau member, Bulgarian Communist Party,
First Deputy Chairman, Council of Ministers of the PRB

REALITIES OF SOCIALISM
Concern for people is the underlying purpose
of our party’s program for building a developed
socialist society in Bulgaria. The accelerated
development of the nation’s productive forces,
the improvement of the relations of production,
and progress in various areas — all have the
welfare of people as their ultimate objective.
The 12th congress of the BCP reaffirmed that
the party’s overriding socio-economic task is to
continue the line toward the comprehensive
satisfaction of the people’s growing material,
cultural and social requirements by intensify
ing the economy, consistently applying the
new economic approach and the new eco
nomic mechanism, and achieving a further
improvement of socialist social relations.

Socialist agriculture has an important role to
play in the fulfillment of this task On it de
pends the level of food consumption, which is a
major indicator of the people’s living stan
dard. In Bulgaria much has been achieved in
this area. Suffice it to note that the nation now
annually consumes between two and three
times more meat, milk, fish and vegetables than
20 years ago. Our aim is to meet scientific
norms of food consumption. But this requires
the use of all potentialities — scientific break
throughs, technical innovations, and effective
organization. Where organization is concerned
emphasis is made on food self-sufficiency in
constellations of population centers.

Before describing these systems and giving
an idea of how self-sufficiency works, let us
note the most essential point, namely, that the
new system of food supply was made possible
by the socialist restructuring of Bulgaria’s agri
culture. Creatively applying the fundamental
principles of Lenin’s cooperative plan in Bul
garia, our party with Todor Zhivkov, General
Secretary of the CC, at its head charted its agri
cultural policy at the plenary meeting of its
Central Committee in April 1956. This.policy
has made it possible to unite all the peasants in
cooperatives of farming households. In 1958-
1960 the cooperatives were enlarged in order to
use all the advantages of socialist production.
Subsequently, the cooperatives became the
basis for agro-industrial complexes that repre
sent a qualitatively new form of organizing
work and production. Through concentration
and specialization in the complexes, agri
culture has been raised to a higher productivity
level than in the cooperatives. Bulgaria is now
among the countries with the highest level of
agricultural concentration: 300 large organ
izations cultivate 4,100,000 hectares or over
85 per cent of the arable land.

The agro-industrial complexes are patterned
on the principle of vertical integration. With
their advanced material and technical facilities,
they embrace the entire “land — end-product”
cycle, in other words, they not only grow prod
uce but also process and sell it. They have a 
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modem material-technical base. The fixed as
sets of agriculture have doubled in the past 10
years; in terms of per working person the avail
ability of power has more than doubled. Basic
farm work is now almost entirely mechanized.
The quantity of mineral fertilizer used per hec
tare went up from less than one kilo in 1948 to
174 kilos in 1979, placing Bulgaria ahead of the
USA, Italy, Canada and some other countries.
Over 25 per cent of the cultivated land is ir
rigated: this is among the highest ratios in
Europe.

The rate of intensification of agriculture is
growing rapidly. During the past 20 years
investments in terms of per 100 hectares of
arable land have more than doubled; there has
been a dramatic increase in the capacity of
mechanical and electrical motors, the number
of tractors, and the volume of mechanized
work. Every person now working in agriculture
produces 3.4 times more output than 20 years
ago. The annual grain output averages one ton
per person. There has been a substantial in
crease in the output of vegetables and fruit and
in livestock productivity.

Bulgaria’s experience of setting up agro-in
dustrial complexes is being used in some other
socialist countries and it has aroused interest in
many countries that have won liberation from
colonial oppression. Our agriculture not only
satisfies the requirements of the population and
the processing industry but also accounts for
roughly 30 per cent of the nation’s total export;
there is a stable, growing demand for its output
abroad. One of the most notable factors facilitat
ing the growth of food exports is the socialist
division of labor in the Council for Mutual Eco
nomic Assistance, in which relations are
founded on the principles of equality and
mutual benefit. The diversity of soil and clima
tic conditions and the specialization of the pro
duction of food in the countries of the commun
ity make it possible to maintain the supply of
fresh products longer, provide the population
with a larger range of food, and make farming
more profitable.

The potentialities for further concentration
and specialization in this area are, of course, far
from having been exhausted. The agro-in
dustrial complexes are the foundation of forms
of organizing work and production that widen
the sphere for the use of industrial methods. In
this context, special attention was given to a
new type of composite teams.

These teams grow all the crops on the land
attached to them. The conditions are being
created for the most effective pattern of pro
duction on this land, with a more efficient sys
tem of crop rotation and farming available land, 

including long-fallow land. Specialized
technologies requiring machines that are used
for only a few days in the course of a year are
being replaced by more universal technologies
that allow using advanced machinery and rural
labor resources evenly, throughout the year.

The new type of team is self-paying and en
joys considerable economic independence.
The agro-industrial complexes, with which the
teams sign contracts, turn over to the latter part
of their maintenance and marketing functions.
Moreover, a team may sign contracts with other
teams in its own or other complex. This co
operation allows for a more efficient use of
labor in seasonal production and for maneuver
ing resources more quickly. Team organization
of the new type ensures a higher level of labor
productivity and production efficiency, which
are the principal criteria for assessing the re
sults of work

The big composite teams are given charge of
from 2,000 to 5,000 hectares of land, and some
times even more, depending on concrete condi
tions. For example, a team in Shable, Tol
bukhin District, works 5,000 hectares of land
and consists of 100 persons, of whom 39 are
machine operators. It expends an average of
four man-hours to produce a ton of wheat,
which is standard in countries with the highest
level of agricultural development.

The grouping of population centers into con
stellations has given scope to the new forms of
organizing work with the result that there is
greater territorial and branch specialization
and concentration in agriculture. These are
constellations in which rural communities en
gage in joint production and have a common
transport and services network When socio
economic, territorial or cultural problems are
decided, each such constellation is regarded as
an entity.

The boundaries of the constellations and
agro-industrial complexes coincide. Under the
former administrative-territorial division some
of the large complexes were spread over the
territory of several communities and came
within the administrative authority of several
communal party committees and people’s
councils. Now there is unity of territorial, party,
governmental and economic direction within
the framework of one agro-industrial complex
and one constellation of population centers.
This enables them jointly to discuss and decide
any problem related to the improvement of the
patterns of production, investments and the
efficient use of labor resources. Better use is
made of available housing and the material-
technical resources of rural communities, and
living and working conditions are being
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brought up to the urban level more quickly.
This reduces migration from rural com
munities to the big towns.

The dynamic development of the productive
forces and the increased maturity of social re
lations are ensuring a consistent and compre
hensive utilization of the new economic ap
proach to the management of the economy and
other social spheres. Last year, after the princi
ples of this approach were considered at ple
nary meetings of the BCP Central Committee
and national conferences of party activists and
managerial staffs, they were approved by the
party’s 12th congress. These provide for a fuller
use of socialist commodity-money relations
and the associated economic levers in the in
terests of building a developed socialist society.

In perfecting the economic mechanism spe
cial attention is paid to clearly demarcating the
functions of the state as the owner of public
property and those of work collectives as the
masters disposing of this property. Using the
advantages of centralized planning, which is
an achievement by socialism, the central or
gans and the economic organizations are in
creasingly placing their relations with each
other on an economic foundation. Favorable
conditions are being created for direct links
between the producer and the market, while
profits are playing a growing role as the criter
ion for assessing the work of each economic
organization and work collective. This is mak
ing for a fuller account in the economy of the
law of cost and of commodity-money relations,
and consolidates socialist democracy.

"The further use of the multiple approach”
(my italics —T.B.), Todor Zhivkov said at the
12th congress of the BCP, “is a major means of
improving the structure of production nation
wide.”* The essence of the multiple approach
or the method of multiplying effectiveness lies
in organizing the economy in such a way as to
allow the benefits — innovations, technologies,
developments — obtained in one industry to be
used in all other industries where they can be
applied. This implies an extensive effort to
standardize and unify machinery and
technologies and achieve a further deepening
of specialization and cooperation.

The new forms of organizing work and pro
duction create particularly favorable condi
tions for the multiple approach in agriculture.
The integral material base, the integral techni
cal, production and social infrastructure of the

•Todor Zhivkov, Report of the Central Committee of the
Bulgarian Communist Party to the 12th Congress and the
Immediate Tasks of the Party, Sofia, 1981, p. 44 (in
Bulgarian).

agro-industrial complexes and constellations
of population centers give them the possibility
of synthesizing everything advanced that can
boost the efficiency of economic management.
Unity of branch and territorial interests is being
achieved. Many problems that could not be
coped with on a branch scale are now being
resolved. These include the rational use of
labor resources and also of land, water and
other natural wealth. Investments are being
economized and the cultural and everyday ser
vices are being improved.

All these changes necessitated the develop
ment of new forms of management consistent
with the new economic approach. The Ministry
of Agriculture and the Food Industry was re
placed by the National Agro-Industrial Union,
a voluntary economic association of state and
cooperative organizations. At each of these
organizations production covers all the pro
cesses of the cycle “land — end-product.” The
electivity of managerial bodies, cost accounting
and mutual benefit are producing new in
centives for promoting the efficiency of
management and production.

Self-sufficiency does not mean that the sup
ply of food to the population has henceforth
been allowed to drift. Social agriculture re
mains the main source of supply. The entire
responsibility for this is borne by the National
Agro-Industrial Union, the agro-industrial
complexes, and the district and communal
people’s councils. The executive committees of
these councils determine the amount and range
of agricultural products to be grown in each
constellation of population centers and the
food requirements on the basis of scientific
norms. If a given constellation is unable to pro
duce all it requires it enters into contract re
lations with other constellations that can sup
ply it with the products it needs. Centralized
state funds are not taken into account — they
are only used to supply large industrial centers.
These funds are replenished with procure
ments of agricultural produce, procurements
guaranteed by the agro-industrial complexes.

The population’s requirements in basic farm
products are thus met in the constellations of
population centers, and in this lies the sig
nificance of “self-sufficiency.” For self-
sufficiency in basic agricultural products
nationwide, a plan is drawn up on the basis of
the plans adopted in these constellations, their
contracts with each other, and their commit
ments to meet state procurements. As part of
the single plan of socio-economic development
of the constellations of population centers, it
takes into account the output and sales of farm 
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products by agro-industrial complexes and
personal and ancillary husbandries.

Within the system of self-sufficiency the
development of personal husbandries is seen
as the continuation of the development of the
social economy. This attention to personal
husbandries is thus by no means evidence of a
return to small-commodity production or a re
nunciation of the policy of concentration and
specialization. From the lectern of the 12th
congress of the BCP Todor Zhivkov said:
“There are no grounds whatever for counter
posing the social to the personal economy. The
interests of a socialist society require the
harmonious development of the social, per
sonal and ancillary economies ensured by
single planning and management at all
levels.”*

What is the objective need for the further
development of personal husbandries? The
agro-industrial complexes specialize chiefly in
the mechanized cultivation of staple crops, on
which the population depends for its supply of
basic food products. Basic but not all — the
agro-industrial complexes still do not have the
equipment for the cultivation of all food crops.
Their potentialities are limited in mountain
ous and hilly country. In such cases the per
sonal husbandry goes to the assistance of social
agriculture. In the mountains, on small plots of
land which still can only be cultivated manual
ly, the personal husbandry grows a large range
of labor-consuming but vital food and breeds
dometic livestock. It is important to note that all
this is taking place mainly with existing means
of production and saves investments and cir
culating capital.

Labor resources are used more fully with the
promotion of personal husbandries. The steady
rise of the living standard helps to lengthen life
expectancy and keep people fit. That is why
among elderly people, whose pensions are
guaranteed by our system of social security,
many wish to engage in socially useful work
under certain conditions. Housewives and, on
account of the five-day work week, practically
all people have considerable spare time, which
they want to use in personal husbandries.
Many regard such occupation as active recrea
tion, a life out of doors, and an excellent means
of restoring strength. Besides, work in a per
sonal husbandry increases society's wealth,
traditionally enjoys high prestige in Bulgaria,
and brings people additional income, in other
words, contributes to their material well
being. Needless to say, such work is not com
pulsory. It is done voluntarily and each person

•Todor Zhivkov, op. cit., p. 53. 

determines what he or she can do. Our laws
prohibit the use of hired labor in a personal
husbandry.

How does one get land for such a husbandry?
Under operating regulations the right to plots
of land is enjoyed by families that work a man
datory minimum of work-days in an agro-in
dustrial complex and also by families of peas
ant pensioners. Plots of land are given by deci
sion of a general meeting of the agro-industrial
complex and their size depends on local condi
tions, the number of people in a family, the
family’s participation in the work of the com
plex, and other factors. The maximum size is
half a hectare. The general meeting also decides
on the number of productive livestock that may
be kept in a husbandry.

However, not only people working in a com
plex can receive land. By agreement with the
given complex all people may restore aban
doned orchards and truck gardens, cultivate
unused land, or receive a plot of undeveloped
mountainous or hilly country. Here the size of a
plot may not exceed 0.2 hectare. Moreover,
people are given small plots (up to 100 square
meters) near population centers, on irrigated
land, in order to grow vegetables and fruit for
themselves. Plots on unused, unproductive,
and other inferior land are granted in perpetuity
with the right of inheritance.

Other ways are used to obtain more returns
from the land. For instance, on mountain
slopes and unproductive land the agro-in-
dustrial complexes plant orchards and the
population is given the opportunity to take in
the harvest and pay much less than usual for
the fruit.

At present, of the 4,700,000 hectares of land
cultivated in Bulgaria nearly 600,000 hectares,
or 12 per cent, are used for personal hus
bandries. It must be borne in mind that this
land remains public property. The law forbids
its sale or lease. This is a feature of the socialist
character of a personal husbandry. This charac
ter is also seen in the fact that the state sector
provides such husbandries with machines,
farm implements, seed and seedlings, livestock
for breeding and fattening, and also fertilizers
and other materials. The services I have men
tioned and also veterinary care and the pur
chase of output are the concern of local bodies
of the National Agro-Industrial Union. Agri
cultural enterprises likewise provide services
such as mechanized ploughing, chemical pro
cessing of crops, and other labor-intensive and
special operations.

The ancillary husbandries of industrial enter
prises and organizations of large towns and of
the constellations of population centers are
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being further promoted. Almost all industrial
enterprises now have such husbandries. Last
year they supplied 95 per cent of the meat
requirements of workers’ canteens and pro
duced large quantities of milk, vegetables, fruit
and eggs. Some of these husbandries not only
supply food to workers’ canteens but sell sur
pluses through shops at factories or to pro
curement agencies.

In some districts ancillary husbandries are
being developed as part of agro-industrial
complexes. On mutually beneficial terms the
agro-industrial complexes provide factories
with land, livestock, machinery, and other
means of production, while the factories ensure
their husbandries with labor and investments.
This cooperation has produced pasturages,
hothouse and hotbed husbandries, orchards,
truck gardens, and small livestock-fattening
farms.

As a result of the promotion of self-
sufficiency, an additional area of more than
50,000 hectares of unused land has been
brought under cultivation. Compared with
1977, last year saw an increase in the output of
meat by 70,000 tons, of milk by 350,000 tons, of
fruit by 378,000 tons, and of fish by 7,000 tons.
The area of orchards, vineyards and truck gar
dens has been increased and these are now
yielding much more produce.

Our party attaches great significance to the
promotion of self-sufficiency, seeing its 

potentialities in organizing the supply of a
large range of high-quality foodstuffs for the
population. In order to use these potentialities
it is vital that in the current, eighth five-year
plan period the nation should bring 99 percent
of the arable land under cultivation, introduce
intensive systems of crop rotation and funda
mentally new land cultivation technologies,
and develop high-yielding varieties and hy
brids of crops with improved genetic qualities.
This will make it possible to increase farm out
put by 20-22 per cent. We plan to produce more
than 1,200 kilos of grain per person annually.
This will resolve the problem of feed for live
stock and ensure the priority development of
livestock-breeding. Fruit and vegetables will be
grown in quantities that will keep the popula
tion supplied all year round.

Within the next 10-15 years food con
sumption in Bulgaria will be raised to scientific
norms. In terms of per person there will be an
annual average of 80 kilos of meat, 12 kilos of
fish, 265 liters of milk, 265 eggs, 180 kilos of
vegetables, and 200 kilos of fruit, both fresh and
processed. This will be the result of new forms
of organizing work and production in agri
culture in keeping with the present stage of the
building of a developed socialist society. Ful
fillment of the BCP’s program for raising the
people’s living standard is vividly showing the
advantages of the socialist system and the
socialist way of life.

A rosid
Jeronimo Carrera
CC member, CP Venezuela
Domingos Lopes
Staff member, CC, Portuguese CP
James West
CC Political Bureau member, CPUSA

REPORT FROM THE
POLISH PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC

At the invitation of the PUWP CC, a visit was
paid to Poland by a WA4R delegation, whose
members visited factories, editorial offices of
newspapers and journals, the party's city and
provincial committees and the PUWP Central
Committee. They were received by Stefan
Olszowski, CC Political Bureau member and
Secretary of the PUWP. This report was pre
pared by the members of the delegation and
tells of the Polish communists’, efforts to over
come the crisis in the country and the party.

The threat was issued in the winter. After the
attempt by the counter-revolution to seize
power was frustrated and martial law intro
duced in People’s Poland in accordance with
the constitution, the anti-socialist opposition,
which had gone into the underground, issued
this slogan: “The winter is yours, the spring
will be ours.”

First Secretary of the PUWP CC and head of
the government comrade Wojciech Jaruzelski
responded to this threat as follows: "History
cannot be reversed. The spring will be neither
‘yours’ nor ‘ours’. It will simply be Polish and
socialist.”1
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These words were backed up with weighty
arguments. A plenary meeting of the PUWP
proposed a plan for overcoming the crisis, a
plan subsequently set forth in the draft ideo
logical and programmatic declaration of the
PUWP CC “The Goals and Purposes of Our
Struggle.” The main theses of the plan were:
strengthening the party’s role, economic re
form, unification of all the people’s forces
under the slogan of national revival. The
declaration reaffirmed the solid alliance with
the fraternal socialist countries and loyalty to
the policy of peace.

We came to the country when the Polish
communists were getting down to fulfilling the
adopted plan. That was the keynote for every
one, both at the Central Committee and in the
factory party organizations. The first thing we
did was to visit the factories.
With the communists in industry
Communist workers are the party’s main force
and its organizations in industry are the most
important network of arteries linking it with
the working class. If the flow of blood is slowed
down in these arteries, the class is threatened
with a loss of coordination of its movements,
and the party with a loss of blood and
emaciation.

Bourgeois propaganda has been trying very
hard to prove that in the Polish United Work
ers’ Party this network of links has gone dead
and that it has allegedly been converted into a
“trade union of party functionaries.” Hence the
assertion that only the “umbrella” of martial
law has allegedly saved the party from final
erosion. This main theme is being plugged
along with statements that it is not the party but
only the “independent trade union Solidarity”
that has allegedly given expression to the work
ing people’s interests in Poland, while the state
and the party, by their latest acts, have finally
and irreversibly ranged themselves against the
masses.

However, here is what we witnessed at the
Rawar factory in Warsaw. We were met at the
party committee by the activists of the party
organizations. Were they staff functionaries?
No, with the exception of the first secretary of
the party committee, they were workers, tech
nicians and engineers. Indeed, not long ago
secretary Mariusz Dylewski was himself a
technician. The basis of the leading nucleus
consisted of men between the ages of 30 and 40,
and this included the first secretary and his
deputy, Piotr Tagowski, also a technician.
People of this age — and there are many of them
in the party — present a blend of experience
and unspent strength.

Mariusz Dylewski told us about the factory
and its communists.

Rawar is a high-technology enterprise turn
ing out radar installations for small ships. It is
28 years old. There is demand for the sophisti
cated instruments, the enterprise has been
growing, and has a work force of several
thousands. Just now, one in seven of them is a
communist.

We learned that the factory was a product of
Poland’s socialist industrialization and that
work there meant constant study. The collec
tive’s social achievements were worth noting:
the factory builds housing for its workers, and
runs its own holiday hotel at the seaside and a
children’s rest center in the mountains.

What he was telling us about his factory was
akin in spirit to this statement at the seventh
plenary meeting of the PUWP CC: “We have an
incontestable trump — the achievements of
People’s Poland over 37 years. ... Through a
tremendous labor effort we carried the war
devastated country from the ruins. We integrat
ed the western and northern lands with the
motherland for ever. ... The people’s power
provided jobs for millions of industrial workers
... it gave land to the peasants. Only under
socialism could Poland go so rapidly through
the first and most difficult phase of industrial
ization. ... These achievements are a solid
embodiment of the leading thought and ac
tivity of our party... of all the working people,
of the whole nation. These are abiding values.”

That is how many Poles think, and only those
who are blinded by hatred for the new society
or who consciously brush aside the facts to suit
speculative political “conceptions” can doubt
that the socialist foundations of Polish life
which have been subjected to upheavals are
standing sufficiently solid. But at the same
time, the Polish communists do not at all
minimize the gravity of the crisis which has
shaken the party and society. They understand
that in order to correct the mistakes there is a
need to assess their, causes and the scale of their
consequences realistically. The communists at
Rawar frankly shared with us their experiences
over the past 20 months. Their stories pieced
together the following picture.

The flare-up of public discontent over the
erroneous policy pursued by the old party and
state leadership was shared by many commu
nists. Like all the other working people, they
saw living standards falling, money being de
preciated, speculation spreading and corrup
tion making itself known in various places,
including the highest levels. But for a long time
the sharpening contradictions were papered
over, instead of being exposed. Use was made 
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of a kind of economic varnishing, when wages
were raised despite the fact that labor produc
tivity was falling; and there was ideological
varnishing as well: an analysis of the actual
situation was replaced with panegyrics about
actual and imaginary achievements. Many saw
this, but an atmosphere was maintained in the
party which made it impossible to criticize the
distortions of the Leninist principles of social
ist construction effectively.

As a result, when the malaise that was being
driven inside eventually broke out on the sur
face, the communists in the localities were —
through the fault of the leadership — to some
extent left ideologically and organizationally
disarmed in the face of the crisis.

The gist of the process in that period is now
becoming clear: having failed to find adequate
understanding and support from the party in
the early months of the crisis, the workers
sought a form for expressing their interests.
That is when the galvanized anti-socialist op
position smuggled in the idea of an “independ
ent trade union.” The opposition had its own
purposes, but it managed to involve the work
ing people in realizing them through “Solidari
ty.” Not all the communists by far saw through
this move right away. At that time, nearly one-
third of the party members at Rawar then joined
Solidarity.

How do the Rawar communists assess the
activity of Solidarity today? Here are their
answers to our question.

Technician Piotr Tagowski, deputy secretary
of the party committee, says:

“Initially, the slogans of Solidarity looked
attractive: order in the economy, more em
phasis on democratic principles, a drive
against bureaucratic practices and corruption.
But the methods which it began to use tended
to turn these slogans inside out. The strikes, the
split-up of the collective into groups and hos
tility with the management led to anarchy and
dislocation, and consequently, to an even
further worsening of life and even a loss of that
which socialism has given.”

Veteran worker Stanislaw Zalewski, for 26
years a fitter at Rawar and a PUWP member
since 1952, said:

“As a result of all this activity, three trade
unions took shape at the plant: apart from Sol
idarity, also a sectoral and an autonomous
union. Does that kind of division benefit the
workers? We had arguments about the length of
the working week. The sectoral trade union,
looking to the interests of the enterprise, pro
posed 42.5 hours. Solidarity — 42 hours. The
Solidarity leaders were not worried that their
proposal would further disorganize the work.

In order to win over more people to their side,
they resorted not only to cheap demagogy but
also to intimidation. When workers refused to
strike they were attacked by ‘activists,’ as
though they were in the wrong. If that is
‘democracy,’ the workers have no need for it.”

The basic ideas were summed up by Mariusz
Dylewski:

“By early 1981, we, communists, were be
ginning to realize that behind the new trade
union there operated an organized force which
had succeeded in using the support of a sizable
section of the workers. Characteristically, we
frequently managed to reach agreement with
the factory leaders of Solidarity, who were
themselves workers. But they went to consult
with their regional committee and returned to
go back on their agreements. The leaders did
everything to push them into confrontation
with the communists. The old policy under
which the workers’ demands failed to find
understanding and support led to a situation in
which the collective began to express mistrust
even for what the factory communists were
saying. It was especially hard to defend our
stand in the nervous atmosphere maintained at
the enterprise by Solidarity, which kept threat
ening to stage strikes. Still, we began to win
over more people in the summer of 1981. There
are now very many of them, but there are also
quite a few of those who are still in opposition
to us. A program for overcoming the crisis has
been put forward. It needs to be backed up with
action. As the plans are translated into life, the
ranks of those who trust and support us will
grow.”

That is how the factory communists sought
out these developments, and the whole party is
doing the same thing. There is a special com
mission under the PUWP CC whose task is to
analyze the country’s development over the
past several decades and to bring out the causes
behind the crisis phenomena.

The party believes that an important factor in
preventing a recurrence of mistakes is the crea
tion of a favorable atmosphere for constructive
criticism and vigorous observance of Lenin's
principles of democratic centralism. Just now,
for the first time over the past 2 0 years, there is a
discussion throughout the whole party of the
document "The Goals and Purposes of Our
Struggle.” The purpose of the discussion is to
unite the party on a coherent ideological and
organizational platform.

There is also a discussion throughout the
country on the shape the trade unions are to
take. The re-establishment of the trade unions
is now being prepared by social and everyday
affairs commissions working at enterprises and 
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other establishments. They deal with all the
problems relating to the work and rest of the
members of their collectives. The communists
are taking an active part in the activity of these
commissions.

Conversations are being held in party
organizations for the purpose of helping each
communist to define his social stand more pre
cisely. During the crisis, many confused or dis
appointed men and women left the party. At
the time, some careerists reckoned that they
would benefit by switching from the party to
Solidarity. In that period, the party organiza
tion at Rawar shrank by roughly 15 per cent,
and, as we were told at the Warsaw city com
mittee, by 10 per cent in the whole of the
capital.

Both the factory communists and workers of
the party’s governing bodies whom we met,
were unanimous on this point: the main thing
in the party is not the number of members, but
their conviction and activity. In the course of
these conversations, it strengthens and purifies
its ranks. Just now, most of those who had
failed to stand the test are gone, so that relative
ly few are being expelled in the process of
purification: by mid-April, when we were at
the Warsaw Committee, they numbered 400
out of more than, 170,000 communists in the
capital.

One of the primary tasks, the Polish commu
nists told us, is to re-establish the working-class
character of the PUWP. Just now, the commu
nists are not satisfied with its working-class
foundation: in a party of 2.5 million members,
workers make up some 40 per cent. The
pyramid of the party’s social composition still
tends to narrow down somewhat to the bottom,
and there is a need to enlarge its base.

The most striking impression from our meet
ing with the Rawar communists was their urge
to get down to “real work.” There is a lot of
meaning in these simple words of the party
secretary Mariusz Dylewski, and it includes
their determination not to sidestep the difficul
ties, not to keep silent about the shortcomings,
and to translate all their plans and promises
into deeds. Such an urge is a necessary condi
tion for coping with the highly difficult prob
lems facing the country, including economic
problems, the most vital ones.
If not we, then who?
An economic program for pulling out of the
crisis was put before the country and the people
in the summer of 1981 by the ninth extraordi
nary congress of the PUWP. By then, the party
leadership had been renewed. An assurance of
stronger ties between the leadership and the 

party masses was the election of the Central
Committee with the broadest representation of
the working class and the peasantry on the
highest party body in the party’s history. All of
this showed that the party was beginning to
move out of the crisis and was capable of lead
ing the country, and that the vector of social
attitudes, which swung from one extreme to
another, was gradually turning away from Sol
idarity. In an effort to preserve its positions, the
counter-revolution put its stake on inflating a
confrontation between the anti-socialist forces,
and the state and the party. Its purpose was an
ambitious one: to decapitate the popular power
and the PUWP. But this stake was beaten.
Nevertheless, the counter-revolutionary forces
managed to delay the start on fulfillment of the
economic renewal program. The time to do this
has now come.

The eighth plenary meeting of the PUWP CC
was held in April to discuss economic prob
lems. Only a party enjoying broad support from
the working people and capable of applying the
universal principles of Marxism-Leninism in a
country’s specific conditions can hope to in
spire and organize the people for tackling
economic problems that require the utmost ef
fort, the plenary meeting emphasized.

Poland’s specific conditions are complicated
and multifaceted, but they are in evidence on
every hand. We travelled to the major industrial
center of Lodz during the spring farming opera
tions. The fields were mostly long strips of land
with an area from one to several tens of hec
tares. (In order to make use of all the fallow land
— and it comes to about 1 million hectares — a
decision has now been taken to increase the
size of allotment to 50 hectares, and in the
western and northern lands to 100 hectares.)
More than three-quarters of the Polish farmland
is owned by 2.8 million individual households.
We had occasion to see how the farmland was
worked by small tractors, while many peasants
strode across the fields behind horse-driven
ploughs or harrows. Although socialist agra
rian transformations were effected in Poland in
the preceding period, this was done slowly and
on a limited scale.

We were some 10 kilometers away from Lodz
when we caught sight of the impressive dome
of a cathedral on the outskirts of the city. We
heard that it had been built not very long ago.
The Catholic Church is extremely influential in
the country, especially among the peasants,
and this influence is to be reckoned with in
putting through any political decisions.

On the whole, Poland is at a somewhat dif
ferent stage of socialist development as com
pared with its neighbors. The eighth plenary 
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meeting of the PUWP CC said: “Only if we
succeed in deepening and strengthening the
socialist principles in our social life will we be
able to speak of entry upon the stage of de
veloped socialism.”2 That is why it is wrong to
extrapolate to all the socialist countries any
conclusions drawn from an analysis of Polish
developments. Polish contradictions are also
deeply rooted in the inadequate development
of socialist elements in the society.

Incidentally, we had the impression that this
was evident even in the face of Lodz itself. The
city once took shape almost spontaneously,
from textile mills and barrack-room workers’
settlements around them as these emerged in
the middle of the 19th century. Of course, in the
years of people’s power, new roads were laid
and major public buildings and well-appointed
working-class neighborhoods built, but for the
time being, the new and the old continue to
neighbor here virtually on an equal footing.
That is why, among other things, some social
problems, including the housing problem, con
tinue to be acute in Lodz. More than one-half of
the Lodz working class are women. Solidarity
managed to use the specifics of Lodz when in
September of last year, staging its action against
fulfillment of the decisions of the ninth con
gress of the PUWP, it organized a women’s
demonstration provocatively called a “hunger
march.”

There were supply difficulties, but “hunger”
was a long way off. But there is no doubt that
such mass action has a strong influence on
people’s mentality and can determine the
thinking and feelings of their participants for a
long time. What is now the mood among the
women textile workers?

We spoke with several spinners at the Gwar-
dia Ludowa, one of the biggest worsted mills.
The women did not, of course, feel any delight
either over the martial law conditions or of the
food rationing system now in operation in the
country, but we were still left with the impres
sion that they understood the forced necessity
of these measures.

One woman told us: “It is quieter this way. Of
course, prices are high and there is a shortage of
some foodstuffs, but everything that is due is
issued under the card system (for instance,
workers-are allowed 3.5 kg. of meat a month),
the rationing system is fair and is well
organized.”

This woman was a participant in the Sep
tember march but, it is true, she did not want to
speak about it. When we asked her what, in her
view, should be done to overcome the
economic difficulties, she replied:

“One must work. If one is to have food and 

clothing, someone has to make them.”
Communist Jan Czyz, the veteran director of

the mill, told us after our conversation with the
spinners:

"Many have now come to realize that one has
to rely above all on oneself, on one’s work. That
is a new mood. In the past, they expected some
one else to solve their problems for them.”

The communists are doing everything to
maintain this mood and labor discipline. On
the whole, they are succeeding in their effort.
Of the 2,800 persons working at the factory, 650
are communists, or nearly one in four. They are
working actively to implement the reform
which was expressively characterized for us by
the mills economic director Wieslaw Muszel,
who said:

“The formula for action is 'Three S’: self-suf
ficiency, self-management and self-financing.”

It is true that before this formula has been
fully implemented yet another factor is helping
to arrange production: raw materials and
intermediate products from the Soviet Union.
In the past, the bulk of the wool and synthetic
fiber was received by the Gwardia Ludowa mill
from capitalist countries. The “sanctions”
mounted against Poland by the United States
and its allies have cut off these deliveries. Pro
duction would have stopped but for the aid
from the USSR, which has helped to keep the
mill running at 70-80 per cent of capacity.

Upon our return from Lodz to Warsaw, we
had a circumstantial conversation at the Coun
cil of Ministers of the Republic with Professor
Zdzislav Sadowski, deputy government repre
sentative for the economic reform (a post equal
to the rank of minister). We heard much of what
was said in the conversation as a kind of com
mentary on what we had seen in Lodz. But you
can judge for yourself.

Concerning the dependence of enterprises on
capitalist deliveries:

“Thdse who directed economic policy in the
1970s,” Zdzislav Sadowski said, "assumed that
credit and extended purchases of licenses
could help to develop industries which deter
mine scientific and technical progress: elec
tronics, chemistry, engineering, and so on. The
change in the structure of industry should have
led to a change in the structure of exports. It was
assumed that Poland would be able to export
not only coal and copper, but also high-tech
nology products — something that would be
much more profitable. But practice showed the
flimsiness of these schemes based on hopes of
obtaining boundless ‘aid’ from the capitalists.
Of the 400 purchased licenses, one in ten
turned out to be unprofitable. Besides, the new
technologies were poorly applied while our 
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own going lines of production were closed
down. The credit debt was run up to tremen
dous proportions, and the economy found itself
technically dependent on foreign industry. Im
ports kept growing, while exports increased
insignificantly, and the structure of exports
changed slowly. Poland found itself in a credit
trap out of which it was hard to escape.”

Concerning the shortage of foodstuffs and
prime necessities:

“Investments in the heavy industry were un
justifiably large,” Professor Sadowski said.
“Several large-scale programs were being im
plemented simultaneously. Hundreds of bil
lions of zlotys were invested in hydrotechnical
works on the Wisla, and in the construction of
the Katowice metallurgical combine. None of
this could have brought in returns earlier
than 20-25 years. Meanwhile, investments in
agriculture, in industries working for it and in
the manufacture of consumer goods were small.

“The government failed to ensure the correct
price policy, the growth of wages was not
backed up with rising labor productivity and
the purchasing power of money declined.

“In effect, the country lived beyond its
means, spending more than it earned. Some
economists and party leaders warned of the
dangers of neglecting economic laws, but un
fortunately their warnings went unheeded.”3

Concerning reliance on one’s own strength,
on reform, i.e., the ‘Three S’: self-sufficiency,
self-management, and self-financing:

“First of all,” Professor Sadowski said, “the
reform is not confined to these ‘Three S’. It is
also important to improve centralized plan
ning, which must ensure the interests of the
whole state in economic strategy. This means
that planning must be more solidly grounded
and start from long-term prognostication. It
must also rely to a much greater extent on the
advantages offered by socialist integration
within the framework of the Council for Mutu
al Economic Assistance. Indeed, the ‘Three S’
mean that enterprises are to have considerable
freedom in the sphere of economic tactics.
They are to work out their own plans, the struc
ture of production, in short, to shape their
economy. Wages are made directly dependent
on the production results achieved. Everything
must be calculated in the light of one’s own
resources, potentialities, flexibility in the use of
the situation, enterprise and initiative. Tactics
are geared to the interests of society as a whole
through the use of economic regulators which
remain in the hands of the organs of the state.

“Just now, in the critical conditions, the
greatest advantages will be given to the in
dustries on which supplies for agriculture and 

the production of the prime necessities depend.
That is the first priority. In order to fulfil it,
encouragement is being given to the develop
ment of small-scale production which can do a
great deal in the sphere of the services. Poland
has to provide itself with food, clothing and
footwear.”

Concerning the importance of assistance
from the fraternal countries:

“The socialist countries,” Sadowski con
tinued, “have given Poland in this hour of trial
tremendous and gratuitous assistance running
to billions of zlotys. Over and above the exist
ing agreements, we were additionally supplied
with large quantities of foodstuffs and con
sumer goods, transport facilities and tractors.
The Soviet Union responded to the proposal to
make use of unloaded production capacities in
Polish industry and has been supplying raw
materials for our textile mills which had been
imported from freely convertible currency
countries. Soviet-Polish cooperation is also
being extended in the electronics industry, and
in ferrous and non-ferrous metallurgy.

“Poland is not giving up its trade with the
capitalist world. But, I repeat, extension and
deepening of relations with our closest friends,
the CMEA countries, will be the main aspect
of our external economic policy.”

We find, therefore, that what we encountered
in Lodz tends to be projected to the overall
processes of economic development in Poland.

“The present period is marked with unusual
difficulties,” it was said at the eighth plenary
meeting of the PUWP CC. “But from the histor
ical standpoint it is no more than an episode
that is soon outlived. We must find the main
reserves in our own selves, in our own
strength. ”4As we read these words, we seemed
once again to hear the voices of the spinner
from Lodz, the factory director Jan Czyz, and
Professor Zdzislav Sadowski. They were, in ef
fect, saying the same thing: if not we, then
who?
For national accord
The seventh plenary meeting of the PUWP CC
dealt with the normalization of the inner politi
cal situation and the re-establishment of the
party’s leading role. The economic problems of
pulling out of the crisis were considered at the
eighth plenary meeting. In May, the Seym met
in session to consider the attainment of na
tional accord. The party and the state began to
implement consistently the program for over
coming the crisis.

The party is carrying on its struggle for na
tional accord under this slogan: “He who is not
against us can be with us.” Under this slogan, 
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national revival committees are being set up in
the country. Together with the communists,
they include members of the United Peasant
and Democratic Parties, non-party citizens,
young people and Catholics. The day-to-day
work in the committees includes the explana
tion of the program for overcoming the crisis, a
thousand and one apparently minor things on
which tranquillity of life in the home, in the
street, in the district depends. Without these
everyday capillary actions it is impossible to
re-establish normal life in the society. How
many national revival committees are there?
During our visit to Poland in April, there were
150 of them in Warsaw, and over 6,000
throughout the country.

From the end of last year and the beginning
of this one, the PUWP has gradually been
invigorating its activity as the main generator of
the centripetal forces in Polish society. So long
as that activity waned, the party was
“demagnetized,” the field of its influence
weakened, the power lines of the social bonds
broke up and were tangled. The party is now
re-establishing them.

The draft of the PUWP’s ideological-pro
grammatic declaration emphasizes that the line
of the Polish system constituting the alliance
between the PUWP and the United Peasant and
Democratic Parties has stood the test. The Seym
and the people’s councils are working. The
party seeks to solve the question of the activity
of the trade unions and is discussing it with the
workers.

However, apart from the centripetal forces in
the Polish society there are also the centrifugal
forces which inject chaos into the structure of
social ties. There is an underground extremist
Solidarity leadership, which from time to time
sharply pulls the strings which still run from it
to some groups in Polish society. It was no
accident that at the time when the Seym was
discussing the question of national accord, in
the same hours, anti-government disorders or
chestrated from similar scores broke out in sev
eral large cities in the country. One is left with
the impression that the extremist forces do not
want to see martial law lifted, do not want to
have stabilization.

This Polish martial law, what is it? Is it actu
ally the way some bourgeois papers and jour
nals report? Well, there is of course, nothing
pleasant in the curfew under which no one may
leave his home after 23.00 hours without a spe
cial pass, or in the military patrols one will
meet in the streets of Warsaw, But in the day
time there is the usual hubbub in the city streets
and the famous Polish theaters are packed —
even if their performances start an hour earlier.

Much play was made of the martial law situa
tion in the musical entitled “A Festival for One
Hundred Zlotys” which we went to see at War
saw’s Syrena theater.

The measures which help to ensure the nor
mal operation of enterprises or to cut short the
activity of counter-revolutionary elements and
also of robbers, thieves and speculators are, of
course, exceptionally important and they re
main in force. When the anarchy was in full
swing, these anti-social elements had a field
day. Now they find the going tough. We were
told that the crime rate has dropped sharply.

The external and the internal anti-socialist
forces constitute a united front. They are now
trying to create the impression that in Poland
the state and the party are putting through their
plans only with the use of force. That has no
thing in common with the reality which we
witnessed.

The Polish communists are now taking a
principled stand to work for the fulfillment of
the program to overcome the crisis through
persuasion and explanation. The authorities
resort to administrative measures only in the
most extreme cases. The ideals of socialist con
struction cannot be renewed through martial
law — and the party has never expected to do
so. It regards martial law as an instrument for
combating counter-revolution and anarchy.
The in-depth hotbeds of the crisis are being put
out by different means. Political problems will
be solved by political means. The moral and
ideological crisis, which is also in evidence in
the society, was largely caused by the fact that
some of its age and social groups — young
people and intellectuals — assumed that the
ideals of socialism had been devalued. “A neu
tral field increased in the minds of the young
generation. It overgrew with weeds. Is that not
the source of the disappointment, the ideo
logical emptiness, which our adversaries so
easily invade?”5

Only purposeful and honest ideological
work can help to weed the field of spiritual
interests and to plant it with fruit-bearing
crops. The party is renewing this sphere of
activity. A Polish Ideological and Theoretical
Conference held in the spring marked a turning
point in the consolidation of the PUWP’s ideo
logical forces.6 In his speech at the conference,
Wojciech Jaruzelski said: “Some claim that we
now suffer not so much from a lack of theory
and ideology as from a shortage of goods, that
is, roughly speaking, bread. That is not true!
There is here no either-or dilemma. There is a
need both for the former and for the latter. The
shortage of bread is caused, in particular, by the
neglect of ideological principles, by the 
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voluntarism, which over the past nearly 20
months were amplified by demagogy, the
ideology of social destruction which is alien to
socialism and the vital interests of the Polish
people.”7

Creative ideological work, Jerzi Mazurek,
Secretary of the PUWP’s Warsaw City Commit
tee, told us, will help to re-establish the true
ideals of socialist development in the minds of
the young people and intellectuals.

The comrades with whom we spoke at the
PUWP CC emphasized that in working for na
tional accord the party has no intention of mak
ing any ideological concessions. Nor does it
accept the old slogan of moral and political
unity, which was spread about in the 1970s and
which merely served to cover up the contra
dictions which were developing in Polish soci
ety. It also rejects the demand made by Solidar
ity for a “big coalition,” in which the PUWP,
the opposition and the church are to be partners
with equal rights. National accord, as the de
cisions of the seventh plenary meeting of the
PUWP CC reaffirmed, is possible only on the
basis of recognition of the country’s socialist
way of development and the leading role of the
working class party in this development.

Toward the end of our trip we had a con
versation with comrade Stefan Olszowski, who
dealt with some of the most important or in
sufficiently clear aspects of the situation in the
country.

"Tragedy?” Stefan Olszowski queried, when
one of us used the word to assess the develop
ments in Poland. “No, I would still prefer the
word ‘crisis.’ Of course, the experiences of
many people were tragic, but developments
stopped short of a national tragedy, although
that is what the extremist leaders of the opposi
tion were preparing. They spoke of an uprising,
fanned hysteria in the society, and were not
deterred by the danger of civil war. These men
and their sponsors from abroad, including
those in the imperialist intelligence services,
believed the task to set up their own order in the
country to be an easy one. Things turned out
differently. The state and the party were
weakened, although they retained considerable
forces which the counter-revolution under
estimated. When we discovered that it was al
together impossible to reach agreement with
the Solidarity leaders, we took a difficult but
necessary decision to introduce martial law. Of
course, the Polish communists would have
continued the struggle for people’s power even
without martial law. We are also sure that even
if the struggle had developed into a civil war, it
would have ended in a victory for the socialist 

forces. But then the victory would have cost
many lives.”

The party seeks to make an in-depth analysis
of the mistakes for which, Olszowski said, the
responsibility falls even on those who took a
critical attitude to the policy pursued before the
crisis and who were removed from the leader
ship. Major mistakes were made in the econ
omy. The "sanctions” now being enforced by
the United States and its allies against Poland
complicate the situation, but they will not make
us change Poland’s policy whether foreign or
domestic. The Polish people have reliable
friends, who are helping them to overcome the
crisis. And we shall overcome it, he added,
although the counter-revolution still has
definite strength and the struggle against it will
be protracted.

The nature and structure of trade unions in
the country is one of the key political problems
now at the stage of solution.

“Without anticipating the results of the dis
cussion,” comrade Olszowski said, “I should
like to express my own view. The trade unions
must defend the interests of the workers by
industry. The regional structure of the trade
union organizations induces them to lose touch
with the life of the enterprises and other
establishments, and to undertake functions
which are not proper to the trade unions. They
must be an independent organization, and not
one ranged against the party, but one rec
ognizing its leading role.”

Considering some aspects of the on-going
economic reform, Olszowski said that the party
pinned great hopes on it. Of course, there is a
need to keep close watch on how the various
innovations influence practice, and on whether
they have any side effects. For instance, there is
some surplus of labor-power in the country.
The reform will lead to a reduction in the
number of workers at the enterprises. But the
party and the state believe it to be their duty to
prevent unemployment. For that purpose, so
cial activation funds are being set up to help
provide jobs.

The reform of wholesale and retail prices has
had an important role to play. There has been a
two or three-fold increase in retail prices. This
is a tough reform, because it has absorbed all
the objectively necessary changes that had not
been put through earlier on. Although various
kinds of compensation are being introduced for
low-income families, the living standard has
declined because of the higher prices. Under
standably, this cannot cause any joy, and still
the majority has met the reform with
understanding.

The main thing is to supply the population 
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with foodstuffs and the prime necessities. In
order to solve this problem as swiftly as possi
ble, much attention is being given to small
enterprises and the development and con
solidation of agriculture in all its sectors: state,
cooperative and peasant family holdings.

Ahead lies difficult work in every sphere, in
party and state construction, in ideology and
culture. This work is both diverse and uniform
in character, because it is determined by the
main principle: Poland’s future lies on the way
of continued socialist construction.

In winter, the party promised that the spring
will remain socialist. The few days we spent in
Poland in the spring of 1982 testified that the
party’s word is its bond. The three of us, com
munists from capitalist countries lying on three
continents, returned from this short trip with
the profound conviction that the PLJWP is truly
doing everything to overcome the crisis and
assert its leading role by winning broad support
from a majority of the people. We are well
aware that Poland’s problems are difficult ones.
Besides, external anti-socialist forces, headed
by the U.S. imperialists, have not given up their
desperate attempts to complicate these prob
lems and to undermine the cause of socialism 

by organizing anti-Polish campaigns and plots.
It seems that these problems will take a long
time to solve. We voice our full solidarity with
the PUWP in its present activity and its plans
for the future.

The Polish people are resolved to build a
strong socialist state, and we wish them every
success in this endeavor.

1. Trybuna Ludu, Januaiy 25, 1982.
2. Trybuna Ludu, April 26, 1982.
3. In the capitalist countries, communists are now fre

quently asked this question: "Don't the events in Poland
prove that crises are organic to socialism?" In its declara
tion "The Goals and Purposes of Our Struggle,” the PUWP
replies: “In learning the lessons of our defeats, we must
bear in mind that the source of our weaknesses lies in the
departure from the principles of Marxism-Leninism. It lies
in the inability to make creative use of them in Polish
conditions. In their stereotype interpretation. In the
bureaucratic and technocratic tendencies which emerged
and grew in the 1970s in economic and social policy and
in the exercise of power incompatible with the interests of
the working class. We are deeply convinced that crises do
not have to accompany the development of socialism."
The PUWP believes that the crisis is not rooted in the
nature of socialism, but in its deformation.

4. Trybuna Ludu, April 26, 1982.
5. Trybuna Ludu, January 25, 1982.
6. For details, see the article in this issue by W.

Rogowski.
7. Trybuna Ludu, April 3-4, 1982.

The Anglo°Argemitine conflict and]
the affitode of the commimiriiosts

The following two contributions were re
ceived before the British invasion of the Falk
land Islands (Malvinas) got under way. The
communists of both Argentina and Britain see
this conflict as an offshoot of the vicious poli
cies pursued by imperialism, and the entire
responsibility for the dangerous effects of this
new hotbed of war must be imputed to it.

IMPERIALIST ROOTS OF THE CRISIS

Mario Jose Grabivker
CC member, Communist Party of Argentina
For almost a century and a half Argentina has
been trying to regain sovereignty over the Mal
vinas, which the British had taken by force.
Essentially speaking, the problem boils down
to eradicating the shameful and painful legacy
of the epoch of colonial bondage. The main
obstacle has been that official London wrecked
all attempts to have constructive talks, and this
wrecking grew increasingly more blatant with
the confirmation of the assumption that in the 

zone of the archipelago there are large deposits
of oil, manganese, and uranium in addition to
the enormous wealth in the offshore waters.

The Argentine people have always upheld
the principle of national sovereignty. This is
their stand relative to the Malvinas as well. The
working people regard this issue as part of the
general struggle of the continent’s peoples
against colonialism and, at the same time, as a
major element of the movement for democracy
in Argentina. This is precisely how the issue is
addressed by our party’s program, adopted by
the 13th congress in 1969. The program stres
ses that it is vital to secure “the return of the
Malvinas, the withdrawal of the United States
from Panama, the independence of Puerto Rico,
the transfer of Guantanamo to Cuba, and the
return to their rightful owners of those terri
tories of the American continent still under
colonial rule, or the granting of independence
to them.”*

•Program? del Partido Comunista de la Argentina,
Buenos Aires, 1974, p. 51.
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The conflict over the Malvinas brought
Argentina into confrontation not only with Bri
tain, but also with the USA. Washington has
long had its eye on the South Atlantic, but
lately it has been sharply escalating its efforts to
draw Argentina into its expansionist plans and,
at the same time, seize control of the wealth of
the Malvinas.

The Reagan administration is out to reinforce
U.S. domination throughout the Latin Ameri
can region, which was at one time seen as the
“backyard” of American imperialism. Its objec
tive is to break the liberation movement of the
peoples of Latin America and the Caribbean, a
movement that has now reached un
precedented proportions. The White House is
not fastidious about the means it is using in its
attempts to reverse the progressive changes in
Nicaragua, brings pressure to bear on Cuba, and
helps the junta in El Salvador.

In the context of its imperial plans
Washington regarded Argentina as a potential
ally and a suitable candidate for the role of its
policeman in our region. To this end it was
planned to have military bases on the Malvinas
and in south Argentina and exploit natural
wealth for the profit of U.S. and British
monopolies. In the long run, this spelled out
economic, political and military control of the
whole of Argentina’s Patagonia, the Malvinas,
and the expanses of the Atlantic Ocean wash
ing our shores, in other words, the strategic
zone of the contemplated military bloc to sup
plement NATO.

Washington maintained unceasing pressure
on the successive governments in Argentina.
Relying on the most reactionary elements in the
country, it interfered in Argentine politics and
gave its backing to the military regime that has
been in power for the past six years but found
no support among the people.

Democratic rights have been abolished.
Hundreds of Argentines are in prison or listed
as “disappeared.” Political parties and trade
unions have been banned. The economic poli
cy, geared to suit the imperialist monopolies
and the financial oligarchy, has led to un
employment, emigration, and a cutback of the
working people’s living standard.

The crisis gripping the nation has evoked the
growing anger of the people, who are taking the
road of an organized struggle. Sharp conflicts
have erupted even in government circles. This
has generated a new political situation.

Actions by the people are undercutting the
strength of the military regime and, despite
resistance from it, are leading to some liberal
ization of political life. But the most important
thing is that the consciousness of the working 

people is rising gradually and their actions are
becoming more organized.

The mass demonstrations conducted on
March 30, 1982 were events of immense sig
nificance. The working people filled the streets
to protest against the policy that has brought
our country to the brink of catastrophe. They
demanded freedoms and democratic rights. In
the face of repression the people articulated
their aspirations and demonstrated the grow
ing unity of the democratic forces.

This was the situation just before April 2,
when the Argentine Government decided to
regain sovereignty over the Malvinas.

There are a number of reasons and factors
motivating this step. These include the justified
patriotic feelings of the Argentine people,
many generations of whom had fought rem
nants of colonialism, and the influence of
various nationalistic trends, both civilian and
military. It is not to be excluded that this was a
political maneuver of a government hoping to
divert the working people’s attention from in
ternal difficulties.

As regards the method used by the military
regime to liberate the islands, our party believes
that had Argentina had a democratic govern
ment enjoying the support of the people it
might have achieved these legitimate aims by
other means. It might have been possible, say,
to mobilize the working people for political
actions, to rely on international organizations,
and have recourse to the assistance of friendly
governments and states.

But whatever motivated the decision of April
2, its significance cannot be denied. At the sit
ting of the Political Commission of the CPA’s
Central Committee on April 16, General Secre
tary Athos Fava declared: “The return of a colo
nial enclave to the Argentines after almost 150
years of British rule is objectively an anti-im
perialist act. It cannot be assessed otherwise,
although this does not depend on the will of
those who accomplished it.”

The liberation of the Malvinas caused an
eruption of patriotic feeling among the people
that has nothing in common with chauvinism.
Political parties (with the CPA among the first),
the workers’ and public organizations declared
their unequivocal support for the restoration of
national sovereignty over the archipelago. But,
at the same time, they demanded economic,
political and social changes, and the restoration
of civil rights.

The declaration issued by the Political
Commission of the CPA Central Committee on
May 12 speaks of the need for a faster quest for a
non-military settlement in order to keep the
peace and safeguard Argentina’s inalienable 
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rights. It names the priorities: the immediate
cessation of hostilities; negotiations with the
participation of the UN Secretary-General to lay
down a reasonable time-limit for the restoration
of our sovereignty over the islands and estab
lish norms to protect the interests of the present
inhabitants of the islands, the convocation of
the UN Security Council to consider these
issues.

The Communist Party, the declaration says,
holds that regardless of the character of the
mutual concessions that may be made at the
negotiations, Argentina should under no cir
cumstances relinquish its sovereignty over the
islands. No foreign power should be allowed to
have military bases on the islands. Moreover, it
is the firm conviction of the communists that
mediation by the U.S. government cannot be
accepted.

To pursue this course, which has the support
of the vast majority of the Argentine people,
steps must be taken to reconsider the economic
policy that has weakened the nation’s defense
capability through the cutback in production. It
is important to ensure the participation of the
people in decision-making through representa
tive bodies, for which purpose the ban on polit
ical parties and trade unions must be lifted and
the operation of the constitution restored.

In the view of the communists, the military
government should invite all parties and public
organizations to discuss and adopt a joint
minimum program. A decision must be taken
on the ways and means of implementing this
program and on the character of the govern
ment needed to ensure victory for the nation’s
just cause.

The people of Argentina have emphatically
denounced the imperialist policies of the USA
and Britain. This is unquestionably contribut
ing to the shaping of an anti-imperialist public
consciousness. Moreover, all strata of the popu
lation, including the armed forces, have seen
the vicious and aggressive policy of inter
national reaction in all its ugliness. On the
other hand, they are becoming increasingly
convinced that they have the growing soli
darity of the peoples of Latin America (of Cuba,
Nicaragua, and El Salvador in the first place),
the countries of the nonaligned movement, and
the socialist community.

The Anglo-Argentine conflict has taught a
major lesson in the context of understanding
the specifics of the international situation.
Being a clash between countries belonging to
the world capitalist system, it has dem
onstrated that today the big imperialist pow
ers do not shrink from bringing military pres
sure to bear even on countries whose govern

ments are on the same side of the barricades as
themselves. Further, it has become obvious that
the present tensions in contradictions between
them may quite possibly lead to military con
flicts within this system. Lastly, Britain’s
Conservative Government and the White
House, which supports it, have dropped the
mask of “champions of the sovereign rights of
nations” and shown once more that the world
is threatened not by mythical “Soviet expan
sion” but by imperialism’s very real policy of
aggression.

By siding with Britain, the USA stands op
posed to the whole of Latin America.
Washington has flouted the very same inter
American mutual assistance treaty it has im
posed on the continent. A critical stand toward
the USA has been adopted not only by those of
the region’s nations that are pursuing an inde
pendent foreign policy but also by govern
ments that have traditionally taken their cue
from the White House.

The situation in the South Atlantic springs
from the general crisis of the capitalist system,
indicates the extent to which that crisis has
been aggravated, and imperils world peace.
Deep cracks have appeared in the edifice of
imperialist domination in Latin America. This
is what has prompted the sharp activation of
aggressive actions by imperialism. Relying on
international solidarity, in this situation
Argentina’s communists and other progressive
forces are orienting themselves on the defense
of national sovereignty and stepping up the
struggle for social progress.

THE MADNESS OF MILITARY GAMBLES

Gerry Pocock
EC Political Commission member,
Communist Party of Great Britain
We write at a time of major armed conflict
between Britain and Argentina over the Falk
land Islands (Malvinas) that has already re
sulted in the loss of many lives and an enor
mous economic cost. It is a chilling reminder of
how near we are to catastrophe that could have
incalculable consequences for world peace.
These developments are evidence of how ter
rifyingly easy it is for even a minor dispute to
escalate into a major international military
conflict.

The Communist Party of Great Britain sees its
first and main task in the period of the conflict
to do all in its power to change British policy
from a course of escalation to a negotiated
settlement. That is why the immediate de
mands must be for a ceasefire, an end to hostili
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ties, and negotiations through the United Na
tions. We welcomed the motion, now sup
ported by 76 Labour MPs, one Scottish Nation
al MP, and two Plaid Cymru1 MPs, calling for an
immediate truce in the war before more lives are
lost.

The CPGB Political Committee issued a
statement on April 9 in which we demanded
the recall of the task force, condemned the
Argentine military takeover, and called for
negotiations through the United Nations. We
made clear our view that Britain’s claim to
sovereignty over the Falklands is a hangover
from this country’s colonial past and should be
ended.

The labor and all peace and progressive
movements in Great Britain owe an enormous
debt of gratitude to the Morning Star for its
consistent advocacy of a policy in stark contrast
to the jingoism, bluster, and sheer irrespon
sibility of the other mass media.

It is highly important that our party was able
to respond speedily on an issue that caused
confusion and hesitation in the labor move
ment and among some of the left in the parlia
mentary Labour Party. It was vital to speak out
straight away. We did so. We could do so be
cause we had a reference point of principle to
speak from. This has made it possible for our
comrades to play a key role in shaping the
response of other organizations in and outside
the labor movement.

The communists rejected completely the no
tion that Britain had to send the task force in
order to strengthen its negotiating hand. It is
this disastrous belief that has been the basis of
the Labour Shadow Cabinet’s support for the
Tories. It is disastrous because it completely
undermines the principle that must be the basis
for international relations: renunciation of the
use of force, and settlement of disputes by
negotiation — in the given case through the
United Nations. It is a principle that puts the
maximum pressure on the imperialist powers
who want to use their superior power — mili
tary and economic — to impose their policies. It
makes possible the most effective mobilization
of world opinion, of the UN majority, in sup
port of countries facing aggression. Any other
approach raises the prospect of war, escalation,
and possible world war involving nuclear
weapons.

The frightening implication of the “negotia
tion from military strength” position is that it
leads inevitably to the use of force, and the
escalating use of force. That is why in opposing
the Tory use of military might, we also con
demn the Argentine junta’s seizure of the Falk
lands. The Argentine Communist Party correct

ly makes the point that a different sort of
government would have mobilized world opin
ion and the support of the non-aligned move
ment and the socialist countries to win its
claim.

In our statement we underscored the dangers
of the Tory Government’s policy and declared
that Britain was in violation of UN Resolution
502.2 Our stand is an important one also be
cause of Britain’s position in the world. The
dispute over the sovereignty of the islands can
not be separated from the fact that one of the
disputants — Great Britain — is still a major
world power with a particularly bad record in
supporting UN policies. Britain is one of the
Western Contact Group on the question of
Namibia, of which South Africa has been in
illegal occupation for 17 years. The Group’s
latest proposals have been justifiably criticized
in sharp terms by SWAPO and the Frontline
States. Britain has condoned by inaction the
South African aggression against Angola.
While opposing and arguing against UN sanc
tions against South Africa, * the Thatcher
government has mobilized sanctions outside
the UN against Argentina through the EEC,
Japan, some Commonwealth countries, and the
USA, producing a worldwide lineup of the rich
and powerful capitalist states. As far as Britain
is concerned there will be a price to pay —
increased pressure from the EEC to soften on
the question of Britain’s contribution, and in
creased subservience to U.S. strategy.

Consistently the Tories have undermined the
UN: in violating Resolution 502, in misusing
Article 51,3 in the contemptuous way they
brushed aside the statements and appeals of the
Secretary-General. Resolution 502 was quite
specific in calling on both parties to refrain
from the use or the threat of force and to cease
hostilities immediately. Article 51 has been dis
torted by the Tories to suggest that it gives the
green light to any and every action by the
government and was used to justify the 12-mile
blockade of Argentina.

The Tories have been in breach of the spirit
and letter of this Article. Despite the UN resolu
tions, they have given priority to military
preparations and actions — although simul
taneously negotiations were being conducted
through the mediation of the U.S. Secretary of
State. The Tories are hell-bent on military vic
tory. Even after the tragic disasters of the Shef
field and the General Belgrano4 there was a
repeated threat of further attacks, the choice
being between a direct assault on the Falklands
and bombing of the Argentine mainland. The
government has categorically rejected the idea
of a truce.
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The Tories know that they will never win UN
support for their claims and actions, that the
countries of Latin America and the rest of the
Third World, along with the socialist states,
will support Argentina. They are out to achieve
the maximum by military action. That is why
they have rejected a ceasefire. But there is little
doubt that for ah the cynical lineup of the major
capitalist states at this stage with the Tories,
Britain is likely to face increasing isolation.

The Argentine junta is a brutal and repres
sive regime. One factor in its decision to seize
the Falklands was to try to boost its popularity
at home, in the face of mounting opposition.
But the natural feelings of repugnance at the
brutality of this regime cannot be the determin
ing factor in the CPGB’s attitude to the dispute.
Still less can we subscribe to the belief that the
sending of the task force or the use of sanctions
will cause the downfall of a fascist dictatorship.
Such an attitude plays right into the hands of
the Tory jingoists.

Our party has for many years acted in soli
darity with democratic forces in Argentina.
That solidarity will continue, beyond the pres
ent dispute and until democratic rights are
restored. The Tories have never shown any
concern before at the brutality of the Argentine
military junta. They have backed it with arms
sales as they have backed other fascist regimes.

But it would be wrong to see the dispute
simply in terms of Tory jingoism. Important
military, strategic, and economic interests and
motives are involved. The USA has been en
gaged in attempts, with the full backing of the
Tories, to set up a South Atlantic Treaty
Organization, and draw Argentina into it as a
U.S. policeman for South America.

What is underlined by this whole episode is
the urgent need for disarmament, the ending of
military bases, resolving peacefully the rem
nants of colonialism, strengthening the UN,
and reaching equitable agreements on sharing
raw materials in the ocean deeps and
Antarctica.

Throughout this crisis the Tories have cyni
cally manipulated the hopes and fears of the
Falkland islanders themselves — though only a
few months ago in their Nationality Act the
Tories denied many of the islanders the possi
bility of becoming British citizens. The CPGB
has said from the outset that the interests of the
islanders must be protected, interests which
have been seriously undermined by recent
Tory actions and the repeated failure over the
years of successive governments to resolve the
Falklands issue and provide a secure and dig
nified future for the islanders. Their interests
lie in a peaceful settlement based on ceding 

Britain’s untenable claim to sovereignty. They
must have the full right to settle in this country
if they so wish, with assistance from the
government.

The crisis has had a very big effect on politics
here in Britain. Tory jingoism has been promi
nent, quite overwhelming in the first days and
forcing the resignation of the Foreign Secretary,
Carrington. Opinion polls have shown, on the
one hand, strong support for government poli
cy, but coupled with an opposition to the pros
pect of loss of life.

It would be quite wrong, of course, to simply
talk of jingoism. Many, many people are deeply
worried, opposed to the Argentine action and
the brutal nature of the junta. But they are op
posed to war as a means of solving the crisis.
These feelings and reactions have nothing in
common with Tory arguments. All the more
disastrous then has been the policy of the
parliamentary Labour Party. A different policy
by Labour could have provided leadership fora
different public reaction, which could have
stayed the hand of Thatcher and the Tories and
reduced the risk of military action. As it was,
the people of Britain have been faced with an
overwhelming parliamentary lineup backed by
an irresponsible press. The Shadow Cabinet
supported the sending of the task force, thereby
right from the start undermining the reference
to a negotiated settlement.

There have been some courageous excep
tions — Tony Benn, Judith Hart, Tom Dalyell,
most notably — who have argued against the
reckless folly of the task force. They have repre
sented the views of many people, not only
within the Labor Party but throughout the
population.

The Labour Party’s stand reveals its main
weakness — its failure to grasp the nature of
imperialism and inability to formulate a clear-
cut alternative to the Tory foreign policy. It is
this failure on the part of Labour’s leadership to
grasp the real danger inherent in the aggressive
nature of imperialism that allowed the
Thatcher Government to exploit the jingoism
whipped up by the mass media under govern
ment pressure to involve Britain in this danger
ous military adventure. In this way the Tories
tried to divert the people from expressing their
anger against the government’s disastrous
domestic policy. The Labour Party failed to
assume the leadership in the rapidly growing
movement against war, and thus prevented it
from gaining sufficient strength and stopping
the mad drive for war.

But whatever the situation, the British com
munists are confident that the movement of the 
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people and the organized labor and peace
movement in Britain will redouble their efforts
and evolve into a powerful movement to bring
the war to an end and restore sanity and peace.

1. Welsh Nationalist Party.—Ed.
2. This resolution was passed by the UN Security

Council in April of this year, and its first article calls for an
immediate cessation of all hostilities. —Ed.

3. This article speaks of the right to individual or collec
tive self-defense. — Ed.

4. The British and Argentine warships sunk in the con
flict. — Ed.

REFERENCE MATERIAL ON THE
ANGLO-ARGENTINE CONFLICT

FALKLAND (MALVINAS) ISLANDS
The Falkland (Malvinas) Islands are situated in
the South Atlantic 500 kilometers from the
Argentine mainland. They consist of two big
islands: East Falkland (Soledad) and West Falk
land (Grande Malvina), and some 200 islets.
The total area is roughly 12,000 square kilo
meters, and the population numbers about
1,800.

According to Argentine records, the islands
were discovered by a Spanish navigator Este
ban Gomez in 1520. British records claim the
discoverer was a Captain John Davis in 1592. In
the early 18th century the archipelago was vis
ited by a French naval squadron. In a map pub
lished in Paris in 1722 it is marked as French
territory. In 1766 France ceded the islands to
Spain.

In 1816 the United Provinces of La Plata
(modern Argentina) proclaimed their inde
pendence of the Spanish crown. The new na
tion claimed the archipelago, and on November
6, 1820 an Argentine military garrison was
established and the national flag was raised. In
1833 Britain sent a military expedition which
seized the archipelago and proclaimed it a
British colony.

Ever since then Argentina has been demand
ing the return of the islands. The question was
considered time and again by the UN General
Assembly. The UN declaration on the granting
of independence to all countries and peoples
kept in any form of colonial dependence
covered the archipelago as well. In the 1961
resolution its Spanish name was given priority
for the first time. In view of the fact that for a
long time Britain had pursued a policy of set
tling people of British origin on the islands, no
UN provision was made for granting the right of
self-determination to the population of the Falk
lands (Malvinas).

Argentina’s demand for the decolonization 

and return of the islands invariably had the
support of the nonaligned nations.

Talks to settle the dispute opened between
Argentina and Britain in January 1966. At first
London advanced the idea of gradually turning
the islands over to Argentine sovereignty pro
vided they were leased to Britain for a lengthy
period of time. But later Britain insisted on
resolving the issue by a referendum. The
fundamental differences in the stand of the
sides led the talks into an impasse.

Following the landing of Argentine troops
on the islands on April 2,1982 and the dispatch
by the Thatcher government of a British task
force to the archipelago, the UN Security Coun
cil urged Argentina and Britain to resolve their
differences by diplomatic means.

At Argentina’s request the situation was con
sidered by the Organization of American States
at the close of April. By a vast majority of votes
the OAS aligned itself with Argentina. The
USA, a member of the OAS, refused to comply
with the adopted resolution.

Anglo-Argentine talks carried out under the
aegis of the UN Secretary-General were cut
short on May 20.

On May 21 the British task force began a
large-scale operation to seize the islands.
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Breaking fthe sfirangDehoIld of
neocolonialist bondage

In Africa the struggle against neocolonialism
is proceeding along a wide front. The signs
are innumerable as are the conditions under
which these or those governments, parties
and movements are challenging pro
imperialist forces and neocolonialist prac
tices. This struggle has its mainstay in the
masses and its vanguard consists of revolu
tionary-democratic circles, communists, and
all the other genuinely patriotic elements.
Their activity under diverse circumstances is
described in some detail below.

GHANA: WILL OF THE PEOPLE

Ansa Asamoa
Special Adviser to the Provisional National
Defense Council, Ghana
A radical change occurred in our country at the
close of last year. Power passed to the Provi
sional National Defense Council (PNDC)
headed by Flight Captain Jerry John Rawlings,
marking a high point of the struggle of the
patriotic forces, of the people against the pro
imperialist policies of the former government.

The need for change was seen long ago, as
was demonstrated in 1979 by the first action of
the military led by Rawlings. The Revolution
ary Council set up at the time, took some steps
to fight corruption, nepotism and abuse of
power, and this brought it the support of the
masses. At the same time, it was announced
that the military leaders would soon restore a
civilian regime and turn the reins of govern
ment over to an administration freely elected by
the people.

But when this happened it was found that the
ruling elite led by the then President H. Limann
had no intention of taking Ghana along a path
consistent with the people’s interests. Under
Limann and company, socio-economic policies
were decided by the big financial magnates and
businessmen linked to foreign capital. Corrup
tion acquired unprecedented dimensions,
affecting government circles. The annual in
flation rate reached 100 per cent. Parasitical
elements continued to thrive through the
exploitation of peasants, miners, and other
working people.

Relying on the security forces, the govern
ment unleashed a campaign of repression.
Those who opposed its practices were arrested 

and imprisoned, and there was nothing the
authorities would not do to crush the spreading
patriotic movement. What Limann feared most
was the urge of liberative sentiments in the
armed forces. He ordered a “reorganization,”
with the result that the command of key units
was placed in the hands of ethnic elements
agreeable to Limann. He counted on their tribal
solidarity. But, ironically, during the revolu
tionary events of the close of 1981 these units
were active in deposing the discredited elite.
As the socio-economic situation deteriorated,
prominence was gained not by tribal but by
class contradictions. There was nothing the
government could do to paralyze the solidarity
of the patriotic army units with the oppressed
masses.

Much was done to awaken the people to rev
olutionary activity by organizations such as the
June 4 Movement, the New Democratic Move
ment, the People’s Revolutionary League of
Ghana, and the African Youth Command of the
Kwarne Nkrumah Revolutionary Guards. The
committee set up by them started campaigning
among the working people. Branches of these
organizations were formed at some enterprises,
where they engaged in politically educating
the workers and mobilizing them for a struggle
against the reactionary regime. In parallel,
work was conducted in the army and among
the police.

The dilemma facing progressive circles was
either to wait for social contradictions to grow
more acute or to take resolute action. By
November of last year the condition of the mas
ses became unbearable, and the revolutionaries
saw that any delay would be suicidal. The
people were demanding changes and, natural
ly, the patriotic action of December 31, 1981
was enormously popular. People saw it as
much more than a military coup. This was reaf
firmed by the first political and socio-economic
steps taken by the PNDC. Parliament and the
State Council were dissolved, people impli
cated in corruption and other crimes were ar
rested, and a drive was started against prof
iteers and other anti-people elements. A group
of foreign businessmen, who had artificially
raised prices for consumer goods, were expel
led from the country.

These quick measures produced results. The
price of bread fell sharply, rents were reduced 
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and transport rates were cut. Persistent prof
iteers, corrupt elements and smugglers were
put on trial or taken into custody. These actions
to uproot glaring injustices won the approval of
large sections of society.

But the most important thing was that the
government leadership proclaimed a funda
mentally new orientation for Ghana’s
development, steering a course toward far-
reaching economic and social changes in the
interests of the masses. The events of December
31,1981 signified a rupture with the past, and
their aim was to create the conditions for trans
ferring power to the people.

Today the revolution is the national cause of
all Ghanaians, and it requires honesty, an
awareness of national duty and self-sacrifice.
The success of the changes depends largely on
the unity of the masses, on their determination
to join in the process of restructuring.

The people’s defense committees, formed on
the advice of the PNDC, are a shoot of what is
really new and progressive. United in these
committees, the people have received the ac
tual possibility of participating in the running
of the affairs of the government and nation. The
slogans of these committees are discipline,
organization and direction, and their aim is to
attain the objectives of the revolution. They are
now engaged in ensuring the basic needs of the
urban and rural population, such as work, food,
clothing, housing, education and health, and
also educating the people politically and
exposing the enemies of the revolution. Com
mittees are formed in villages and urban neigh
borhoods, where they handle many local affairs
and day-to-day problems. At factories these
elected committees are usually composed of
workers and members of the middle-level man
agerial personnel. In the armed forces the de
fense committees unite the lower ranks; com
missioned officers may not be elected.

The committees do not replace the manage
ment or the trade unions and other public
organizations. All work in close contact with
each other. At the same time, the people’s
committees perform the exceedingly important
function of supervising the fulfillment of deci
sions passed by the revolutionary leadership.
This gives them the function of organs of the
people’s power. It is our aim that their social
composition will in fact express the will of the
working people.

The National Defense Council is taking steps
to consolidate the patriotic forces. The above-
mentioned progressive organizations, which
played a major role in clearing the way for the
revolutionary events of last December, are
being united. The former Youth Council, an 

amorphous reactionary organization, has been
dissolved. Guided by advanced ideology, the
recently formed Organizing Committee is
heading the restructuring of the youth move
ment. It is planned to set up a new progressive
women’s organization. The mobilization of the
masses has reinforced the position of the forces
that want to see Ghana really free from the
chains of neocolonialist oppression, and its
people the motive force of deep-going social
changes.

Our country is at the stage of a national-
democratic revolution with the working class,
the peasantry, a section of the petty local bour
geoisie, and progressive intellectuals as its
mainstay. The revolution is opposed by the
compradore bourgeoisie, which is linked to
transnational corporations, and by foreign
bourgeois elements residing in Ghana (Leba
nese, Syrian, and Indian], Hostility for the new
government is also shown by a section of the
petty bourgeoisie and some professional
groups (for example, lawyers and doctors who
have a private practice). The opposition in
cludes members of the local bourgeoisie, who
had it good under the deposed regime, and the
reactionary politicians for whom the events of
December 31 cut short their influence and
careers.

Such, in general outline, is the alignment of
strength. However, the revolutionary authori
ties take various specifics into consideration,
specifics characterizing the behavior of one
class or another, of one social group or another.
Let me give a few examples.

As in other African countries, we have a
small (1-2 per cent of the population) but in
fluential petty-bourgeois stratum of women,
who are known as market women. They control
much of the distributive network. They buy
imported and other commodities from whole
salers and try to sell them at the highest price
they can get; to create scarcities they are not
above hoarding. This disorganizes supplies
and creates other economic difficulties. To ob
tain the commodities for which there is the
greatest demand, including imported goods,
they bribe officials. The market women are dis
liked by the population. During the recent
celebrations of the 25th anniversary of Ghana’s
independence their participation in demon
strations aroused anger and they are virtually
pushed out by the festive crowds.

The nation needs a new system of distri
bution, but this will take time. On the other
hand, for the market women retail trade is the
sole means of making a living. In planning the
restructuring of the economic mechanism we
are thinking of how to provide new work for
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these women, but this is not easy in view of the
old age of many of them.

Or take another example, which points to the
need for a specific approach to Ghanaian reali
ties. I am speaking of the specifics of explan
atory and propaganda work among the peas
ants.

The problem is how to inculcate new views,
a new outlook. In countries where feudal rela
tions were predominant the peasant physically
felt feudal exploitation and rebelled against it.
The situation is different in Ghana, where the
relations of production are not feudal. Apart
from capitalist plantations, there is a fairly large
agrarian sector in which the land is passed on
from one generation to another. Subjectively,
the peasant does not feel he is exploited. That is
why he must be shown that there is a real
contradiction generated by agriculture’s
exploitation by the capitalist sector as rep
resented by the merchant, the middle-man, and
the profiteer. This truth can be brought home to
the rural poor by the cadre trained by us.

A revolution cannot triumph in isolation.
Imperialism continues to weave conspiracies
around Ghana, seeking to consolidate its hold
on West Africa with the support of reactionary
regimes. There already have been reports of
plans for using mercenaries to attack our coun
try. On our continent quite a few revolutionary
nations have been targets of this sort of armed
adventures.

The present international situation is caus
ing us grave apprehension. The Reagan admin
istration refuses to reckon with the realities in
the world. Having started an unprecedented
arms race, U.S. imperialism is now trying to
revive the cold war. The efforts of progressive
and democratic circles championing peace on
earth and the freedom and independence of
nations are now acquiring special urgency.

Jerry Rawlings, Chairman of the PNDC, has
declared that Ghana is pursuing a policy of
positive neutrality, that it has adopted a posture
of solidarity with the liberation struggle and is
opposed to imperialism, colonialism and neo
colonialism. We want to promote diverse con
tacts with progressive countries in Africa and
other continents. Although colossal economic
difficulties make it hard to extend material
support to the liberation forces in South Africa,
Namibia, and El Salvador, such support is a
matter of the immediate future. Ghana’s soli
darity with the struggle of patriots is unshaka
ble, as has recently been demonstrated during
the visit to Ghana by a delegation of the African
National Congress of South Africa.

Lastly, we are well aware of the solidarity of
socialist countries with peoples fighting for 

independence and progress. The experience of
these countries will in many ways help our
movement to advance.

THE COMORES: FRONT OF STRUGGLE
FOR GENUINE INDEPENDENCE

Said Abdallah
Executive Bureau member,
National United Front — Union of Comoreans
(FNUK-UNIKOM)
Five years have passed since the patriotic gov
ernment of the Comores1 headed by the late ,
President Ali Swalih was deposed. The anti
imperialist battles are now headed by the Na
tional Liberation Front — FNUK-UNIKOM.
This is the name of the still young movement of
supporters of Ali Swalih, a movement that has
acquired considerable experience of struggle
and acts under the banner of revolutionary de
mands for the genuine independence,
rejuvenation, and territorial integrity of the
motherland, and radical social changes.

The organized Comorean national liberation
movement came into being abroad two decades
ago. MOLINACO,2 the first political organiza
tion of patriots, was set up in Tanzania in 1963.
From Dar Es-Salaam it conducted regular anti
colonialist broadcasts, which were heard on all
four islands. Propaganda material was secretly
sent to the islands.

Two fronts of struggle against French colo
nialism subsequently took shape: one mobil
ized the people in the country itself, and the
other functioned outside it, organizing a broad
international movement for our country’s in
dependence. The awakening of national con
sciousness was largely due to the efforts of the
MOLINACO, and this bore fruit at the second
phase of the mobilization of the people — with
the formation of political parties in the ar
chipelago.

The status of a French overseas territory was
forced upon the Comores, while in 1968 the
islands were granted so-called internal self
administration. That year began with stormy
anti-imperialist and anti-colonialist demon
strations. Frightened by these developments,
France and its local servitors put 150 patriots
behind bars. At the same time, the colonialists
tried to maneuver. Paris gave its “blessings” to
the formation of two conservative political par
ties: the Democratic Association of the Como
rean People and the Democratic Union of the
Comores. Both were constantly pressured by
the French High Commissioner in the capital,
Moroni.3

Left parties came upon the scene in the same 

56 World Marxist Review



period. These were the PASOCO (Socialist
Party of the Comores) that fought for national
independence, and the PEC (Party for the
Evolution of the Comores), which represented
the MOLINACO on the islands. The UMMA
Party took a patriotic stand for liberation. Ali
Swalih, who became one of its leaders, was the
first person on the Comores to begin popular
izing the socialization of the land and the for
mation of peasant cooperatives. There were a
number of other anti-colonialist organizations.
The left parties were the factor deciding the
course of events, compelling France, on June
15,1973, to recognize the archipelago’s right to
independence. A referendum was held on De
cember 22,1974: 95 per cent of its participants
reiterated their determination to exercise this
right.

Paris reacted to this demand for indepen
dence with further procrastination, with at
tempts to dismember the Comores in order to
maintain its hold on the archipelago, which is
of no little strategic significance in the Indian
Ocean. The people became increasingly con
vinced that the foreign rulers had no intention
of seeing the country free. The Organization of
African Unity and the UN Special Committee
for Decolonization were active in helping our
cause. African, Arab and, most importantly,
socialist countries were on our side. Massive
solidarity by international public opinion
helped to broaden the liberation movement.

The independence of the Comores was pro
claimed unilaterally on July 6, 1975. The
people surrounded the building of the National
Assembly and forced that body to comply with
the will of the overwhelming majority of the
population. The large demonstration was
headed by progressive elements, and they con
ducted the struggle for a further deepening of
the liberation process. The National United
Front, set up by the left parties, soon overthrew,
without shedding a drop of blood, the reaction
ary administration of the right parties led by the
merchant Ahmed Abdallah, a puppet of the
colonialists.

For almost three years the Comores were
ruled by a regime that opened a new era of the
struggle for national liberation. It was headed
by the ardent patriot Ali Swalih.

The revolution on the islands passed through
three phases.

At the first phase, that of national consolida
tion (from July 1975 to August 1976), the main
task was to hold out. France challenged us,
recognizing the independence of only three is
lands — Great Comoro, Anjouan, and Moheli
— retaining its administration on Mayotte.
French bourgeois newspapers branded the

Comores as a “disloyal archipelago.” Under
cover of a brazen colonialist slander campaign,
attempts were made to destroy the new nation.
On November 28, 1975 the French representa
tive in Moroni announced his government’s
unilateral decision to recall all French
employees and technical advisers and cease all
financial and other assistance to what it termed
an unsubmissive nation. This was a very criti
cal moment. The progressive regime had not
yet gathered strength and depended on the
most diverse social forces — from working
people to the bureaucratic administration, the
big landowners, merchants and financiers. It
had to cooperate with them all to avoid eco
nomic collapse.

However, they failed to force us to our knees,
although it was hard for France’s ruling circles
to believe that a small nation could repulse
French imperialism. The country avoided
catastrophe. People gradually got used to the
idea that it was possible to live without French
suzerainty. Objectively, the policy of trying to
throttle the independent Comorean nation pur
sued by the colonialists helped to reinforce pa
triotic, national feeling. The slogan of national
revolution advanced by the new power allowed
mobilizing the most diverse social strata.

The slogan of the second phase (August 1976
to April 1977) was struggle against feudalism.
Headed by Ali Swalih the government took
steps to end medieval customs. Restrictions
were placed on the activities of pseudo
clericals claiming leadership of the peasantry
but in fact engaging in bribe-taking and other
abuses in rural communities. The struggle
against feudal prejudices and customs opened
the door to the third and most important period
of the nation’s life at the time.

It embraces a short in time but very sig
nificant length of the road traversed by the
Comores since the attainment of indepen
dence. It witnessed a clear-cut tendency toward
demarcation in the ranks of the national forces
that had only recently acted together against
colonialist intrigues. A class struggle flared up
with the feudal landowners and compradore
bourgeoisie on one side, and workers by hand
and democratic youth on the other.

The progressive leadership took steps to
organize a new life. It removed the anti-dem
ocratic bureaucracy from the administration
and steered toward drawing the population
into active participation in public affairs. The
moudiria was to become the key element of a
new system of self-administration. This is the
name of the district centers whose formation
commenced at the third phase of the revo
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lution. This experience was to be spread to the
entire archipelago.

The moudiria heralded the birth of a new
administration linked closely to the people and
was to be the foundation of the economic, so
cial and cultural development of territorial
units with a population of from 3,000 to 6,000
each. The civic center of the moudiria was a
square building with a large inner court. The
building housed an abattoir, a power generator,
a pharmacy, an out-patient clinic, a secondary
school, a state-run shop, and a creche. In it were
the offices or the territory’s administration. A
model state farm with 10 hectares of land was
formed at the moudiria. Ali Swalih and his
associates saw the organization of such farms as
the commencement of an agrarian reform lead
ing to the transfer of land ownership to the
people with the objective of setting up
cooperatives.

This third phase was marked by a series of
achievements. Although we are a Muslim na
tion, women began working alongside men.
During the drive to abolish illiteracy more than
87 per cent of the population learned to read
and write in their native Comorean language.4
Economic planning was introduced. The anti
imperialist orientation was further con
solidated: the course was taken toward genuine
national liberation, economic independence,
and the building of a socialist society in the
long term.

When it meets with resistance from the liber
ation movement, imperialism does not shrink
from any crime. This incontrovertible truth has
been reaffirmed by the experience of the Com
ores. On May 13,1978, as a result of aggression
by European mercenaries recruited by the
notorious bandit and adventurer Bob Denard,
our revolution was brought to a temporary halt,
Ali Swalih and other patriots fell at the hands of
butchers, and a night of terror descended on the
motherland.

French imperialism and the local feudals set
up a pseudo-government with Ahmed Abdal
lah as president and Bob Denard as one of the
co-presidents. A Frenchman from Bordeaux, a
mercenary, a paid agent of imperialism at the
head of a country! This is unheard of in the
history of Africa or any other part of the Third
World.

Later, in order somehow to whitewash the
regime, Denard was removed from high office.
He even went so far as to announce his retire
ment. But this changed nothing. Although he
now lives in Paris, he travels regularly to the
Comores, remaining in control of repressive
services and of the personal bodyguard of Pres
ident Abdallah, who is a puppet of the neo

colonialists. The imperialists and their hire
lings remain the actual masters of our country.

The consequences of their administration
have been ruinous. They have nothing to offer
our people, our youth. Unemployment is on the
rise, as is the death rate among adults and chil
dren on account of the scarcity of medicine and
the shortage of medical personnel. The au
thorities continue arrests of patriots and en
courage the activities of reactionary elements
and their yes-men from some petty-bourgeois
organizations such as the Association of Como
rean Probationers and Students. At one time
this Maoist group was closely linked to the PRC
Embassy on the Comores and even conducted a
fundraising campaign to hire mercenaries to
kill the patriotic administration. In our country
the Maoists collaborate with the authorities but
call themselves “revolutionaries.”

The regime is finding itself in growing isola
tion both at home and on the international
scene. Assistance for French imperialism’s
plans is leading to the further militarization of
Mayotte Island, which is being turned into a
strongpoint of the forces of aggression in the
Indian Ocean. This policy cannot win support
either for its architects or their accomplices.
Many nations are now pressing for the con
version of the Indian Ocean into a peace zone.

The temporary setback to the revolution has
taught much to the Comorean patriots now uni
ted in the ranks of the FNUK-UNIKOM. First,
although it was headed by a national front with
Ali Swalih as its leader, we lacked a vanguard
party adhering to scientific positions and capa
ble of providing the masses and society with
effective leadership. That is one of the basic
lessons of our experience.

Second, even though it made significant
headway in the mid-1970s, the national dem
ocratic revolution was unable to surmount its
isolation from the world revolutionary move
ment. Fraternal, friendly relations with pro
gressive forces abroad, with friends and
brothers in the socialist countries, were under
rated. We now know that in order to come out
with flying colors there must be an unbreakable
alliance with other national revolutions and
that the liberation process on the Comores must
be regarded in the context of global revolution
ary changes.

The third lesson is that because it had no
trained revolutionary cadre of its own, the Ali
Swalih regime became the target of sabotage by
the old bureaucracy that had served the
colonialists and was kindling hatred for the
patriotic government.

The fourth and last lesson springs from the
essence of the strategy of national liberation 
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used by the patriots. Its foundations had been
laid in the early 1960s. The proponents of na
tional independence believed that the struggle
should be purely political and diplomatic, rul
ing out recourse to arms. This strategy re
mained unchanged even after Ali Swalih be
came the leader of the revolution. The accent
was placed on political and diplomatic pres
sure, chiefly in order to make France withdraw
from our lawful territory, the Island of Mayotte,
while other means and possibilities for the lib
eration struggle were underrated. This is
another reason of the defeat, for which the
unforgettable Ali Swalih paid with his life.

The FNUK-UNIKOM is determined to liber
ate the Comores from domination by the
imperialists and their mercenaries. As the
natural continuer of the revolutionary move
ment bom on our islands in the middle of the
past decade, it is pressing for genuine indepen
dence in order to establish a democratic
people’s system in the archipelago in the fu
ture. An important aim of the patriots is to
recover the Island of Mayotte, which has been
and remains an integral part of the Comorean
nation. Many thousands of people prepared to
devote themselves to the liberation of their
homeland are uniting in the ranks of the
FNUK-UNIKOM.

1. A nation in the Mozambique Strait of the Indian
Ocean composed of Great Comoro, Anjouan, Mayotte,
Moheli, and some lesser islands. It has a population of over
350,000, and the principal religion is Islam. —Ed.

2. National Liberation Movement of the Comores. —
Ed.

3. Until 1961 the capital was the town of Dzaoudzi on
Mayotte Island. The French colonialists moved the capital
to Moroni (Great Comoro Island), and were already then
planning to keep Mayotte and use it as a military spring
board. After the independence of the Comores was pro
claimed, the island was made an overseas department of
France with the connivance of imperialism’s menials.

4. The Comorean language is similar to Swahili and
contains many Arabic words.

LESOTHO: CHANGES IN THE
ALIGNMENT OF STRENGTH
Jeremia Mosotho
Communist Party of Lesotho
To a detached onlooker it may seem that time
has stopped in Lesotho, a small, poor, and ex
tremely undeveloped country in southern Afri
ca, a country surrounded by the huge territory
of South Africa. But this is not so, for the impact
of revolutionary changes is tangible there as
well, despite the visible presence of racist
South Africa along the entire frontier.

Because of this geographical location, the ex
ternal factor exercises a dual influence on Leso
tho’s socio-political life.

On the one hand, colossal pressure is main
tained constantly by Pretoria: economic, poli
tical and military. Our economy and finances
are closely harnessed to the economy and fiscal
system in South Africa, and the nation serves as
a source of labor for South Africa’s mining and
other industries. South African imperialism is
out to keep Lesotho’s underdeveloped econ
omy within the orbit of dependence and dictate
foreign policy to the country’s ruling circles.
An analogous strategy is pursued relative to
Swaziland and Botswana, both of which di
rectly adjoin South Africa and both, like
Lesotho, are in effect integrated into the South
African economy.

On the other hand, the situation is influenced
by the liberation and revolutionary processes in
the southern part of the continent. Moreover,
because of this formidable proximity to the ra
cist citadel, the attitude to the liberation strug
gle in the region and to the apartheid regime,
which is seeking to suppress it, has become for
us a sort of political watershed affecting the
stand of the social forces operating in the
country.

Positive changes are most perceptible in the
attitude of the ruling party, the Basuto National
Party, which came to power with the direct
collaboration of imperialist circles; after inde
pendence was proclaimed it oriented its poli
cies on dictation from South Africa. But since
the collapse of the Portuguese colonial empire,
the victory in Zimbabwe, and the new upsurge
of liberation battles in Namibia and South Af
rica itself, Lesotho’s foreign policy has under
gone dramatic changes. The BNP government
headed by Prime Minister Leabua Jonathan
now pursues a more independent line in for
eign policy, supporting the national liberation
struggle and participating in the non-aligned
movement. Lesotho is strengthening its links
with the new African nations, including those
that have embarked upon far-reaching socio
economic reforms. The ruling circles are
against collaboration with the racists, apartheid
and Bantustanization, and reject the idea of
forming a constellation of states of southern
Africa under the aegis of South Africa with the
purpose of turning them into a neocolonialist
appendage of Pretoria.

There are patriotic elements also among the
opposition forces, represented mainly by the
Basuto Congress Party, although in that party
they are clearly a minority. Formerly opposed
to South Africa, this party has now joined the
camp of the extreme right, begun to collaborate
with the racist regime, and taken an anti-com
munist, reactionary stand.

There is a right wing in the ruling party as 
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well, and in fact a division has now taken place
in that party. Many Lesotho political leaders
still believe that it is possible to remain in
power (to say nothing of winning) solely with
support from a powerful neighbor, the regime
in Pretoria. Also, there are those who are still
openly coming forward as puppets and agents
of the racists.

In the first place this concerns Ntsu
Mokhehle, leader of the ultra-reactionary wing
in the BCP, and his so-called Lesotho Libera
tion Army. This pretentious signboard is a
cover for gangs of terrorists who raid peaceful
villages and blow up bridges and public build
ings. There is considerable irrefutable evidence
to prove that Mokhehle’s army is funded and
directed by the Pretoria government. Sympto
matically, this army became active at the close
of the 1970s, when the nation began promoting
relations with socialist countries, when it estab
lished diplomatic relations with them.

If one compares the foreign policy of the
government and the opposition, the BNP and
the BCP, one will find hardly any distinctions.
The two are identical and represent the in
terests of the petit bourgeoisie. The struggle
between them is not so much over ideology and
politics as over matters of a private nature. The
demarcation is today not between these parties
but in them, where on one side are patriotic
forces favoring the liberation movement of the
African peoples and, on the other, those who
want to rely on South Africa. In any case, this is
the situation insofar as the external factor is
concerned.

Lesotho is a backward, undeveloped coun
try. As everywhere else, capitalist development
is accompanied by the growth of class an
tagonisms, social inequality, crime and other
social evils. The communists say that only by
rejecting dependent capitalist development
will it be possible to resolve acute problems,
give a start to genuine social and economic
progress, and raise the living standards and
cultural level of the people. The Communist
Party of Lesotho sees its mission in doing every
thing to help create the conditions for a turn
toward a socialist orientation. This is hindered,
above all, by pressure and direct interference by
South African imperialism, that constantly
threatens our country’s sovereignty and
independence.

As long as the patriots are divided the condi
tions will remain for subversion by traitors con
spiring with the South African racists. The
communists are doing all in their power to end
the division: organizing contacts, working for
mutual understanding, and jointly discussing
ways and means of improving cooperation 

with other patriotic forces. By actively looking
for way of exercising a greater influence on the
political line, we would carry more weight
with progressives, who while remaining in
their parties, can take a sober and well-wishing
attitude toward the communist view on how to
resolve Lesotho’s problems.

We have rejected the approach that totally
ignores the changes that occurred in the na
tion’s foreign policy in the 1970s. The Com
munist Party’s attitude is one of critical support
for the Jonathan government. In other words,
while approving the positive elements in the
government’s foreign policy the Communist
Party is opposed to its reactionary, anti-demo
cratic internal policies. Life has demonstrated
time and again that if it is not reinforced by a
democratic domestic policy, a progressive for
eign policy may be denied mass support, and
this will be immediately used by our enemies.
Without mobilizing the people it will be
impossible to stop the intrigues of enemies. The
party is opposed to the official economic policy
as well. Unlike those who regard the nation’s
economic difficulties as the outcome of some
body’s subjective miscalculations, we believe
that they have been generated by the system
itself and are the natural outcome of capitalist
development.

The communists are seeking to unite all the
healthy forces in a broad national resistance
front. Our call is addressed to the patriotic ele
ments in the BCP, the left forces in the ruling
party, independent progressives, and every
body else who cherishes freedom regardless of
their political views and party affiliation.

A national resistance front would be the
organizational core of a broad-based demo
cratic movement uniting workers, peasants,
and patriotic elements of the petit bourgeoisie
and intellectuals, in other words, the social
segments interested in carrying out the task of
the present stage, the stage of the national
democratic revolution. The work of the com
munists among the people, notably among the
working class, acquires special significance in
the context of the aims before us.

The Lesotho proletariat consists largely of
migrant workers employed at mines, the rail
ways, and factories in South Africa. More than
half of the able-bodied Basuto men and 10 per
cent of the women are employed there. They
have a dual social status: in South Africa they
are workers, but at home most of them are peas
ants. However, because of their steeling as
workers the level of their political conscious
ness is higher than that of the ordinary villager.

Escalating exploitation is aggravating social
contradictions. The working people — both in 
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town and countryside — are becoming more
receptive to advanced ideas. Although by law
the land is “national and public property,” and
each citizen of Lesotho must have a plot of land,
the number of landless persons is growing. In
most cases owners of small plots of land do not
have the means and implements to cultivate
them, are compelled either to lease land on
onerous terms from the rural rich or work as
farm laborers. Dissatisfaction and protests are
mounting as the condition of the rural masses
deteriorates.

In view of the ongoing struggle against
neocolonialist domination in Africa, it is parti
cularly important to take the changes in the
sentiments of the working people into account.
The Lesotho communists attach immense
significance to questions concerning the
strategy and tactics of our liberation movement,
class and political alliances, and the elabora
tion of a scientific action program. The CPL’s
work is geared chiefly to spreading revolution
ary ideas among the people, mobilizing them
for action in defense of national independence
and democracy, explaining that there must be a
total rupture with neocolonialist ideology and
practices, and clearing the way for a socialist
future.

The CPL’s emergence on the political scene
was an important milestone in the history of the
liberation and working-class movement of
Lesotho. It took shape as an independent poli
tical organization of the working class and re
cently marked its 20th anniversary as a militant
party. Its founding was the natural outcome of
preceding development, in the course of which
the conditions were created for the formation
of a Marxist-Leninist vanguard. Major contri
buting factors were the spread of the national
liberation movement after the Second World
War and the support that it got from the
socialist community, support which facilitated
the popularization of socialist ideas throughout
the world. The great revolutionary battles of the
oppressed people of South Africa in the 1950s
and the early 1960s under the leadership of the
African National Congress and the South Afri
can Communist Party had a wide response in
Lesotho, where momentum was being gathered
by the struggles of the working people, the
students, and other sections of society.
Cumulatively these objective factors created
the conditions for the founding of the party of
the working class.

During the past two decades the communists
had to withstand many tests. The critical mo
ment came in 1970 when the party was out
lawed and its leaders arrested. This caught the
communists unprepared for work under illegal 

conditions. The party suffered a severe loss of
membership and its sphere of activity nar
rowed. The greatest damage was the loss of
contact with the world revolutionary move
ment, as a consequence of which the party was
beset by enormous political and ideological
difficulties.

The fifth congress (1976), held under illegal
conditions, gave the party a sober and serious
analysis of the political situation in the country
and set it new tasks consonant with the stage it
was going through. While overcoming the dif
ficulties caused by the ban on legal activities,
the communists engaged in vigorous organiza
tional, political and propaganda work among
the working people. Much has been and is
being done to prepare actions at industrial
enterprises aimed at securing the satisfaction of
the working people’s demands: higher wages, a
shorter working day, and better social
conditions.

Our comrades are working among the masses
and head some of the trade unions. Much of our
attention is focused on migrant workers, whom
we are seeking to organize — not only in
Lesotho itself. Friendly advice from the com
munists is helping Basuto workers to unite
against the ruthless exploitation of their labor
by the South African racists, to look for and find
contact with South African workers, and join
them in serried ranks. While the racists are bent
on splitting the working people according to
tribal affiliation, on isolating Zulus, Basutos,
Kozac, Bechuanas, and others artificially, we
and the South African Congress of Trade
Unions are doing everything to prevent this
division. Tribal strife and ethnic affiliation
should not hinder unity among fighters against
the oppressive apartheid regime.

It is important for the communists to work in
close contact with the rural population, with
the peasant unions and rural committees,
wherever they exist, or help to set them up, and
turn them into centers mobilizing and uniting
rural workers. The party attaches significance
to promoting the movement for the formation
of cooperatives and getting the government to
help firem go over to more advanced agro-
technical methods.

Although the communists are denied the
possibility of speaking on their own behalf, by
virtue of the ban on the CPL, their ideas, slogans
and guidelines are finding their way to the
people. This is facilitated to a large extent by
public organizations such as student unions
and committees of solidarity with the struggle
of the peoples of South Africa and Namibia. On
our initiative public organizations sponsor
meetings, rallies and other undertakings. These 
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are attended by people from other parties, in
cluding people who hold fairly high office in
the government. For instance, on the 70th
anniversary of the ANC there was a powerful
demonstration in solidarity with the fighters
against racism. A rally in support of the strug
gle of the women of South Africa was held on
March 8. These occasions give us the oppor

tunity of stating our views, assessments and
suggestions.

The 20-year experience of struggle for the
interests of the working people makes us con
fident that the CPL can win the support of the
masses for its progressive alternative and unite
genuinely patriotic, anti-imperialist forces
under its banner.

Who benefits by terrorism?

Antonio Boffi
Italian journalist

Blood has been shed in Italy — now here, now
there — for more than a decade. Although there
has been some headway in the fight with terror
ists, the latter continue to strike.1 One of their
latest crimes is the murder of Pio La Torre,
member of the Leadership of the Italian
Communist Party, Secretary of the ICP Re
gional Committee in Sicily and Member of Par
liament, in Palermo on the eve of May Day.
Nationwide anger was aroused by this das
tardly act, which provided further evidence of
the anti-people character of such provocations
and the acuteness of the problem of stamping
out terrorism in Italy.

What are "black” and “red” terror? What are
the Red Brigades? Who directs them? What do
they want and what are they out to achieve?

Attempts to answer these questions fill the
pages of newspapers and journals and are the
subject of the speeches of many politicians. But
the only obvious thing is that despite the fact
that some ringleaders of terrorist organizations,
supporters, and fellow-travellers have been ar
rested, the actual orchestrators of terrorism
continue to remain in the shadow. To this day it
is not known who in fact directs and shields the
murderers.

If we take “black” (ultra-right) terror, it will
suffice to recall that the suspected perpetrators
of the massacre in Brescia (8 killed and 100
wounded) were recently released and that no
thing was done to find the persons who ex
ploded a bomb at the railway station in Bologna
(85 killed and nearly 200 wounded) or those
who wrecked the train Italicus (12 killed and 48
wounded).

The situation is not much better with the
search for “red” (ultra-left) terrorists. Although
some of the terrorists have been apprehended,
the principals, those who pull the strings, are
still far from discovery.
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Members of the Red Brigades kill, wound and
kidnap people whose only “guilt” is that the
terrorists themselves proclaim them“enemiesof
the people”: civil servants, members of security
agencies, journalists, trade unionists, lawyers,
workers and politicians, who in one way or
another champion democracy. This was, in
particular, the motivation for the kidnapping
and murder of the Christian Democrat leader
Aldo Moro precisely at a time when he was
preparing to switch to a policy of cooperation
with the Italian Communist Party. If it is borne
in mind that in many cases it has been as
certained that there is a link between the Red
Brigades and the Italian secret services, be
tween these brigades and fascist-type terrorists,
and between them and the Mafia, the question
will be seen as more complex than ever.

It is vital not only to stigmatize but also to
show all aspects of terrorism: to reveal what
brought it to life and show its social roots and
where it gets its recruits. There are no simple
conclusions to be drawn. Indeed, among the
supporters and leaders of the terrorists there are
persons with extreme left and extreme right
views, intellectuals, young people from petty-
bourgeois families, Catholics and atheists,
lawyers, philosophers, schoolteachers, pro
fessors, doctors, medical nurses, workers, tech
nicians and students as well as mafiaosi and
other criminals and dregs of society.

To fight terrorism today one must have a
good idea of what it is all about. Progressive
people want the truth. To that end the ICP
recently conducted a nationwide poll, sending
out millions of questionnaires. People gave
their views about the motivations of terrorism,
the type of people involved in it, how effec
tively state agencies are operating, and how
necessary it is to fight terrorism.



A false label
Terrorism is alien to the interests of the work
ing people and to the mass movements, whose
aim is to restructure society. This is especially
true of Italy, where ever larger sections of the
population are joining in the struggle to safe
guard democratic gains. One may well ask why
terrorism is on the upswing in Italy and other
West European countries, where there has been
a marked growth of the forces of democracy and
progress? This will become understandable if
one identifies those who want terrorism.

In West Germany, for instance, the acts of
terrorism of the "Red Army” faction, whose
links to the Red Brigades have been brought to
light time and again, prompted the adoption of
extraordinary laws and the “radical elements”
law that produced the Berufsverbot, which hits
out at democrats. In Italy the Red Brigades
have, by their strikes, partially succeeded in
arousing suspicion of everything associated
with communism.

It is quite obvious that the Red Brigades and
terrorism are orchestrated by secret forces, who
are far removed from championing the interests
of the working people and the needy but are out
to erode the nation’s democratic structures and
establish authoritarian practices. Their sights
are set on intimidating the population and
creating an atmosphere that would discourage
the people from defending democratic gains
and rights. They are seeking to move the politi
cal struggle from representative institutions to
the “military” sphere and thereby evoke not
only mass fear but also apathy, a reluctance to
participate in political life, which is the condi
tion for the establishment of a “strong regime.”

All the indications are that the Red Brigades,
the “proletarian armed cells,” the “proletarian
action detachments,” and so on have been and
are used as a weapon by circles who have taken
the cover of “fighting communism” to create a
threat to the Italian state, to undermine and
destroy it. Indeed, names like Red Brigades
have been adopted to underscore the “pro
letarian” origin of such groups, although this is
pure and simple mystification.

Italy’s bourgeois press has always sought to
put a Marxist label on the Red Brigades, to
impute the moral and ideological responsibil
ity for terrorist acts to the parties of the working
class, specifically the Communist Party and its
ideological and historical traditions. For many
years this press has been alleging that the Red
Brigades are the brainchild of “irreconcilable
communism” and that their members are
kindred to the communists. This allegation is
designed chiefly to frighten people by identify

ing the democratic and progressive activities of
the parties of the working class with the terror
ist acts of those who use the slogans of the
working people as a cover for their brutal ac
tions. In this way they are trying to kindle hys
terical fear of the “communist menace" exactly
as was done by the fascists and other
reactionaries.

Writing of terrorism, Luigi Longo noted:
“The class party is not a subversive sect... As
might have been expected, many people have
lately begun to analyze the roots and purposes
of terrorism. There are even some who would
have liked to use this opportunity for attacking
the ICP, to find more or less direct sources of
present-day terrorism in its history and doc
trine. I shall not call these attacks propaganda,
but shall only say that they spring from a poor
knowledge both of the history of the ICP and of
the essence of its activities in the course of the
57 years that have passed since it was founded.
There has been no instance of the Italian (and
not only of the Italian) communists taking a
stand on any ideological or political issue or
coming forward with an initiative that even
remotely resembles justification of acts of
terrorism.”2

Acting in keeping with these traditions,
many thousands of communists, as other Ita
lians of the most diverse political persuasions,
have time and again staged street demonstra
tions to protest against terrorism and declare
their devotion to democratic and republican
ideals. They thereby clearly showed that the
Red Brigades neither had nor have the right to
speak on behalf of the proletariat, of the ideals
of communism and social justice. Their trans
parencies and placards bore the words: “The
Red Brigades and NAPistP are fascists and
enemies of the state,” “No terror and violence,"
“Unite against terrorism, defend the democrat
ic state,” “Murder is not revolution,” and so on.
They proclaimed that defense of the interests
and cause of the proletariat was inseparable
from the defense of democratic gains and the
constitution, which embodies the results of the
struggle against fascism.

The working people of Italy fought long for
their rights. The most bitter stage was the
struggle against nascent and then ruling fas
cism. This struggle was characterized by unity
of the anti-fascist forces, a unity that material
ized in the Resistance movement, which
helped to defeat nazism. The people acquired
experience of the policy of alliance among di
verse sections of society, of action related to
asserting democratic forms of administration.
This goes to show how deluded are those who
believed or still believe that the weapon of
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terrorism can be used to draw the masses into
suicidal adventures, which are alien to the pol
icy and ideology of the working class and its
parties.

It would certainly be a mistake to think that
terrorism can achieve anything in Italy. How
ever, this does not mean that its use by certain
circles is not a serious threat to the nation,
cannot upset the balance of strength, and gen
erate difficulties enabling some people to fish
in troubled waters. The recent rise of terrorism,
despite the blows it has been struck, is evidence
that much remains to be done and that there
must be vigilance in order to put an end to it.
Social factors
Many quarters attribute the growth of terrorism
to the social ulcers embittering people. This
view merits attention, because unlike ordinary
crime political terrorism uses the cover of revo
lutionary ideas and relies on ideology that can
attract fanatics prepared to go to extremes. Its
organizers are trying to benefit by the dissatis
faction precipitated by inflation, unemploy
ment, lawlessness and abuses in the labor mar
ket, and the growth of exploitation. Where pov
erty is concentrated it is not hard to find young
social outcasts inclined to believe that revo
lution can be accomplished by terrorism. The
blame for making it easier for terrorists to enlist
new recruits must, in the long run, be imputed
also to Italy’s bourgeois governments that for
decades on end have been unable to resolve the
nation’s basic social and economic problems.
More, they have been and still are instrumental
in aggravating these problems.

It hardly needs proof that in itself the crisis of
society is not the mainspring of terrorism.
Nevertheless, convulsions in society can foster
its growth. One has also to reckon with the
influence of ideologies and morals that
eulogize individualism. The bourgeois mass
media, literature and films constantly make
much of violence, personal affluence (no matter
how it is achieved), and “sucessful” people.
The same media are full of reports of scandals
and corruption involving large sections of the
nation’s ruling classes — from the activities of
the Masonic P-2 Lodge to the oil scandal, from
urban land profiteering to bribe-taking in the
highest echelons of the administration. Cases of
this kind can likewise induce some people to
resort to violence, those who can be persuaded
that this situation can be ended only by means
of terrorism.

In What Is To Be Done? hmin wrote that in
many cases terrorism f4,riJ,W from the senti
ments of "intellectuals, v/ho lack the ability.,,
to connect the revolutionary struggle and the 
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working-class movement into an integral
whole” (Coll. Works, Vol. 5, p. 418). Those who
“incite” the masses by means of terrorism, he
noted, ignore the fundamental need for educat
ing the people politically and organizing them.

The Red Brigades look for recuits at the fac
tories and the natural question here is: What is
the attitude of the working class, of the working
people to terrorism? Their reply has invariably
been to denounce it. The fact that terrorism is
now suffering one setback after another is due,
in particular, to the firm negative stand that has
always been taken toward it by the working
people. Of course, this does not mean that
among the terrorists and their fellow-travellers
there are no workers, no trade unionists. Some
of them, especially young people, succumb to
the corresponding indoctrination. For instance,
in their documents the Red Brigades reject the
stand of the ICP, according to which the
analysis of the dual nature of state capitalism
made by Engels and Lenin is applicable to the
present situation, and claim that the working
class cannot use state levers for purposes other
than for which these levers were created by
capitalism.

Political convictions of this kind can be in
culcated among some young people because of
the methods of administration used by the
Christian Democratic Party in Italy. The contri
buting factors are the crisis of society and the
instinctive rebellious responses of that section
of young people who suffer materially from the
crisis and see the country’s convulsions as a
result of long years of rule by the Christian
Democrats, who have been unable to justify the
hopes of many young Italians. Another factor
influencing young people is social inequality
in a society where the fabulous wealth of some
is in glaring contrast to the benumbing poverty
of others.

All these factors make it easier to draw young
people to the terrorists. The average age of 37 of
those killed in the past 10 years in shootouts
with the police was 25. Of the 300 arrested
since mid-December 1981 most were under
age 30.

Lately, it is noted that there is a close link
between the Red Brigades and the Mafia, organ
ized crime. Terrorists are trying to find recruits
among the “proletarians” in Italy’s jails. Often
criminals are found among members of sub
versive groups arrested by the authorities. It
seems that failing to find a mass base, the terror
ists are looking for recruits among such ele
ments, as other political forces, the fascists in
particular, have done in the past. The present
prime minister, Giovanni Spadolini, has time
and again said that there is a link between the



Mafia, law-breaking and terrorism. The threads
of terrorism frequently go deep into criminal
organizations, which in Italy are a “state within
a state.”

In the Red Brigades there now are signs of a
split between proponents of the so-called "mili
tarist” orientation and those who are pressing
for a “development of the movement.” The
former want as many people as possible in
volved in an armed struggle, while the latter
seek contact with new subversive, corporativist
movements with the obvious intent of making
the nation more ungovernable than it is today.
The aims of both trends are identical and repre
sent a threat to democracy.

Internal and international aspects
To this day the authorities as well as some
intellectual circles and trade unionists have
been tolerant of or, in any case, indifferent to
the spread of terrorism. In this connection it
would suffice to mention the notorious slogan
of some trade union leaders and ultra-lefts:
“neither with nor against the Red Brigades,”
and their absurd and virulent theory that the
Red Brigades consist of “deluded comrades.”
Or that for a long time the IMF-ICTU4 trade
unions at the Alfa-Romeo factories had op
posed the demand to withhold trade union
membership from persons implicated in sub
version. There also were trade unions and
politicians who tried to attribute the formation
of terrorist cells at factories to the “inclination
of workers to conflict,” arguing that the strug
gle of the working class for its rights inevitably
leads to violence.

Postures of this kind, which encouraged
terrorism, were a hindrance to organizing effec
tive, nationwide resistance to terrorism.

The affair of the U.S. general Lee Dozier was
the high point of recent terrorist activity. It will
be recalled that the Red Brigades kidnapped
this NATO general and held him prisoner at
one of their hideouts near Padua. But on that
occasion the authorities made no mistake as
they did when Moro, D’Urso, and Roberto Peci5
were kidnapped: the police freed the general
and arrested his abductors. In this instance,
they took a serious' view. They did not try to
come to terms with the kidnappers secretly, but
took determined measures.

Public pressure and support for steps against
terrorism are beginning to yield results. In re
cent months crippling blows have been struck
at subversive activity. Massive roundups have
led to the discovery of arms caches and hide
outs and the arrest of many terrorists. The fact
that evidence was given by repentant suppor
ters was significant. Many admitted that they 

realized the futility and barbarity of their ac
tions and declared they were prepared to co
operate with the authorities. This is un
questionably a new phase of the struggle
against terrorism.

Dozier’s rescue was of great significance.
There are circles in Italy who would have wel
comed a negative outcome of the Dozier affair:
in particular, those who were demanding that
police functions should be turned over to the
army. Moreover, this affair has an international
angle: it spelled out the failure of yet another
attempt by the Red Brigades to aggravate inter
national relations by attacking Italian and
foreign military men and objectives. Actions of
this kind, some quarters hoped, might have
ultimately led to repressive measures and a
curtailment of freedoms and hit not only the
Red Brigades. We regard instances like the
Dozier affair and the recent attack by the Red
Brigades on an Italian army barracks as ex
tremely dangerous provocations designed to
prevent an improvement of the international
situation in Europe and the rest of the world.

There are quarters that look for external
sources of terrorism in Italy. Some people want
the truth, others are guided by speculative con
siderations, by a desire to make trouble (this
particularly concerns reactionary circles). But
in Italy terrorism springs from local causes.
This phenomenon cannot be understood and it
cannot be assessed seriously if it is considered
that terrorism is the “extended arm” of a foreign
center. There are, of course, internal and exter
nal forces that, for various reasons, want to see a
destabilization of the situation in Italy. Our
country holds a special strategic position, has a
political life of its own, and is characterized by
a bitter struggle between conservative and pro
gressive forces. This has a meaningful inter
national context as well.

However, there is no definitive proof that any
external forces are responsible for the terrorism
in our country. True, the weekly Giomi wrote
bluntly: “The kidnapping and subsequent
murder of Moro fits into the pattern of a
counteraction to the threat discerned by the
CIA in the efforts of that statesman ... It is
assumed that Moro was kidnapped so as to use
ultimatums to compel the CDP to reconsider its
course and induce that party to break with the
ICP.”6 But this is only an assumption, and it is
very hard to prove.

In any case, in analyzing terrorism as a social
phenomenon, we should base ourselves on
simple and clear facts. And these facts are that
society can be renewed not by assassinations,
bombings and brutality, but only by the strug
gle of the forces of progress, of the broad dem-

July 1982 65



ocratic masses, and in accordance with their
will. Terrorist actions are a dangerous pro
vocation and can only serve reaction.

1. According to statistics of Italy’s Interior Ministry, in
the period from 1969 to the present there have been 13,000
terrorist attacks, resulting in over 300 deaths and more
than 1,000 wounded.

2. Rinascita, May 12, 1978.

3. NAP is the Italian acronym for Nuclei armati pro-
letari (Proletarian Armed Cells). — Ed.

4. Italian Metalworkers Federation (IMF), which is
affiliated to the Italian Confederation of Trade Unions.

5. Giovanni D’Urso, a high ranking government official
abducted by terrorists. Roberto Peci, a worker fiendishly
killed solely because his brother, Patricio Peci, was a re
pentant member of the Red Brigades.

6. Giorni, May 31, 1978.

Mew trends, oDd shackies

WAYS OF CAPITALIST DEVELOPMENT
IN LATIN AMERICA
AND THE CARIBBEAN
It has always been a meaningful task to
analyze and comprehend the new trends in
the development of capitalism which deter
mine many of the lines in the contemporary
revolutionary process. In view of this, the
WMR Commission on Problems of Latin
America and the Caribbean has held an inter
national symposium to discuss the so-called
capitalist modernization in the countries of
the region.

Among those who took part in the discus
sion were: from the Brazilian CP, CC member
Ari dos Santos and Mario Nascimento; from
the Dominican CP, CC member Cesar Perez;
from the Colombian CP, CC member Raul
Valbuena; from the CP Argentina, CC member
Julio Laborde and CC alternate member
Leonardo Paso; from the CP Bolivia, CC
member Felipe Rodriguez; from the CP Vene
zuela, CC member Jeronimo Carrera; from the
CP Cuba, CC member Raul Valdes Vivo; from
the People's Party of Panama, CC member
Felix Dixon; from the People's Progressive
Party of Guyana, CEC member Clement
Rohee; from the Paraguayan CP, CC member
Severe Romero; from the Peruvian CP, Cesar
Barreto; from the CP El Salvador, CC member
Jaime Barrios; from the Workers’ Party of
Jamaica, CC member Rupert Lewis; from the
CP Uruguay, member of the Executive Group
Abroad Eduardo Viera and Samuel Behak.
Scientists from a number of socialist coun
tries also took part in the discussion, among
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them Dr. Karl-Christian Gdthner (GDR);
candidates of economic sciences Viktor
Sheinis and Alexander Karavayev (USSR);
assistant professor Ladislav Kubik (Czecho
slovakia), and WMR staff member, candidate
of economic sciences Vladimir Davydov. Julio
Silva Colmenares, CC member, Colombian
CP, and Hugo Fazio, CC member, CP Chile,
took part in the symposium by sending in their
theses. The Commission invited to the sym
posium representatives of fraternal parties
from other regions taking an interest in these
problems. Among them were RajaCollure, CC
member, CP Sri Lanka; Jose Lava, CC Political
Bureau member, CP Philippines; James West,
CC Political Bureau member, CPUSA; Peter
Boychuck, CEC alternate member, CP Cana
da; and Carnal Kozlu (CP Turkey).

In characterizing the social system existing in
Latin America and the Caribbean, the partici
pants in the symposium proceeded mainly from
the assumption that capitalist relations of
production, even if with an admixture of pre
capitalist elements and a considerable spread 
of early capitalist economic forms, were
predominant in the countries of the region
which (unlike Cuba) did not go through any
revolutionary changes. Accordingly, social
development is regulated by the universal
uniformities of the capitalist mode of produc
tion. But that does not imply a complete socio
economic homogeneity of the region. The par
ticipants emphasized the great distinctions m
the level of development and degree of matur
ity of capitalist structures in the individua



countries. The process of differentiation con
tinues to make correctives to the regional
panorama. At the same time, there is evidence
of a most important general feature which
determines the whole course of capitalist
reproduction: the impact of the factor of de
pendence, reinforced by the growing “trans
nationalization” of the economy and the ever
greater intrusion of the transnational cor
porations into the economic organism of the
countries in the region.

The past two or three decades have been
marked by an acceleration of capitalist
development everywhere. At the same time,
the capitalist society in Latin America and the
Caribbean is in the grip of a protracted crisis.
This is determined, on the one hand, by the
growing contradiction between the dynamic of
the productive forces and the existing system of
relations of production, and on the other, by the
successes of socialism which has been estab
lished in the region (on the soil of Cuba) and by
the upswing of the revolutionary liberation
movement.

The Latin American bourgeoisie and its im
perialist patrons are faced with this dilemma:
either to rely in their policy on the old eco
nomic mechanisms and political institutions,
or to try to modify and adapt them to the new
realities. The participants in the discussion
concentrated their attention on the line of
evolution in the capitalist society which is
known as modernization.
Abstract concepts and concrete reality
There was a divergence of views on the ap
proach to the concept of “modernization” it
self. Are we not confusing it, perhaps, Eduardo
Viera, suggested, with capitalist development
proper, with the various models of economic
policy? Does it not involve, perhaps, more re
fined methods of exploitation and the use of
state regulation? Do we not, perhaps, have in
mind more intensive introduction of scientific
and technical achievements and concentration
and centralization of capital?

Local monopolies and powerful financial
groups have appeared in various countries.
State capitalism has been markedly developed,
and it is even possible in some cases to speak of
elements of state-monopoly capitalism, which
differ in the degree of maturity but which are
highly substantial. At the same time, Latin
American countries, including the biggest
ones, are becoming more dependent, although
alongside of this there is a noticeable increase
in the contradictions between the individual
strata of the local bourgeoisie and imperialism,
above all U.S. imperialism. The penetration of 

transnational corporations is becoming ever
more tangible. Latin America suffers from
inequitable trade, from a worsening of the
terms of trade and from the burden of external
debt. The system of large land-holdings re
mains intact in the major part of the region, and
there the backwardness and survivals of the
pre-capitalist past are most pronounced.

That is why, while invariably objecting to
any underestimation of capitalist development
in Latin American countries, we do not agree
with any kind of exaggeration of this develop
ment, for then sight is lost of the structural
crisis and of the material prerequisites for the
dependent role which Latin America has to
play in the world capitalist system. Accord
ingly, this question arises: it is right, even
parenthetically, to define the subject of discus
sion as capitalist modernization?

Doubts were also expressed by Felipe Rod-
riguez. The ideologists of the bourgeoisie, he
said, have been trying to embellish the
capitalist reality and to find some neutrally
sounding words for it. They want to cover up
the negative sense which concepts like
“capitalism” and “capitalist” have in our day.
Instead they use substitutes like “market econ
omy” and similar other terms. Hardly anyone
will now assert that capitalism has already
worked out all its potentialities for moderniz
ing production or that it has lost its capability of
moving from one stage to another. But it should
not be forgotten that modernization is a term by
means of which the bourgeoisie defines its pol
icy in many countries. Why accept a ter
minology used by our class antagonists?

Recognizing the existence of capitalist
modernization does not amount to advertising
it, Cesar Perez objected. Life constantly gen
erates new realities of which Lenin, let alone
Marx, naturally could have no inkling. The
term may possibly not have been used in party
documents either, but they should not be
likened to a “straightjacket” for those who seek
to gain a knowledge of the reality. Many objec
tive processes (technical renovation of produc
tion, emergence of monopolies, social shifts,
urbanization, etc.) give ground for the assump
tion that the capitalist society in the countries
of our region is pulling itself up to the stan
dards of present-day capitalism, even if this is
being done with tremendous “social costs” for
the working people. It is still capable of over
coming some survivals of the past by means of
reform. That can be called "modernization,”
even without parentheses. Nor will the term
pose any ideological danger if it is filled with a
Marxist content. This idea was supported by
Jeronimo Carrera who said that we shall not be 
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distorting the reality by recognizing that
capitalism and the Latin American bourgeoisie
are capable of attaining some results. After all,
we are dealing here simultaneously with the
multiplicity of negative consequences of
capitalist modernization for our peoples.

The skill of bourgeois apologists in capitaliz
ing on advantageous terminology, Jos6 Lava
said, undoubtedly calls for caution. So it is with
“modernization,” a term which it seems every
one has been using. But caution does not mean
that we are not entitled to discuss the problem
of capitalist modernization. It is an actual fact.
The main thing is to clarify its substance and to
show its negative aspects as well. At the same
time, it is not right to deny the ongoing
changes. Imperialism still has considerable re
serves, while the exploiter classes, right-wing
forces still hold the dominant positions in most
developing countries.

In this context, Raja Collure drew attention to
the objective factors which gave an impetus to
the process of capitalist modernization. He
brought out, in particular, two aspects of the
matter: first, the shaping in a number of Latin
American and Asian countries of a system of
capitalist structures requiring a further
development of capitalist relations; and sec
ond, the penetration of foreign imperialism
into the entrails of the social organism, as a
result of which the imperialist forces are di
rectly involved in modernization and are in a
position to direct the process in accordance
with their own interests. Highly important is
the evolution of the international capitalist di
vision of labor which generates imperatives for
economic restructuring in the dependent
countries.

Considering the content of the concept under
discussion, Felix Dixon remarked that the clas
sics of Marxism-Leninism repeatedly pointed
to the urge for renewal which was organic to
capital. This question should not be reduced to
technico-economic changes; it is much
broader. There is also a need to take account of
the nature of the regime under which the pro
cess of modernization takes place and the
corresponding distinctions in social
consequences.

In order to clarify the problem, Vladimir
Daydov said, it is worth drawing a distinction
between the possible meanings of this term,
notably its abstract and concrete meanings.
Thus, it is possible to speak in general terms of
modernization in a society belonging to a for
mation which has already passed its peak, and
which is confronted with its “opponent,” the
rising formation. That is all the more evident,
considering that the society referred to is re

tarded and dependent. In this case, moderniza
tion will be taken to mean a definite renewal of
socio-economic and political structures, as they
are pulled up to the level of more developed
analogues. This could be regarded as a parti
cular case of capitalist development, as one of
its aspects. As for the subject-matter of our
discussion, it is highly concrete. What is being
analyzed is capitalist modernization under way
in Latin American and Caribbean countries, a
region in which a special type of capitalist soci
ety has taken shape as a result of late develop
ment of capitalism, but a late development
which shapes the capitalist social system at the
monopoly stage, when the export of capital
from the imperialist centers rules out the possi
bility of any autonomous development for
capitalism in the periphery. There is evidence
of retardation and dependence on the “first
echelon,” the imperialist powers. The univer
sal uniformities of the mode of production are
repeated but in a modified form, and the fea
tures of one stage are inevitably superimposed
on another. The result is an especially tight
knot of social contradictions. The society is in
the grip of a protracted structural crisis and,
unless there is at least a partial renewal of it, the
resultant situation threatens a social explosion.

In the view of Raul Valbuena, modernization
is a necessity dictated by the imperatives of the
growth of the productive forces and con
ditioned by the laws of competition, the un
even economic dynamic of the individual
countries and the region as a whole, and the
progressive concentration of production and
capital. From this standpdint, the phenomenon
being considered is an objective one. But at the
symposium attention was also drawn to the
other aspect, the subjective one, namely, the
theoretical, ideological and practical activity of
various groups of the ruling class or foreign
imperialist circles for the purpose of bringing
about some renewal of obsolete structures and 
institutions hampering movement along the
selected way. In other words, it was a bourgeois
policy or strategy of modernization. Thus,
Cesar Barreto saw capitalist modernization,
first, as a definite trend of development meeting
the interests of the exploiter classes, and sec
ond, as apolicy making use of new instrument
for the attainment of the goals of the local big
bourgeoisie and foreign monopolies. Such.a
policy does not imply any changes in me
fundamentals of the social system. It is aimed o
improve its elements, the mechanism
exploitation. .

Eduardo Viera formulated the question
follows. The participants in the discussion^^
said, are agreed on the main point: every 
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has spoken of capitalist development, of an
objective trend toward an unfolding of the
productive forces. Why must preference then
be given to the concept of “modernization”?
There is, of course, a need to see the nuances. A
general trend is one thing, and the question of
some “modernizing models,” the question of
concrete policy, is another. In the latter case,
there is a need to reckon with the local con
ditions, with the social forces which are at the
head of the state, how the attempts by individ
ual countries to change the nature of their
participation in the capitalist division of labor
are expressed, and what the specifics of the
present international situation are as a whole.

In order to obtain an objective answer to
these questions and to verify the various defini
tions, Mario Nascimento said, there is a need to
go beyond abstract reasoning and get down to
an analysis of the actual situation in the region
and the actual changes. And they are highly
significant.
Process of objective change
In the second half of the century, Latin America
was one of the most dynamic regions of the
world capitalist economy, it was said in the
papers presented by Julio Silva Colmenares,
Ladislav Kubik and Viktor Sheinis. From 1950
to 1980, the aggregate gross domestic product
(GDP) in the region multiplied roughly
five-fold, and the product per head — nearly
three-fold.

Industrialization has yielded tangible re
sults. At the end of the 1970s, the ratio of the
industrial to the agrarian sector (in terms of
GDP) was 4 to 1, as compared with 1.5 to 1 in
1950. In terms of heavy industry’s share in the
GDP, Latin America came close to the indicator
for the industrialized capitalist countries. Some
elements of local scientific and technical
potential emerged in the countries of the re
gion. Profound changes marked the propor
tions of social reproduction: the accumulation
rate went up from 14 per cent in 1950 to 23 per
cent in 1980. Local production meets almost
the whole of the demand for disposable con
sumer goods and a growing share of the de
mand for consumer durables and also for pro
ducer goods and materials (which is not
equivalent to national production, considering
the penetration by the transnationals).

On some parameters, Latin America’s place
in the international division of labor has been
changing. Its share in the GDP of the non
socialist world increased from 5.4 per cent in
1950 to 7-8 per cent at the end of the 1970s.
Once suppliers mainly of agricultural and min
eral raw materials, the countries of the region 

are also developing into exporters of industrial
products: petrochemistry, engineering, and
consumer manufactures. Manufactured prod
ucts account for one-fifth of the aggregate ex
ports, in Argentina and Mexico for over a quar
ter, and in Brazil for nearly one-half. An impor
tant indicator is the diversification of external
economic ties, especially the entry of Latin
American exporters to the non-traditional mar
kets of the socialist states. This line is the most
dynamic sector of the foreign trade of many of
the countries on the continent. Their relations
with the socialist community countries now go
beyond the framework of conventional trade,
involving delivery of complete equipment,
scientific and technical cooperation and the
training of personnel.

Consequently, the economic system of the
region has been truly subjected to change as
compared with the period in which it was dom
inated by enclave, one-commodity and mainly
agrarian and raw-material structures. A per
manently operating mechanism of expanded
reproduction has taken shape. Economic
growth has advanced most of the Latin Ameri
can and Caribbean countries to a higher stage in
the development of the productive forces. Such
is one aspect of capitalist modernization, con
sidered in general terms.

However, another aspect is equally impres
sive. The unprecedented growth of the produc
tive forces has gone hand in hand with an
unprecedented spread of poverty and priva
tion. A sizable part of the population (the bulk,
in some countries) has not received any bene
fits from economic development. Progressive
structural shifts in production have been paral
leled by a deepening of economic and social
disproportions. Among these is the increasing
lag of agriculture from the other sectors; the
unusually wide gap between the structures of
production and employment; and the impres
sive scale of unemployment (considering the
substantial accretion of the production
potential).

The modernization trend, which has brought
about a definite change in the participation by
the Latin American and Caribbean region in the
international division of labor and the diversi
fication of its export markets, has simul
taneously produced — under the impact of un-
govemed forces in the world capitalist econ
omy and conscious efforts by the ruling classes
—new forms and structures of dependence and
has led to its “interiorization.” This means that
highly concentrated international monopoly
capital has become one of the chief internal
factors in the development of Latin American
countries.
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Severe Romero emphasized in this context
that the type of modernization which is evident
in Paraguay constitutes an adaptation by the
dependent capitalist society to the new line of
development which is determined by im
perialist capital. In the view of Cesar Barreto,
every scheme of economic organization intro
duced by U.S. imperialism into Latin America
is aimed to attain definite goals in accord with
the laws of surplus-value appropriation and the
accumulation of capital in present-day condi
tions. This applies both to the forms of plunder
and exploitation of the countries of the region
and the deepening of their dependence. A vis
ual example is provided by the Peruvian econ
omy, which is being increasingly subordinated
to the interests of the U.S. corporations under
the pretext of capitalist modernization.

Eduardo Viera, Ari dos Santos and others
drew attention to the accelerated concentration
of production and capital, which in some cases
has attained the level of the industrialized
capitalist states. In some countries, national (on
the basis of local capital) and “associated”
(merger of local and foreign capital) mono
polies have taken shape and financial and
industrial groups are being established with a
financial oligarchy at the top. A modem capital
market is taking shape in the region.

Development connected with the renewal of
economic structures and relations is a process
that cannot be separated from social changes.
These changes, signifying transition to more
clear-cut proportions of class composition,
Jeronimo Carrera and Cesar Perez said, are an
important sign of capitalist modernization. In
all the countries of the region, the working class
has grown markedly stronger. Over the past
decade, its total numerical strength increased
by 10 million, to more than 50 million today.
Their class consciousness is promoted by the
growing scale of production at the individual
enterprises, and the concentration of large con
tingents of industrial workers in a few indus
trial centers. The conditions for more organized
action by the proletariat are being created
accordingly. The labor market is being moder
nized in the sense that there is a rise in the
skill-standards of wageworkers, and the gen
eral occupational and territorial mobility of the
working population is increasing.

The middle urban strata have been sharply
increased through the growth of the technical
intelligentsia and various categories of
employees. Millions of young people are now
attending higher schools. The social status of
the middle strata has been noticeably changing,
the main reason being the ever faster pro let ari
zation of a sizable part of these strata, both in 

consequence of their involvement in industrial
forms of labor and the expansion of capitalism’s
relations of production. Proletarization is
affecting masses of peasants. But on the whole,
the economic organism of the capitalist society
in Latin America is incapable of “digesting” the
labor power which is being expelled from the
countiyside as the pre-capitalist and early
capitalist sectors disintegrate. A modern
labor-saving technology is being
“superimposed” on unprepared social struc
tures. Industrialization proceeds and industry
develops, while providing ever less employ
ment per investment unit. A vast mass of the
population is being pauperized and driven into
the so-called marginal strata. Marginalization
— a process of alienation from society —Cesar
Perez says, is a typical by-product of capitalist
modernization in the countries of the region
and one of the most serious problems which
Marxists have up to now inadequately studied.

Ari dos Santos, Hugo Fazio and Julio Silva
Colmenares drew attention to the shaping of
local monopoly associations going beyond the
framework of family clans. This has produced a
new entrepreneurial elite which maintains
close ties with foreign capital and which relies
on a sizable technocratic apparatus. Its interests
differ from the ambitions of the traditional
oligarchy. With the changes in the upper rungs
of the social pyramid caused by the develop
ment of the monopoly bourgeoisie, political
power in many states of the region has fallen
under the control of a more powerful alliance.
The traditional alliance of imperialism with the
landowners and merchants has given way to an
alliance of the imperialists with the monopoly
elite subordinating all the other strata of the
local bourgeoisie.

Considering the actual changes in the coun
tries of the region, Mario Nascimento, Clement
Rohee, Rupert Lewis and others reached the
following conclusion: there is some moder
nization of economic and social structures
within the framework of capitalism, but its di
rection is also determined by this framework
The main features of the capitalist society
which has taken shape in the countries of Latin
America and the Caribbean leave a marked im
print on the forms, character and limits of
modernization.

There are, of course, new phenomena which
stood out in bolder relief in the 1970s, Eduardo
Viera said. However, bourgeois modernization
is a highly contradictory phenomenon which
has a different impact in various countries.
That is why we say: Mexico, with its vast re
sources and multimillion population, its siza
ble market and a reformist-minded big bour-
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geoisie (even with its inclination to com
promise with the foreign monopolies) is one
thing, and the countries of the Southern Cone,
another. Here the modernizing projects are a
product of imperialism’s counter-offensive
foisting fascist regimes on the peoples. The
consolidation of some sectors proceeds
through the suppression of others. In the pres
ence of elements of capitalist development
there is adaptation to the plans of foreign im
perialist circles. Our peoples are victims of
“shock therapy” used by the fascist regimes,
which zealously stand on guard of the interests
of imperialist finance capital. Nor is capitalism
marking time in Uruguay, although there is
also evidence — and as much is admitted even
by government spokesmen — of an economic
depression and an actual failure of pro
imperialist policy. Other comrades also spoke
of the destructive effects of the growth of para
sitic finance capital in Argentina, Bolivia,
Paraguay, Peru and Chile.

Considering national specifics, Felix Dixon
emphasized the primary importance of a dif
ferentiated approach to analyzing moderni
zation processes. The orientation of these pro
cesses, he said, largely depends on the charac
ter of a country’s regime. If power passes into
the hands of the progressive forces, moderniza
tion could be used for full-fledged develop
ment of the national economy and for raising
the well-being of a majority of the population.

Jeronimo Carrera also pointed to the need to
proceed from the class substance of develop
ments. To say that capitalist modernization in
Latin America is a fiasco simply because it
failed to solve the serious socio-economic prob
lems is tantamount to the assertion that it has
social interests to pursue in the first place. But
that is something that is not, of course, inherent
in bourgeois modernization, and in fact con
flicts with its very substance.

The exchange of opinion showed that the objec
tive process of capitalist modernization, deter
mined by internal and external imperatives,
has variously affected all the capitalist states in
the region. But it is a multifaceted process and
tends to acquire different configurations in
concrete national conditions. The distinctions
are revealed in the type of political regime, in
the form and extent of state intervention in the
economy, in the relations with foreign capital,
in the character of participation in the inter
national capitalist division of labor and in the
extent to which economic and social structures
are renewed. The pace of this process provides
further confirmation of the law of uneven
development of countries under capitalism.

Capitalist modernization fails to solve the
key problems of the dependent and backward
countries. But in definite internal and exter
nal conditions there can be real shifts, in
particular, the expulsion of the survivors of
pre-capitalist sectors in the countryside and
early capitalist economic forms in the towns,
a build-up of the production potential in
some industries, and also a temporary accel
eration of economic growth. At the same
time, Latin America retains fundamental
distinctions from industrialized capitalist
society. The specifics of the dependent type
of reproduction are confirmed in new forms.
That is why participants in the symposium
accepted the idea of the two-fold character of
capitalist modernization. On the one hand, it
signifies definite technical and economic
progress, a higher degree of socialization of
production, and the gestation of the higher
forms of capital organization, and on the
other, growing exploitation and a spread of
social ills, and an aggravation of the existing
and the emergence of new contradictions. In
other words, the crisis of the capitalist society
is deepened on a “modernized” basis.
Conceptions and actual policies
Under the protracted structural crisis and the
rise of the revolutionary struggle, the ruling
classes are alarmed about their future and
seek to mobilize forces to discover and use
the most effective means to ensure their se
curity. They strive to pre-empt the revolution
ary explosion and create the conditions for
improving the methods of exploitation,
bolstering the positions of the monopolies
and maximizing their profits.

This trend surfaced in the 1960s, as Latin
America was moving through the final stages
of the import-substitution phase of indus
trialization. The import-substitution
methods instituted in place of the primitive
orientation toward the export of raw material
commodities, Eduardo Viera emphasized,
could be employed only with massive injec
tions of foreign capital and protectionist
measures. Protectionist policies helped to
establish a number of powerful entrepreneur
ial groups sharing control of the domestic
market. Alongside the transnationals, they
sought higher rates of profit and “economic
liberalization” — all to the detriment of the
working people’s living standards.

In the new situation, said A. Karavayev, the
conditions for realizing reformist-type pro
grams have been sharply worsened, and this
has led to marked changes in the methods of
capitalist modernization. The switch to pres
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ent-day scenarios was marked by the 1964
coup in Brazil, which led to the installation of
a new type of right-wing authoritarian mili
tary regime. Its supporters worked out a
strategy which has come to be known as the
“Brazilian model of economic development.”
A similar policy was later effected in
Uruguay (following the coup in 1973), in
Chile (after the overthrow of the Popular
Unity Government, and more aggressively
than in Brazil), and in Argentina (after the
1976 coup). Elements of a similar strategy
have also been characteristic of the economic
policy of Mexico (especially since 1976),
Colombia (since 1974), and Peru and Jamaica
(since 1980).

The modernization policy is now most
often effected “from the right,” by leaders
with reactionary political views. In contrast
to the preceding period, present-day variants
are, as a rule, free from the spirit of social
reformism, and rest on the theoretical pos
tulates of neo-liberal schools, notably the
Chicago school. Earlier on, orientation on
broader strata of the bourgeoisie (relying on
the domestic market or groups personifying
state property) tended to prevail in the
modernization policy, but now it is usually
realized in the interests of the big bour
geoisie, as a rule closely collaborating with
the transnationals or representing their in
terests “locally.” “Modernizers” now put
through their reforms mostly in the sphere of
economic regulation, and their true purport
is to step up the property and social polariza
tion of Latin American societies and to speed
their advance toward state-monopoly
capitalism.

Modernization with the use of tougher
methods entailing measures to depress mass
living standards and intensify exploitation
requires political regimes capable of putting
down inevitable resistance by the oppressed.
Hence the ruling circles’ urge to restrict or
wipe out bourgeois-democratic freedoms and
the setting up of authoritarian dictatorial
governments in many Latin American coun
tries. In other words, Leonardo Paso de
clared, the reverse side of the “liberal” anti-
etatist policy in the economic sphere is “iron”
rule by the bourgeois state in politics and
ideology.

Some participants made the point, how
ever, that it was not right to lose sight of the
fact that in practice there was a coexistence of
different trends. These were three lines of
action by present-day modernizers.

The first line, said Karl Gothner, is the pol
icy of reactionary conservative circles closely 

allied with U.S. capital. They are those who
prefer the neo-monetarist conceptions of the
Chicago school. Their main task is to stifle the
urge for economic independence and to en
trench on a new basis (in the light of a revived
theory of “comparative advantage”) the tradi
tional role of Latin American countries as
suppliers of raw materials, and to lift the
protectionist measures stimulating the
development of national industry. While
suppressing the democratic movement,
withdrawing social concessions and cutting
back real wages, these circles try to put the
whole burden of the crisis on the shoulders of
the people. They want to confine the state
sector and government spending to a
“necessary minimum” and to replace direct
government intervention in the economy
with measures of indirect influence. This
kind of strategy is being adopted by fascist
and semi-fascist regimes and — most indica-
tively — is being taken as the basis of the
Reagan administration’s economic policy
with respect to the southern neighbors of the
United States.

Hugo Fazio analyzed the concrete content
of the “modernization” line proclaimed by
Pinochet’s fascist regime. The lifting of the
protectionist barriers has ensured free access
for foreign capital and goods to Chile. The
structure of production is being modified in
accordance with the new scheme of parti
cipation in the international capitalist divi
sion of labor (some export products enjoying
demands in the centers of capitalism are
given privileged status, while the domestic
market is flooded with foreign goods). A
series of reforms is being'put through to cen
tralize the financial system. State resources
are being handed over to private capital
whenever this turns out to be profitable for it.
A new “labor plan” has put the working
people at an extreme disadvantage in rela
tions with their employers. The fragmenta
tion of trade unions and other mass organiza
tions is being provoked and encouraged.
Consequently, these are attempts to use the
instruments of state-monopoly capitalism to
overcome the structural crisis out of which
the Salvador Allende government tried to
pull the country in a revolutionary way.

Jaime Barrios described the right-wing cir
cles’ policy in El Salvador. He said that in his
country, capitalist modernization in the
1970s led to a sharp aggravation of social
antagonisms. This means a crisis of the whole
social system. It determines the material and
political context of the present historical
situation in the country. The paramount fact 
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is that the revolution is now an objective and
real possibility, and not only a good intention
on the part of the revolutionaries. Bourgeois
modernization in El Salvador, which has as
sumed the “reform and repression” formula,
is a total fiasco. The attempt to bolster the
degraded system — the oligarchic dictator
ship — on the basis of dependent capitalism
has proved to be clearly impossible.

The structural crisis in the socio-economic
system of Paraguay, Severe Romero said, is
gaining in depth as a result of the fairly
considerable development of capitalist rela
tions of production and a trend toward the
use of more modern technology. The build
ing of the giant hydropower complexes Itaipu
and Jacyreta is having an especially powerful
effect. All of this tends to put pressure on the
superstructure personified by the ruling fas
cist camarilla. Its strategic line is now aimed
to “internationalize” the Paraguayan econ
omy via the foreign-trade mechanism, by
stimulating foreign investment and increas
ing the external debt.

The second line is the reformist policy of
the big bourgeoisie which has adopted the
ideas of ECLA*  and interpreted them in its
own way. That is a line, Karl Gothner said,
which is usually supported by local indus
trialists and bureaucrats connected with state
enterprises. By stepping up capitalist
development, they hope to create the condi
tions for maximizing profits. The reformist
circles of the big bourgeoisie are in need of
technological and financial aid and also of
managerial services for foreign capital, but
they also try to lay down their own rules for
its behavior in accordance with the “legal"
norms. Some representatives of these circles
are discontent with the transnationals’ activ
ity and take a rigid nationalistic stand. They
took an active part in elaborating the concep
tions of a new international economic order,
and this shows that they want external ties to
be more fairly based. Under pressure from the
masses, some of the more far-sighted reform
ists from among the big capitalists are pre
pared to accept partial social change and
some redistribution of income in favor of the
poor.

The policy of capitalist modernization in
Venezuela, Jeronimo Carrera remarked, has
stood out most boldly since the mid-1970s,
following the leap in world prices for oil, and
also after the nationalization of the country’s
oil and iron-ore industry, that is, after the
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ruling circles got vast financial resources at
their disposal. Capitalist accumulation was
accelerated not only through super-exploita
tion of the working people, but also and
largely through the appropriation of enor
mous financial resources coming in as rev
enue from the sale of oil. In close interaction
with the transnationals, the monopoly
bourgeoisie has been manipulating the
nationalized enterprises and increasing the
scale on which the nation’s resources are
being plundered. The state sector which now
covers two-thirds of the economic system op
erates almost exclusively in the interests of
private monopoly groups which over the past
several years have managed to bend the or
gans of power to their will.

In actual politics, Karl Christian Gothner
emphasized, the two modernization lines
considered above never appear in a pure form
but as trends. This is exemplified by the
“Brazilian model,” which is a mixture of
neo-monetarist and neo-Keynesian methods
adapted to the country’s concrete conditions
and meeting the interests of local and foreign
monopolies and managers of the state sector.
In this sense, the policies pursued by Brazil's
military governments differ markedly from,
say, those now conducted in Chile, Argentina
and Uruguay, where there are more elements
of monetarism.

The third line is represented by social
reformist conceptions which are being vigor
ously preached in the region by the Socialist
International under the “democratic social
ism” slogan. The gist of these ideas was laid
bare by Mario Soares, leader of the Por
tuguese Socialist Party, at a meeting of the
Latin American Committee of the Socialist
International in 1980. It entails the use of
"democratic” planning, establishment of
"free” trade unions, development of a large
state sector, implementation of agrarian and
tax reforms, and correction of social injustice
through a redistribution of incomes and
development of "pluralistic” economy. The
Latin American members of the Socialist
International advocate a new international
economic order and criticize West European
social democrats for inadequate support of
their demands.

It was emphasized in the discussion that the
main trends characterizing the dynamic of
capitalist development in the region are also
reflected in policies which tend to change
with the local conditions, the interests of the
ruling groups and the balance of forces. One
could speak of the formation of a system of
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measures and modernization methods
realized in varying degree and designed for a
long-term perspective. This strategy is aimed
to speed up the concentration of capital, to
consolidate the power of the financial oligar
chy and to entrench state-monopoly capital
ism, to intensify the working people’s
exploitation so as to maximize profits, and to
remove the capitalist structures which no
longer accord with the new level of
monopolization.

At the same time, far from every declara
tion concerning modernization amounts to
practical activity. Frequently this is no more
than demagogy that does not involve even
curtailed projects sponsored by bourgeois
conservatives. It is designed to attract not
only the gullible, but also young people and
intellectuals likely to respond to
“forward-looking” views. In some cases, the
modern terminological “packaging” serves
to cover up the most reactionary and even
human-hating projects. That is why it is
important to draw a line between moderniza
tion in practice and modernization rhetoric,
and to see how these are expressed in con
crete policies.
Modernization and dependence
Considering the actual changes in the basis
and superstructure of the existing society,
the participants in the discussion asked
this question: can the barrier of “under
development” be surmounted under con
tinuing dependence? How will dependence it
self and its influence then change? Will it in
crease or decrease?

In this context, Peter Boychuck said that half
a century ago there was a discussion within
the Communist Party of Canada on whether
the country should be regarded as a British
colony, since it continued to recognize the
British monarch, or whether Canada had al
ready become a colony of the United States. It
took time to understand that Canada was not
a colony at all. It had itself become an im
perialist state which, it is true, is under the
influence of U.S. imperialism, while rep
resenting the interests of its own monopolies.
It is, of course, not right to assert that the same
thing is happening in Latin America. How
ever, such precedents should not be dis
counted. He drew attention to how the Mexi
can and the Canadian governments reacted to
the penetration of U.S. automobile corpora
tions. In Canada, it had long been accepted
that the domestic market was not large
enough to warrant a build-up of auto
mobile-making, from research and develop

ment all the way to cars rolling off the assem
bly line. As a result, the industry consists
only of U.S.-based subsidiaries. Meanwhile,
Mexico forced General Motors and Ford to
transfer the larger part of the production
cycle to its territory, although its market is
much smaller than the Canadian. As a result,
the country was able to reduce its import of
parts and components and to cut its trade
deficit. The Mexicans’ labor input into
production increased, and with it, the mass of
wages, which means an expansion of the
domestic market.

Indeed, Leonardo Paso remarked, apart
from the dependence which exists in our
countries, we cannot but take note of some
manifestations of independence. After all,
the general crisis of capitalism has been
developing within the framework deter
mined by the balance of forces in the world
arena. Capitalism’s ability to adapt itself to
the new conditions, which also includes the
ability to make timely concessions to the
working people, helps it to survive. Any real
advance now made by capitalism is due not
so much to its own impetus, as to the poten
tialities of the scientific and technological
revolution, the struggle of the working class
and other circumstances which force the
bourgeoisie to raise the technical level of
production.

James West noted the existence of impor
tant factors which tend to weaken depen
dence, and stressed that in Latin America
U.S. imperialism is faced with growing resis
tance. Even bourgeois governments now and
again refuse to accept attitudes which the
Reagan administration is trying to push
through. Such facts should not be seen as
resulting from the acts of individual leaders.
They are an expression of the class interests
of a section of the ruling circles.

The forms of dependence, A. Karaveyev
said, tend to change, but dependence itself
remains, being intensified in some spheres
and relaxed in others. Besides, the concept of
underdevelopment is a relative one. There is
a constant rise in the “barrier of under
development” in view of the rapid growth of
the productive forces on a world scale under
the scientific and technological revolution.
The task of overcoming it is complicated
accordingly. One serious obstacle is the
impossibility of solving — within the frame
work of the capitalist alternative — the prob
lem of mass structural unemployment which
affects up to a quarter of the able-bodied
population in the region and the existence of
a sizable part of the population which is eco-
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nomically and socially alienated: In the fore
seeable future, the less developed countries
will evidently be unable to eliminate the im
perialist centers’ technological monopoly. In
the past, their domination was based on the
superiority of their financial and industrial
potentials. To this has now been added a
monopoly of scientific and technological
achievements. The efforts to overcome the
“barrier of underdevelopment’’ are also being
seriously hampered by the exacerbation of
global problems which did not exist for
capitalism’s “first echelon.” It is highly un
likely that with the deepening of the general
crisis of the capitalist system, the major Latin
American countries could develop into im
perialist powers and join the “club of the
privileged.”

That underdevelopment can be overcome is
a hypothesis that should not be rejected in
theoretical terms, Eduardo Viera said. How
ever, it is based on the speculative conclusions
concerning potentialities which cannot, in real
ity, be effected without radical transformations,
without a break with imperialism. But in any
case, these will be relatively developed and
simultaneously dependent countries, al
though, of course, there can be no question here
either of semi-colonies or of primitive depen
dence. We do not exaggerate the importance of
state-monopoly capitalism. Nor do we want to
imitate the scientists who claim that fighting
imperialism in their countries amounts to
fighting a specter — just because of the entry
upon this phase. As if imperialism has not al
ready become an internal (as well as external)
factor grafted onto the system of production
relations. In this connection, Carnal Kozlu re
marked that in Turkey, where capitalist evolu
tion revealed many analogies with that of the
Latin American countries, structures charac
teristic of state-monopoly capitalism tend to
appear, while dependence continues to be
definitive.

Viktor Sheinis held that the trend toward the
establishment of elements of state-monopoly
capitalism in Latin America was rooted in the
objective conditions, and was in accord with
the long-term interests of the social forces in
power in the imperialist centers. The shaping
of “sub-imperialist structures” is a parallel
process under way within the framework of
modernization. Let us recall, in this context,
Lenin’s remarks on unequal, dependent,
“local” imperialisms among other national
(rather, nationally-isolated) imperialisms (V.I.
Lenin, Coll. Works, Vol. 22, p. 106, Vol. 39, p.
532). There is no reason to assume that today
the entry into the imperialist “elite” is totally 

barred for new members (even if only a hand
ful). So long as the laws of capitalism operate,
its internationalization proceeds, and the
unevenness of development likewise persists.

The key categories for a politico-economic
interpretation of the phenomenon of
“sub-imperialism” are monopoly and partition
of the world. It is a gross over-simplification to
reduce the role of “sub-imperialist” forces to
that of imperialist agents. Among their assets is
the accumulated wealth which cannot be en
tirely converted into capital on the spot and
which is injected into the general flow of
international monopoly capital, an arrange
ment the latter itself favors. Among the
“sub-imperialist” assets may be a vast territory,
a large demographic potential, and rich natural
resources. In other words, even non-capitalist
monopoly, structured into world capitalist ties,
may have a sizable base. This means broader
potentialities for the imperialist transformation
of states with established capitalist structures,
even if these are less strong than those at the
centers of the system. This applies to the major
countries of Latin America. Having accumu
lated a definite stock of material resources and
armaments, the “sub-imperialist” regimes
come forward with their own ambitions (and
not only as intermediaries) with respect to their
weaker neighbors. With the passage of time,
such regimes display a tendency to become
autonomous from the chief centers of imperial
ism and an urge to use, for their own interests,
the struggle between the two systems and even
the anti-imperialist potentialities of the na
tional liberation movement.

In determining the character of the contem
porary Venezuelan society, Jeronimo Carrera
brought out a number of features which could
be called sub-imperialist. Because of its rich oil
and gas resources, which yield large foreign
exchange earnings, and the noticeable
capitalist modernization of its socio-economic
structures, Venezuela stands out among the
Latin American countries. Its present political
and economic role in the region is comparable
with that of the Big Three: Mexico, Brazil and
Argentina. Against the overall background of
the region, Venezuela now stands out as a
capitalist state of middle-level development,
which has left its neocolonial past behind it. It
has become a financial power on a regional
scale with a growing level of industrialization
and living standards which attract immigrants
from other parts of the continent.

The thesis of sub-imperialism was ques
tioned by Julio Laborde. In Argentina, he said,
there is a growing concentration of capital and
an evident process of monopolization. In other
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words, the universal laws of capitalism are in
operation, even if in highly peculiar condi
tions. This is occurring in a dependent country
where the socio-economic structures have been
distorted and where development is extremely
uneven. There is a need for the utmost circum
spection in applying terms like
"sub-imperialism” and “imperialism” to Latin
American countries. Let us recall Lenin’s
classification: dependent, semi-dependent and
semi-colonial countries. Such an approach
helps to give a correct explanation of the reality
and work out positions for consolidating the
anti-imperialist front. If we are carried away by
the new formulas, we could lose sight of U.S.
imperialism, the chief antagonist. This could
set our countries off against each other and so
weaken our joint struggle against the common
enemy.

Raul Valdes Vivo also pointed to the danger
of an artificial division of the Latin American
states. It is politically wrong to “pull up” Latin
America to Western Europe and to minimize
the importance of the region’s anti-imperialist
potential. In any case, it is not right to forget
about the fundamental community of the Third
World, which is based on the- fact that Asia,
Africa and Latin America are victims of im
perialist exploitation, diktat and blackmail.
Every means at our disposal should be used to
fortify their united front, especially in the pres
ent international situation.

While some countries in the region, A.
Karavayev remarked, have “sub-imperialist”
functions to perform, there is a great distance
between so-called sub-imperialism and
imperialism. The latter, as Lenin saw it, implies
a monopoly stage, highly developed and
rotten-ripe capitalism. One of its charac
teristics, in particular, is over-accumulation of
capital. But in virtually all the Latin American
countries, even the most “sub-imperialist”
ones, there is a highly acute shortage of capital,
and this makes them dependent on the im
perialist centers. In the contemporary capitalist
system, “sub-imperialism” has a subordinate
and ancillary role and that is yet another
fundamental distinction between it (however
independent its subject may appear) and “real”
imperialism.

The use of the term “sub-imperialism,” Vik
tor Sheinis stressed, does not mean that an ab
solutely equivalent phenomenon is emerging
alongside the citadels of imperialism. The
prefix "sub” is there for a good reason. It is
hardly right to recognize the existence of
state-monopoly trends in Latin America, while
resolutely objecting to “sub-imperialism.”
After all, monopoly (private and state) does 

generate expansion and imperialist tendencies.
The Latin American bourgeoisie, or a sizable
part of it, said James West, does link its interests
with U.S. imperialism in order to ensure
modernization, but that does not mean that it
has no imperialist ambitions of its own. An
organic feature of capitalism is the urge for
expansion, first at home, and then in the exter
nal market. Such a tendency has been in evi
dence since the origination of capitalism, and
there is no need at all to wait until it moves into
the imperialist stage.

No mechanical causal connection should be
established between dependence and back
wardness, Vladimir Davydov said. Within the
framework of the world capitalist economy,
backwardness virtually always signifies
dependence, but the latter is not equivalent to
backwardness. One could find many modern
sectors in the economy of dependent countries.
Now and again, a rising level of development
may be a function of the interests of imperialist
centers. It is obvious, for instance, that the in
terests of the “raw material” monopolies and
the radio-electronic corporations of the United
States which operate in the countries of the
region are not identical. Dependence, seen as a
definite social connection, signifying domina
tion and subordination, is established not only
and not so much between state-frameworked
economies. It is realized in relations between
the classes of dominant and dependent coun
tries and is made meaningful in the alienation
and appropriation of the surplus-product. This
kind of dependence is inherent in the inter
connections within the world capitalist econ
omy. And when dependence is considered
within these limits, there is justification for the
conclusion concerning the tendency toward its
growth and concerning an insuperable
threshold which marks off the periphery. The
reality taken as a whole is another thing.
Dependence is an important element and cer
tainly has an influence on modernization
“projects.” But it is not absolute in any sense.
After all, there is no abstracting from the in
fluence of existing socialism or from the speci
fic interests of the local bourgeoisie. Any
modernization “project” which it proposes,
must reckon with the limited choice of the
international capitalist division of labor. But
this may also mean reckoning with factors
which neutralize the effect of dependence. It is
also important to take account of the autonomy
of the superstructure with respect to the basis
that is characterized by dependence.

The participants in the symposium stated that
in most Latin American countries capitalist 
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development and modernization proceeded
within the narrow framework of dependence,
and with the active participation and influence
of the transnationals. This determines the ten
dency toward its growth. But the peculiarities
of the existing situation cannot be explained
only in terms of dependence. The imperialist
monopolies are more than an external force.
They are being increasingly converted into an
internal factor which leaves a deep imprint on
the economy and politics of the countries in the
region. But in these conditions, some circles of
the national bourgeoisie pursue a policy which
does not coincide and frequently even conflicts
with the interests of imperialism. At the same
time, it was noted in the course of the discus
sion that in order to win genuine indepen
dence, there is a need for profound trans
formations affecting the power of the oligarchy,
and for a break of the ties of dependence on the
imperialist centers.
Revolutionary forces’ responsibility
Participants in the symposium examined the
tasks of the revolutionary forces and linked
them with the objective process of change in
some economic and social structures in the
course of capitalist development. These forces
constantly seek to improve the programs on the
basis of which the alternative for the
“modernization” strategy of the Latin Ameri
can bourgeoisie and foreign imperialist circles
is formulated. Such programs are also of much
importance in the ideological struggle against
reformist conceptions and bourgeois and
petty-bourgeois illusions.

The growth of industrial production and its
ever larger scale go to increase the proletarian
ranks and alter the conditions of the working
people’s social being. Capitalist moderniza
tion, Mario Nascimento and Rupert Lewis em
phasized, not only intensifies exploitation but
also works changes in the labor market. The
concentration of labor at large enterprises is
markedly raised, and this promotes the estab
lishment and strengthening of working-class
organizations. The social basis of the com
munist movement is objectively consolidated.
Accordingly, greater responsibility falls on the
revolutionary forces, above all on the commu
nists, in defending the interests of the pro
letariat and of all the other working people.

The process of capitalist modernization,
which has also affected a part of the bour
geoisie, has caused its further differentiation.
Lenin emphasized that it was exceptionally
important to draw a distinction between the
conservative, liberal and reformist bourgeoisie.
These differences, he wrote, “are quite minor 

and unimportant from the standpoint of pure
(i.e., abstract) communism, i.e., communism
that has not yet matured to the stage of practical
political action by the masses. However, from
the standpoint of this practical action by the
masses, these differences are most important"
(Coll. Works, Vol. 31, pp. 94-95). The ability to
draw a distinction between the various factions
of the bourgeoisie, and to sort out allies and
adversaries — not only present but also future
— is a highly important aspect of the revolu
tionary struggle.

Capitalist modernization in Latin America is
closely bound up with the internationalization
of economic life, and this also means inter
nationalization of the working class struggle.
The participants in the exchange of opinion
emphasized the need for new forms in which
class solidarity is displayed. External, interna
tional factors are coming to play an ever greater
role in the working-class movement. The
masses of workers in Latin America and the
Caribbean, impelled by a growing political
consciousness, respond by their social activity
not only to internal but also to international
problems, like the defense of peace and the
security of the nations, and anti-militarism, and
voice their solidarity in support of the peoples
standing up for their revolutionary gains and of
those suffering under fascist dictatorships.

As social contradictions deepen, the main
antagonism, that between labor and capital,
comes increasingly to the fore. It has a special
content in Latin America. After all, capital, as
Julio Silva Colmenares said in his paper, is
represented in the dependent capitalist society
by both its internal and external components.
This goes to strengthen the basis for merging
the social and anti-imperialist struggle. For its
part, modernization results in changes within
the society: a monopoly elite ranged against all
the other strata is crystallized. This process
creates a fundamental basis for the broadest
coalition.

Hugo Fazio said, in the light of Chile’s exper
ience, that the main thing for the working class
now is to establish such broad unity. The uni
tary policy should reflect the vital aspirations of
various strata of the population suffering from
“modernization” in the fascist manner. The
main goals of the unitary policy should be
eradication of the political, economic and so
cial basis of fascism and the creation of pos
sibilities for the working people’s mass parti
cipation in tackling the problems facing the
country. By advancing along this way, it is
possible to move nearer to the goals of demo
cratic revolution.

The discussion showed that modernization 
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policy varies across the broad spectrum: from
destruction of a part of the production facilities
(as in Argentina, Bolivia, Uruguay and Chile) to
real renewal of some structures (as in Vene
zuela, Mexico, Brazil and the Dominican Re
public). But in any case, the revolutionary
forces are faced with the task of exposing the
plans of the reactionary circles of the
bourgeoisie and their imperialist patrons. It
was emphasized at the symposium that the
communists must bring out and show up the
class-limited nature of capitalist modernization
projects, without losing sight of the national
peculiarities or of the specific features of the
subject of modernization. There is a need to see
that imperialism seeks, finds and shapes new
groups of “partners.” The extension of im
perialist support could be prevented by timely
action by the revolutionary vanguard.

The Uruguayan communists, Samuel Behak
said, have their own view of their country’s
future and of the alternative to the policy of the
present regime. But we do not yet have any
grounds for speaking of socialist measures in
the immediate perspective. The party has
drawn up a program of action for several stages.
The first does not imply any exit beyond the
framework of capitalist forms of development.
But the movement through these stages will
lead the people to socialism. That is no longer
an ideal but a perfectly real perspective.

The alternative to the military regime’s line
in Argentina, Julio Laborde declared, is linked
with a solution of political problems in any
case. That is why the Argentinian communists
have raised the question of the establishment of 
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a progressive independent state capable of
ensuring the country’s harmonious develop
ment in the national interests. There is a need
for the classes desiring such change to take over
the instruments of government. The progres
sive forces advocate a modernization program
through more effective use of the potentialities
of the state in the basic industries, the curbing
and regulation of the activity of the trans
nationals, and the use of new markets, espe
cially development of ties with the socialist
community.

The participants in the symposium noted that
the revolutionary forces need a democratic
platform for class alliances and political unity,
the key condition for successfully resisting
oligarchy and imperialism. The range of the
immediate goals of these forces is extremely
wide, while being concrete in the context of
national conditions. Each communist and
workers’ party and the other revolutionary
organizations have their own experience. But
the action programs they propose make it pos
sible in most cases to reach an accord which
opens up the prospect for joint struggle.

The ability of the communists, together with
other revolutionary circles, to become the van
guard in the liberation anti-imperialist move
ment and in the struggle for a democratic trans
formation of the society and for socialism con
stitutes the guarantee that this process of
change will not be limited to “modernization”
the capitalist way, and that extensive poten
tialities will be opened up for genuine social
progress.
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Dosprovong fthe theory of
“cultural! incompatibility”

Steve Talbot. Roots of Oppression. The
American Indian Question. New York, Inter
national Publishers, 1981, 215 pp.

U.S. capitalism used colonialist methods no
less than its European counterpart. In fact, the
ruling elite of the original 13 colonies all but
outdid the old European empires in rapacious
ness and fraud. Expansion westward, to the
Pacific, was the main goal of U.S. capitalism for
100 years following independence from Great
Britain.

The history of how the American Indians
were “subdued” is known by and large, and it
is not primarily from this point of view that the
book under review, written by an American
anthropologist, arouses interest. Steve Talbot’s
work stands out from the vast literature on the
Indian question in the United States by its
explicit Marxist approach and scientific objec
tivity. It argues with bourgeois authors whose
ultimate aim is to exonerate the U.S. ruling
class from responsibility for its brutal treatment
of the indigenous population.

The author exposes the class substance of
false theories claiming that the Indian question
can never be settled because of the Indians'
“cultural incompatibility” with the whites and
that the hard lot of the Indians is due to their
permanent “cultural” and “value” conflict
with the environment, for they have to "live
between two worlds.” “Following this line of
reasoning, one can say that poverty, racial dis
crimination, inadequate education, reservation
underdevelopment, etc., are caused by the op
pressed rather than the oppressor” (p. 5).

President James Monroe, sadly famed for his
doctrine, said in his address to the Senate 150
years ago that the Indians’ departure would
save them from imminent destruction and ben
efit them, for their condition prevented them
from being incorporated in “our (read ‘capital
ist’ — S.M.) system” in any form.*  The author 

* "James Monroe, Senate of the United States,
Washington, January 27,1825,” inH. Schoolcraft,Histori
cal and Statistical Information Respecting the History,
Condition and Prospects of the Indian Tribes of the United
States, Vol. 3. Philadelphia, 1857, p. 573.

sharply criticizes the anti-human proposition
of bourgeois science, especially anthropology,
that it is the destiny of “primitive” peoples to
vanish from the pages of history in order to make
way for capitalism and its “superior” culture.

Talbot is of the same opinion as Marx, who
considered that at the root of the oppression
was the drive for the primitive accumulation of
capital by the rising class (Karl Marx, Capital,
Vol. I, p. 751). The extermination of the indi
genous peoples, their evacuation from their
lands and the stealing of their natural resources
amounted to depriving them of their traditional
means of livelihood and destroying the very
basis of their existence as an ethnic entity, that
is, were tantamount to genocide. It is surprising
that some groups managed somehow to survive
as nationalities.

There are now only about one million people
in the USA who are officially recognized as
Indians (p. 20); 60 per cent of them still live on
reservations, where unemployment is three
times that of the national average; life expec
tancy is 44 years and 25 per cent suffer mental
illness.

Those active in the Indian movement reject
the false concept of “cultural determinism.”
They are certain that the reason for the indigen
ous peoples’ suffering is not the “inadequacy”
of their traditional values to modern civil
ization but social injustice engendered by the
capitalist system.

To this day, the indigenous peoples are de
nied fair treatment not only by the state au
thorities but by the Federal government, the
Bureau of Indian Affairs and the Department of
the Interior. The President himself often takes
the lead in actions curtailing the Indians’
rights. Talbot details the many ways in which
the government and corporations have robbed
the indigenous peoples of their lands and
natural resources.

The author views the Indian problem as part
of the overall problem of national minorities in
the USA, where there are 48 million non
whites.

The Indian socio-political movement has
been particularly active in the past two decades 
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under the impact of the worldwide national
liberation process. One indication of this was
the 1973 events in Wounded Knee, on South
Dakota’s Pine Ridge reservation. The Oglala
Sioux living there rose in protest against the
unlawful seizure of their lands and held the
settlement for 71 days. The rising was crushed
and its leaders tried on infamous trumped-up
charges. Referring to Wounded Knee and other
places where the Indians’ resistance is grow
ing, the author stresses that the working class
and all national minorities in the USA have a
common enemy, state-monopoly capitalism,
which mean? that the road to salvation and 

renaissance for the Indian people lies through a
broad anti-monopoly coalition of progressive
and democratic forces. This is also fire opinion
of the American communists, in whom the In
dians have loyal allies.

Steve Talbot’s book — the first of a prospec
tive two-volume study of the American Indian
question in the USA — is a valuable Marxist
contribution to the literature on the subject, a
work that can be very helpful to fighters for
national and social liberation in the United
States.

Steven Mark
U.S. journalist
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