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[Developed socialism
and scientific
amd technological progress

Andrei Kirilenko
Political Bureau member and Secretary,
CC CPSU

The Soviet communists and all other Soviet citizens
are now focusing on the preparations for the 26th
Congress of the CPSU. It has long become a tradi
tion that the labor, creative effort of the entire nation
aimed at carrying out the key tasks confronting it is
upgraded during the period preceding a congress.
In a developed socialist society one of these tasks is
to ensure the continuous growth of the economy’s
efficiency.

‘One of our major objectives,’ Leonid Brezhnev
said at the CC plenary meeting last June, ‘is to en
hance production efficiency and improve the qual
ity of work. This must be kept constantly within our
field of vision.’ Today this is a key element of the
CPSU’s economic strategy, which fully takes into
account the natural heed in a mature socialist soci
ety for a steadily expanding national economy
achieved by promoting labor productivity and
speeding up scientific and technological progress.

I
In scientifically directing economic development
in the interests of satisfying the steadily growing
material and cultural requirements of the people,
the CPSU takes as its point of departure the fact that
the objective potentialities for the growth of labor
productivity, potentialities created by socialism, do
not materialize of themselves, automatically. Their
realization implies the perfection of planning and
management, the use of modern scientific and
technological achievements, and the committed
creative effort of millions of people. That is why our
party regards the promotion of developed socialist
economy's efficiency as a multifaceted, wide-
ranging problem. To this end are directed the par
ty’s political work, and the nation-wide social
organizational, economic, ideological and educa
tional measures now being implemented. The
CPSU pays considerable attention also to questions
directly related to the development of science and
technology.

At all stages of the new society’s advance the
CPSU has regarded scientific and technological
progress as a cardinal factor in the building of the
material and technical basis of socialism and, cur
rently, of communism. In .this we continue to be
guided by the basic propositions of Marxist-Lenin
ist science and by the accumulated experience of
socialist construction.

The founders of scientific communism all-
sidedly substantiated the role of science and 

technology in the building of the new society and in
raising labor productivity, showing the laws that
govern the conversion of science into a direct pro
ductive force. With the growth of large-scale indus
try, Marx noted, the creation of society’s actual
wealth becomes increasingly more dependent ‘on
the general state of science and on the progress level
of technology, or on the application of this science
in production.’*

The founder of our party and state Vladimir Lenin
regarded the development of science and technol
ogy and the widespread use of their achievements
in the economy as the lever making it possible to
end speedily the country’s age-old technical and
economic backwardness and ensure the fulfillment
of the new system’s main task, that of assuring
social equality and creating the conditions for the
all-sided, harmonious development of the indi
vidual. When he charted the program for socialist
construction during the grim, flaming Civil War
year of 1919 he wrote: ‘We must take all... science,
technology, knowledge and art. Without these we
shall be unable to build communist society’ (Coll.
Works, Vol. 29, p. 70).

By drawing upon the advantages of socialism the
Soviet Union quickly became a major industrial
power. Our national economy was able to develop
on its own technical basis as early as before the war.

The party’s concern for the development of the
productive forces of the country of victorious
socialism was one of the main factors that brought
about the defeat of German fascism, which had sub
ordinated to itself the economy of almost the whole
of Europe. It will be recalled that war came to our
country only 24 years after the establishment of the
Soviet power, before we were able to square our
shoulders. The strength of the socialist system, the
young republic’s economic strength made it pos
sible to stand firm and save human civilization from
the fascist plague.

In the period since the war Soviet science and
technology have risen to a higher qualitative level
and increased their contribution to the fulfillment
of socio-economic tasks and to the strengthening of
the nation's defense. The wide application of
scientific and technological achievements created
the conditions for boosting economic efficiency.

‘Karl Marx and Frederick Engels, Works, Vol. 46. Part n,
p. 213 (Russian translation).
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During the period of the last three five-year plans
labor productivity has doubled.

In 1979, compared with 1940, the Soviet Union’s
national income was up 13.6-fold, the volume of
industrial output 20-fold, and agricultural output
2.5-fold. Per capita real income during this period
rose 5.6-fold.

The Soviet government allocates 4.6 per cent of
the national income for research and development;
more than one-fifth of this income goes into capital
construction. Today the USSR has a large army of
over 1,300,000 highly-trained scientific cadres. Of
these nearly 400,000 are doctors or candidates of
science working at research centers and institutions
of higher learning. Today all the Union Republics
have an academy of sciences and a ramified net
work of research establishments, and universities
and other institutions of higher learning. New
scientific centers are being set up according to plan.
But considering that at the beginning of 1979 there
were over 26 million specialists with a higher or
secondary specialized education engaged in the na
tional economy, it will be seen how great our coun
try’s potential is for tackling the most complex
scientific and technological problems.

These statistics indicate that Soviet society has
entered a qualitatively new stage of development,
the stage of mature socialism. On the one hand, the
transition to developed socialism became possible
through the application of scientific breakthroughs
and advanced technology in the economy. On the
other.it is at this stage that ever fuller possibilities
are objectively opening up for the comprehensive
utilization of scientific and technological achieve
ments in the economy, for coupling these
achievements with the superiority of the advanced
social system.

The conclusions being drawn from this by our
party are embodied in its concern to ensure that
science and technological progress play a growing
role in the building of communist society.

To this end broad use is made chiefly of economic
planning, which ensures the promotion of science
and technology, charts the main orientations for
scientific and technological progress, and defines
the qualitative changes in industry's branch struc
ture and the location of the productive forces. Plan
ning is the economic and organizational lever by
means of which the complex process of the practi
cal application of new scientific and technological
ideas and solutions acquires the necessary balance
and is coupled with other aspects of society's day-
to-day life.

Scientific and technological advances are taken
into account in every section of the state plan.
Moreover, the plan contains a special section de
voted to the development of science and
technology. a

In planning wide use is currently being made of
programming the management of science and
technology, beginning with research and ending
with the implementation of research results.

In the process of drawing up the plan for the new,
eleventh five-year period (1981-1985) the USSR

Academy of Sciences and the USSR State Commit
tee for Science and Technology have, jointly with
branch scientific bodies, worked out a comprehen
sive program determining the main orientations of
scientific and technological development up to the
year 2000.

Special-purpose comprehensive programs, for
example, the fuel and metal conservation program,
the program for increasing the output of consumer
goods, and so on are tied in closely with the relevant
branch and territorial sections of the state plan and
with material and financial resources.

The Soviet economy has now reached a level
where in many cases new techniques and technol
ogies are finding the confines of individual enter
prises much too narrow. The objective need has
thus arisen for the creation of large units — produc
tion and scientific-production associations. Today
these associations embrace 17,500 independent
industrial enterprises and production units
employing nearly half of the industrial workforce.
Eleven large territorial-production complexes — in
the European part of the Russian Federation, the
Urals, Siberia, the Soviet Far East, Kazakhstan, and
Tajikistan — are being formed to ensure a more
productive combination of branch and territorial
balances. .

The party links the further improvement of
management and organizational methods in the
development of science and technology with the
fulfillment of the resolution passed in 1979 by the
CPSU Central Committee and the USSR Council of
Ministers to improve planning and increase the
impact of the economic mechanism on production
efficiency and the quality of work. Here special
attention is given to enhancing the impact of
five-year and current plans on scientific and techno
logical progress and to a more energetic use of cost
accounting and the initiatives of production collec
tives for this purpose.

Alongside the centralized planning of key pro
jects, the mechanism of managing scientific and
technological progress in a socialist society in
volves the use of economic levers and incentives.
Many industrial ministries now have a joint fund
for the promotion of science and technology. This
fund is made up from profits and is designated for
the financing of technical improvements of produc
tion and increasing the output of research and pro
ject centers, paying the expenses for developing
and mastering new products and technological
processes, and compensating for the high costs in
evitable during the first years of the manufacture of
these products.

Today, in view of the relatively limited potential
ities for a further increase of the workforce and for
the enlistment of additional fuel-energy and raw
material resources into the economy, a significant
element of the party’s economic policy is to ensure
an accelerated growth of labor productivity through
the reconstruction and re-tooling of operating
enterprises. In the course of four years of the present
five-year plan period the installation of new
technology at existing enterprises ensured more 
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than half the labor productivity increment in indus
try, saving the labor of approximately 550,000
workers annually. The significance of this may be
gauged from the fact that the achieved saving now
practically equals the annual increment in the
number of personnel employed in industry.

To be sure, the efficacy of technological progress
is not confined to the saving of material and labor
outlays. One of its most important expressions is
the renewal and improvement of the quality of the
output. During the five-year plan period now end
ing the proportion of top-quality products in the
total output of industry has tripled.

As it prepares for its 26th Congress our party is
mobilizing all potentialities for developed socialist
society’s further progress, including an enhance
ment of labor productivity on the basis of the most
advanced scientific-technological equipment for
the economy. This work is conducted on a colossal
scale, and there are difficulties and shortcomings.
At the CPSU Central Committee’s plenary meeting
in November 1979 there was sharp, principled
criticism of the fact that not all potentialities were
being used for the acceleration of scientific and
technological progress in a number of sectors of the
economy. This principled criticism oriented pro
duction collectives, research centers, planning
bodies, and managements on a more purposeful
and systematic effort to resolve the entire spectrum
of difficult problems linked to the use of scientific
and technological achievements in the economy.

We can now confidently say that under the party’s
guidance the planned use of the breakthroughs of
modern science and technology ensures a steady rise
of the efficiency of the Soviet economy, which is
developing as an integral complex and creates a
dependable base for its own further growth.

II
With the nation’s enhanced scientific, techno
logical, and industrial potential as its point of de
parture the CPSU has defined (at its 24th and 25th
congresses) and consistently implements a coher
ent technical policy geared to the conditions of
mature socialism. This policy is one of ensuring
far-reaching qualitative changes in high-technol
ogy implements of labor, in technological prog
ress, in energy, and in the production of various
materials. It underlies the coordination of key
orientations in the development of science and
technology and helps to increase their contribution
to the national economy and to the solution of social
problems.

Bearing in mind its present state and the pros
pects for its development, the qualitative changes in
the economy’s structure cannot be overestimated.
More, they are of immense significance in the con
text of the world-wide class struggle and of the
competition between the two opposing social sys
tems. These changes have become a feature not only
of our internal economic policy but also of inter
national political life. Indeed, have not the im
perialist circles in their intention to return inter
national life to the cold war and use the methods of 

the ‘positions of strength policy’ against us of late
linked their hopes on the alleged 'technological lag’
of the Soviet Union and of socialism generally? Is
not the latest anti-Soviet and anti-communist
propaganda studded with references to the socialist
economy’s alleged inability to master the achieve
ments of the scientific -and technological
revolution?

This makes the tangible advances achieved by
our economy on the basis of scientific and techno
logical progress not merely an important result of
socialism’s economic advancement but also objec
tive testimony of the untenability of its adversaries’
political calculations.

The party’s technical policy has been exceed
ingly productive during the past decade. It has
brought to life some new orientations of scientific
and technological progress that are now vigorously
influencing the make-up of the nation’s entire pro
duction apparatus.

To a large extent the present scientific and
technological revolution is determined by elec
tronics. In the USSR the output of computers is
developing at a rate far exceeding the growth of the
output of other branches of the economy. During
the past four years the manufacture of computers
has doubled compared with the corresponding
period of the previous five-year plan. There are now
4,400 computer-based automatic control systems,
including 1,645 systems controlling technological
processes.

Soviet industry has successfully mastered the
manufacture of digital programmed machine-tools.
The output of automation instruments and imple
ments has grown by 60 per cent in the past few
years. Robots performing health-hazardous, mono
tonous and exhausting work have now become
commonplace in industry.

Nuclear power stations are accounting for a grow
ing proportion of the output of electricity. They
save more than 17 million tons of fuel annually,
yield a huge saving on transportation, and substan
tially relieve the nation’s transport arteries. The
world’s largest power block with a fast-neutron re
actor has become operational at the Beloyarsk nu-

~ clear power station (it has drastically enhanced ef
ficiency in the use of nuclear fuel). An experimental
power station has been built for the direct conver
sion of heat into electric power by means of a
magneto-hydrodynamic generator.

The economy is making ever wider use of the
most up-to-date cosmic and laser technologies.
This concerns industrial production and other sec
tors of the economy. For instance, the results of
research conducted with earth satellites and orbital
stations are being increasingly used in geology,
oceanology, forestry, agriculture, communications
and meteorology.

The Soviet Union’s coherent technical policy
takes into account the laws governing the scientific
and technological revolution, which is affecting all
aspects of social production. In the improvement of
implements of labor and in the development of the
engineering industry there is now a clear-cut ten
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dency toward a considerable increase in the unit
capacity of machines and machine-clusters. An
example is the recently completed 1,200,000-kw
power block, one of the largest in the world: it can
satisfy the electricity requirements of an industrial
town with half a million inhabitants. Compared
with the earlier-manufactured 800,000-kw block it
saves (in terms of per unit of power) 20 per cent in
capital investments and metal and 40 per cent in
servicing personnel.

Another significant feature of our technical pol
icy in the development of implements of labor is the
steady transition of the engineering industry to the
development of highly efficient systems of
machines, equipment and instruments. These sys
tems embrace entire technological processes and
ensure mechanization and automation at all stages
of manufacture, particularly of ancillary, transport
and storage operations.

A major advance has been made in the Soviet
Union in the improvement of technology through
the use of new systems of machines, electrification
and the chemicalization of production. I’ll give a
few examples.

New metalworking methods and principles have
significantly changed the technology of machine-
building. In 1979, compared with 1965, industry as
a whole had more than three times as many
mechanized production lines and four times as
many automated production lines.

The ferrous metals industry now produces more
steel by the oxygen converter method and electric
steel; the technology of obtaining iron from ore by
direct reduction is Being developed on an industrial
scale. In the oil industry high technology at new
deposits has increased the per well output by 25 per
cent during the past 15 years. In the coal industry
output by the cheaper, open-cast method has more
than doubled since the mid-1960s, while east of the
Urals open-cast mining accounts for nearly 60 per
cent of the coal output.

Dramatic changes are taking place in agriculture
under the impact of modern industrial technology.
Land improvement and the widespread use of ad
vanced machinery, mineral fertilizers, and plant
protecting chemicals are creating additional condi
tions for a stable growth of output and making it
possible to surmount the influence of unfavorable
weather more effectively. Agrarian-industrial com
plexes combining crop-growing and animal hus
bandry at kolkhozes and state farms with industrial
processing are serving as vehicles for the spread of
industrial technology in agriculture.

There has been a significant rise in the industrial
ization level of construction, which increasingly
consists of assembling equipment and pre
fabricated building elements at construction sites.-
Advanced methods have played the decisive role in
housing construction, the development of natural
resources in the nation's eastern and northern re
gions, the creation of a cascade of giant hydropower
stations on the Angara and the Yenisei, and the
building of the Baikal-Amur Railway and a number
of large engineering plants.

The problem of fuel and raw materials is today
acute worldwide. The capitalist world is experienc
ing a severe fuel and energy crisis. Against this
background the stable, planned development of the
USSR’s fuel and raw materials resources becomes
all the more impressive. Compared with 1965, the
output of fuels of all kinds in the USSR has nearly
doubled to reach 1,853 million tons (in terms of
conventional fuel) or one-fifth of the world’s output.

By the mid-1970s the Soviet Union had outpaced
other countries in the output of oil. It will be no
exaggeration to say that the development of rich oil
and gas deposits in uninhabited areas in West
Siberia, despite exceedingly unfavorable climatic
conditions, is a scientific-technological achieve
ment of global significance. In these areas the first
million tons of oil were produced in 1965, output
rose to 148 million tons in the mid-1970s, and this
year it is planned to produce 315 million tons of oil
and gas condensate. The Soviet Union has the long
est and most powerful oil-and gas-pipelines carry
ing fuel to its European regions, where the bulk of
industry and the population is concentrated, and
also to fraternal socialist countries.

Our country’s fuel and energy resources are
enormous but, needless to say, not infinite. In this
connection it is important to note that in the USSR
technical policy has always been aimed at the ra
tional use of these resources. Fuel consumption, in
terms of per ruble of industrial national income, has
dropped by more than 20 per cent compared with
1965. The significance of this area of technical
policy will grow in the future.

By the mid-1970s Soviet industry had moved into
first place for the output of ferrous metals and
ferro-concrete articles and some other building
materials, while some 5-10 years earlier it had be
come the world’s largest producer of iron-ore, ce
ment, and timber. The stability of the supply of raw
materials now makes it possible to shift attention
mainly to improving the quality of construction
materials (increasing the range of metals, im
proving the processing and composite use of
timber, enlarging the output of synthetic materials,
reducing waste and losses and so forth).

All this is evidence of the radical changes that
have taken place in the organizational and techni
cal level of industry, leaving no room for the inven
tions of bourgeois propaganda about our technical
and economic ‘weakness.’ The facts are that during
the past three five-year plan periods the Soviet
economy has moved into the forefront in all the
main areas of scientific and technological progress
and ensured a stable growth of the nation's
economic, scientific and technological potential.

The USSR has made such considerable headway
in this field that the Carter administration’s at
tempts to pressure it by folding up Soviet-U.S.
economic, scientific and technological links can
only be described as ludicrous. What then is the
point? Evidently that today science and technology
cannot develop successfully and comprehensively
without international cooperation. But in Washing
ton they are clearly engaging in wishful thinking by 
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believing that for us exchanges of scientific and
technological expertise and information are re
duced to the USA.

We are well aware of the international character
of the development and achievements of science
and technology, and together with other socialist
community nations we are doing everything to in
crease the socio-economic efficacy of scientific and
technological progress chiefly on the basis and
within the framework of socialist integration.

Scientific and technological links among the fra
ternal socialist countries are stable and expanding
steadily. During only the past decade the CMEA
countries have jointly developed 1,700 new
machines, mechanisms, and instruments, 1,300
technological processes, and 1,400 commodifies
and materials. They have developed and begun the
mass production of 14 models of integral computer
systems and mini-computers, hundreds of types of
means of teleprocessing information, and sets of
programs for the fulfillment of planning, economic
and engineering tasks.

The efforts of nearly 3,000 research and project
institutes, and also of universities and other institu
tions of higher learning have been channelled into
the main orientations of scientific and technologi
cal progress linked to the fulfillment of the long
term special-purpose program for raw materials,
fuel and energy approved by CMEA. Joint effort is
increasing the scientific potential of each socialist
country and making it possible to use the results of
collective research and, on that basis, conserve re
sources and save time.

The international character of the scientific and
technological revolution also creates favorable
conditions for cooperation with capitalist countries
in the promotion of science and technology. Many
of these countries have tangibly felt the profitability
of such cooperation. Realistically-minded political
leaders and businessmen of these countries are re
futing the allegations that this cooperation is
one-sided. We are doing everything to maintain es
tablished business contacts also as an important
factor promoting the use of scientific and
technological achievements in the interests of so
cial progress, the strengthening of peace, and the
relaxation of tension.

HI
The problems of scientific and technological prog
ress and the utilization of its achievements cannot
be considered in isolation from society’s social sys
tem. Under capitalism, and this is borne out by its
entire history, the use of technological innovations
is a means of intensifying the exploitation of the
working people, obtaining larger profits, and con
solidating bourgeois rule. Like the steam engine in
the past, the latest inventions of mankind — elec
tronics, automation, new sources of energy and raw
materials — have led and are leading to an aggrava
tion of the antagonistic class contradictions of
bourgeois society. If we take, for example, a basic
social problem such as employment, we shall find
that the distinctions between the socio-economic 

effects of technological progress under capitalism
and socialism are particularly striking. Un
employment has always been and still is the inevit
able fellow-traveller of capitalism. In bourgeois soci
ety the development of science and technology is
accompanied by a growth of the reserve array of
labor, by the redundancy of more and more millions
of workers. Technological progress boomerangs
against the worker.

Socialist society uses scientific and technological
progress consciously and systematically to ensure
full employment and restructure the conditions of
the people’s life along the principles of equality and
social justice. The Soviet Union put an end to un
employment at the beginning of the 1930s and for
half a century our people do not know the meaning
of this social calamity. Socialism’s economic sys
tem guarantee was recorded in the 1936 Constitu
tion and in the new, 1977 Constitution of developed
socialism it is complemented with the right of
choice of profession, occupation, and work in ac
cordance with the calling, abilities, professional
training and education of citizens.

At the 25th Congress of the CPSU Leonid
Brezhnev said that the CPSU’s activity and its aspi
rations are aimed at doing everything necessary for
the welfare of man, for the sake of man.*  The CPSU
pursues this line consistently also in its guidance of
scientific and technological progress, which under
socialism it in fact places in the service of the
people and uses to raise their cultural and techni
cal level and to humanize their work. This widens
the horizons for the development of new technol
ogy and immeasurably enhances the positive im
pact of scientific and technological progress on
socio-economic processes, on all aspects of the life
of Soviet people.

Scientific and technological progress is among
the factors contributing to a steady rise of living
standards, as, for example, the following statistics
indicate: in terms of per 100 families there has been,
since 1965, a 3.5-fold increase of the number of
television sets, upwards of a 7-fold increase of the
number of household refrigerators, and a 3.3-fold
increase of the number of household washing
machines. The number of Soviet-made cars sold to
the population has increased many times over.

Productive utilization of science and technology
is helping to improve social relations. As a direct
productive force science is playing a growing role
in our society’s social and cultural advancement.
Scientific and technological progress is increas
ingly influencing the social structure, helping to
erase class distinctions and achieve social
homogeneity.

The bulk of the population engaged in the
economy are workers. Their number has grown
from 23,700,000 in 1940 to 78 million today. The
highest growth rate of the number of workers is to
be seen in industries determining technological
progress: electrical engineering, chemical, petro-

•XXVth Congress of the CPSU, Documents and Resolu
tions, Moscow, 1976, p. 106.
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chemical, heavy engineering and metalworking in
dustries.

High-technology machines and machinery have
made it possible to reduce manual labor in industry.
In agriculture machine systems have been used to
mechanize the basic processes in crop-farming and
to raise the mechanization level in livestock
breeding.

On account of the scientific and technological
revolution there is now a growing number of work
ers of a new type combining work by brain and by
hand and having a high skill level based on
specialized secondary or, in many cases, higher
education. Such are adjusters and assemblymen of
automatic production lines and program lathes,
radio mechanics, electricians, and operatives of
high-technology systems and also of machinery in
the chemical and other industries. In the Soviet
Union three out of every four workers have a higher
or secondary (ten-or seven-year) education. The so
cial structure of the rural population is also chang
ing, with the working class and peasants levelling
up in skills and general culture, working condi
tions, remuneration, and incomes. The increasing
application of scientific and technological
achievements is enhancing the role played by intel
lectuals.

The alliance of workers, collective farmers and
intellectuals, with the working class playing the
leading role, is the social foundation of our multina
tional people’s state and of Soviet society’s further
ideological and political consolidation. The rise of
the overall cultural level, the improvement of
specialized skills, and the perfection of socialist
relations of production are creating favorable con
ditions for the people’s participation in running
production and in mass innovation in all areas of
society’s life.

In recent years the CPSU Central Committee has
approved many noteworthy initiatives by advanced
work collectives in industry, construction, agricul
ture and transport that opened up new possibilities
for using science and technology in the building of
socialism. These include the method developed at
the Volga Car Works for the comprehensive en
hancement of labor productivity, production effi
ciency, and the quality of output, the experience
accumulated at the factories and research and pro
ject centers in Chelyabinsk Region of saving metal,
improving its quality, and reducing the metal
intensity of machines and other equipment, the ex
pertise acquired at the ZIL Auto Association, Mos
cow, in speeding the application of scientific and
technological achievements in production and also
the Lvov system of quality control.

These and other intitiatives are being widely dis
seminated. Under the guidance of party organiza
tions they are promoted nation-wide with the active
participation of the trade unions, the Young Com
munist League, scientific and technological
societies, and the people themselves.

In our country one of the most popular forms of
mass participation in developing science and
technology is the movement of inventors and pro

duction innovators. Scientific-technological
societies and also societies of inventors and produc
tion innovators now have over 17 million members,
which is equal to one-seventh of the working popu
lation. In 1979 a total of 4,600,000 people, or 60 per
cent more than in 1965, submitted suggestions for
improvements in production. The saving from
these inventions and improvements adds up to
nearly 6 billion rubles annually. Alongside the en
hanced level of education and professional-
technical training, this development ofthe people’s
contribution to science and technology reflects
their profound, socialism-generated commitment
to scientific and technological progress.

In the resolution ‘On the Further Improvement of
Ideological and Political Education,’ passed by the
CPSU Central Committee in the spring of 1979, it is
stated that the Soviet citizen is conscious of the
social significance of his personal participation in
the fulfillment of economic plans and in accelerat
ing scientific and technological progress as the key
condition for the further strengthening of the coun
try’s might and the triumph of communism.

Beginning with the next five-year period the
economic and social development plans of associa
tions and individual enterprises will envisage the
use of advanced expertise in technology and in the
scientific organization of labor, production, and
management. In this way we are carrying out Len
in’s injunction that nation-wide application of ad
vanced experience is mandatory.

The scientific and technological creativity of the
people has always been linked indissolubly to
socialist emulation. Today this relationship rests
chiefly on the local plans of work collectives aimed
at revealing untapped potentialities for production.
The new procedure for compiling annual plans,
envisaged in the resolution of the CPSU Central
Committee and the USSR Council of Ministers on
the improvement of the managerial mechanism,
takes this practice, which has proven itself, into
account. The drawing up of annual plans begins
from the bottom, at the level of production associa
tions and enterprises. Local plans are aimed at sur
passing the five-year plan targets for the corres
ponding year. Adopted on the initiative of work
collectives and tied in with available material re
sources, they are included in the annual state plan.
Here the work collectives are given substantial
material incentives. At present the people of the
Soviet Union are working to fulfil the assignments
for 1980. At the same time, the new, eleventh five-
year plan, which will be the next stage in, among
other things, the assimilation of scientific and
technological achievements, is being drafted.

Concern for the steady development of science
and technology is a key component of the CPSU's
socio-economic policy. The party is doing every
thing to direct the productive forces of science to
ward ensuring the further growth of the economy
and raise the Soviet people’s living standards and
cultural level, toward the fulfillment of the tasks of
communist construction.
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Hostofy urges vigollance
Yumzhagin Tsedenbal
CC First Secretary,
Mongolian People’s Revolutionary Party;
Chairman of the Presidium,
Great People’s Khural, MPR

Thirty-five years ago the Second World War came to
an end with Japan signing the act of unconditional
surrender on September 2, 1945. The forces of fas
cism, militarism and reaction suffered a crushing
defeat. Freedom-loving nations won a victory that
became the starting point of postwar, changes,
which led to a fundamental restructuring of inter
national relations in the interests of peace and so
cial progress.

To this day the entire course of world develop
ments continues to be powerfully influenced by this
historic victory, to which the great Soviet people
made the decisive contribution and for whose sake
the Soviet people, led by their militant Marxist-
Leninist vanguard, performed feats of immortal
valor and made incalculable sacrifices. The nations
learned much from the Second World War.
Nonetheless, there is a constant need to refer to its
lessons again and again. Contemporaneity is linked
closely to history. To draw correct conclusions from
the past means to pave the way for correct decisions
for the future. In a situation where imperialist and
hegemonistic forces of aggression are aggravating
the international climate and creating flashpoints of
military tension and war in different parts of the
world, the masses have a particularly large role to
play, and their consciousness and responsibility for
the future of mankind are growing dramatically.
The success of the efforts to prevent catastrophic
world wars depends on their understanding of the
danger that imperialism and hegemonism spell out
for the world. In this context I believe it would be
logical to recall how the Second World War broke
out, developed and ended in Asia, and to see what
lessons can be drawn from this for present-day
policies, decisions, and actions aimed at ensuring
security on the Asian continent and in the world at
large.

Japanese imperialism prepared for its aggressive
entry onto the Asian political scene in the course of
many decades. The military and political program
of Japan’s rulers acquired an extreme expansionist,
aggressive orientation as early as the close of the
19th century. Spearheaded initially at the im
perialist European powers and the USA, which had
by that time seized strong positions in the Far East
and in the Pacific and Indian oceans, this program
called for the ousting of Japan’s colonial rivals. Its
purpose was to turn Asia and Oceania into a sphere
of unchallenged Japanese domination and create a
great Japanese Asian empire in order to enable
Japanese imperialism ‘to plunder the Eastern, the 

Asian countries’ (V.I. Lenin, Coll. Works, Vol. 31, p.
226).

An ideological doctrine contending that Asia had
to unite under Japan’s aegis (known as Hakko Ittyu
or Eight Corners Under One Roof) was put forward
to make the idea of Japanese domination more at
tractive to the other Asian peoples. At the same
time, bellicose Japanese imperialism played on
nationalistic feelings with slogans such as ’Asia for
Asians’ and ‘Greater East Asia Co-Prosperity
Sphere,’ and readily struck bargains and alliances
with ‘white’ colonialists in order to strengthen its
positions in the Far East and the Pacific. This was
seen most strikingly in the course toward fighting
the Soviet Union, the Mongolian People’s Republic,
the national liberation forces in China, and prog
ressives in Japan itself. The ideologists and politi
cians serving Japanese militarism saw the spread of
socialist ideas, the ideas of proletarian inter
nationalism, and also the example of the socialist
restructuring of life in the USSR and People’s Mon
golia as the principal threat to bourgeois
nationalism and the hegemonistic, Pan-Asian am
bitions of the Japanese military.

The anti-socialist and anti-Soviet guidelines of
militarist Japan’s military and political doctrines
were given every encouragement by the other im
perialist powers, the USA in the first place. They
were eager to direct Japanese aggression against the
Soviet Union, for the sake of which they were pre
pared to make concessions, to yield some of their
own positions to Japan. The Japanese ruling circles
benefited by that situation.

Japan began its preparations for a world im
perialist war much earlier than Germany. In 1931 it
seized Northeast China, turning it into the main
beachhead for an invasion of the rest of China and
other Asian countries. This brought the Japanese
militarists into direct border confrontation with the
USSR and Mongolia. In Manchuria they acted
under the slogan of defense against the 'Bolshevik
threat’ and had the undisguised support of the
Western powers. The Japanese army stepped up its
aggressive operations in North China and Inner
Mongolia.

With the benign collusion of U.S. and British
diplomacy, the Japanese imperialists formed close
ties with the leaders of nazi Germany, with whom
they exchanged information on the state of the
economy, the armed forces, and the domestic polit
ical situation in the USSR, and in November 1936
they signed the notorious Anti-Com intern Pact. The 
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publicized part of this pact stated that it was a
political alliance pursuing the objective of halting
the spread of communism in the West and East, but
its secret provisions comprised a military conspi
racy against the Soviet Union. Japanese militarism’s
anti-Soviet drive was even more frankly evident in
the tripartite pact signed by Japan, Germany, and
Italy on September 27, 1940. This pact formalized
systematic, close contacts in all areas with emphasis
on extending the framework of military actions, the
principal of which was to be a war against the
USSR.

Why, it may be asked, had Japan not attacked the
Soviet Union, but instead turned to conquer the
possessions of the Western colonial powers in Asia
and Oceania despite this long and painstaking
military, economic and political preparation? I be
lieve there were a number of reasons.

The ignominious failure of the armed provoca
tion at Lake Khasan in August 1938 and the utter
defeat of the Japanese military in the four months’
war in the vicinity of the Khalkhin-gol in the sum
mer of 1939 made the Japanese and German ruling
circles, chiefly the broken Japanese generals, ap
prehensive about Japan’s actual capabilities. In a
dispatch from Berlin, Ambassador Oshima in
formed Tokyo that these failures were raising doubt
among Germany’s leaders about Japan's ability to
take serious action on the level of military coopera
tion. Moreover, after their easy victories in Europe,
the nazis were confident they could overrun the
Soviet U nion in a matter of three or four months and
felt it would be more to their advantage to dispense
with Japanese assistance. But for Japan’s fascist
strategists the main factor was, unquestionably, the
resistance put up by the Red Army, the total failure
of the nazi plans for a blitzkrieg, and the
Wehrmacht’s smashing defeat at Moscow.

These were the developments that reinforced the
Japanese ruling circles in their view that the inva
sion of the USSR had to be postponed. In September
1941 the German Ambassador to Japan Eugen Ott
informed von Ribbentrop that because of the Rus
sian army’s resistance to a powerful army such as
the German the Japanese General Staff did not be
lieve Germany could win a decisive victory in the
war against Russia until the winter. This view, the
ambassador wrote, was backed up by the recollec
tions of the Nomongan events,*  which were still
fresh in the Kwantung Army’s memory, and for that
reason the Japanese Imperial Headquarters had
shortly before decided to delay action against the
Soviet Union.

The plans of the imperial ist powers contained the
miscalculation that Japanese aggression would be
directed exclusively against the USSR. Japanese
imperialism, however had no intention of pursuing
only this course of action, into which it was being
unrelentingly pushed by the governing circles of
these powers. While parading its anti-Soviet de
signs, it prepared also for a war against the US A and
other Western powers, aiming to seize their posses

*The military gamble along the Khalkhin-gol.

sions in Southeast Asia and the Pacific. It will be
recalled that the policy of conniving at Japanese
militarism led to the opposite result — the unfold
ing of Japanese aggression in a southerly and
southwesterly direction.

As regards the plan for a war against the USSR in
the Far East, the heavily armed and highly trained
Kwantung Army was kept in Manchuria — pre
pared to start hostilities at any propitious moment.
Even after hostilities began in the Pacific, Burma,
Indonesia, and elsewhere, Japan continued re
grouping its forces in China, moving picked units to
the frontiers of Mongolia and the Soviet Union, and
to the communication lines linking the USSR and
China.

At the close of 1941 and the early months of 1942
nearly half of Japan’s land forces and almost one-
third of its air force were massed in Manchuria,
Korea, and southern Sakhalin. Along the frontiers
with the Soviet Union the Japanese militarists built
17 fortified districts extending over a length of
roughly 800 kilometers with more than 4,500 pill
boxes and other installations. In the period 1941-
1945 the Japanese troops on the Manchurian
springboard built 129 air bases and landing
facilities, including 42 airfields; the barracks that in
1941 were intended for 39 divisions were enlarged
by 1945 to accommodate up to 70 divisions with a
total strength of 1,500,000 effectives.

The war factories in Manchuria worked at top
capacity. Japanese naval vessels piratically attacked
Soviet transports. The Kuomintang rulers of China,
which was in a state of war with Japan since 1937,
did nothing to counter these actions. More, Chiang
Kai-shek and his entourage went to all lengths to
provoke war between the USSR and Japan in order
to ease their own position. A treacherous stand
relative to the USSR was also taken by Mao Tsetung,
who ordered the cessation of resistance to the
Japanese in the liberated regions in the autumn of
1941, when the Red Army was locked in a life and
death struggle in the West and Japanese divisions
stood poised for an invasion of the Soviet Far East
and Maritime Territory. He used only 10 per cent of
his forces against the Japanese, 20 per cent against
the Kuomintang, and 70 per cent for internal securi
ty. But, as I have already noted, it was only the
victory of the Red Army at Moscow and, particular
ly, at Stalingrad that deterred the Japanese
militarists from entering the war against the USSR,
although the threat of such an attack existed for a
long time to come.

By pinning down the main forces of nazi Ger
many and its satellites in Europe and the million
strong Kwantung Army in the Far East, the Soviet
Union.gave the USA and Britain the opportunity to
recover from their initial reverses in the Pacific and
Southeast Asia and ready their armed forces for
offensive operations.

The defeat of the nazi Reich, a defeat to which the
main contribution was made by the USSR, pre
determined the defeat of militarist Japan. However,
Germany’s surrender did not signify that Japan was
crushed. The Japanese militarists had an army of 
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seven million effectives, large reserves, and the
military-industrial resources of Northeast China
and Korea. The U.S.-British command were under
no illusion; they knew it would take considerable
time, a huge effort, and enormous losses to defeat
Japan; in particular, it was estimated that a landing
in Japan proper would cost the Allies a million
lives.

Under these conditions crucial significance was
attached to the Soviet Union’s participation in the
war against Japan and the swift defeat by the Soviet
Armed Forces of the Kwantung Army, which was
Japanese militarism's principal strike force. By en
tering the war against Japan on August 9, 1945 in
keeping with its Allied commitments, the USSR
pursued the aim of hastening Japan’s surrender and
thereby ensuring its own frontiers, ending the Sec
ond World War as soon as possible, saving the
peoples, including the Japanese people, from
further losses and suffering, and helping the Asian
nations to win deliverance from the Japanese in
vaders. The war of the Soviet Union against Japan
was thus a just war.

I should like to take special note of the fact that in
deciding the question of entering this war the
Soviet government made the important condition
that the USA and Britain would recognize the inde
pendence of the Mongolian People’s Republic. This
stand was further evidence of the genuinely inter
national policy pursued by the USSR, which con
sistently championed Mongolia’s sovereign rights
and interests on the international scene.

The Mongolian People’s Republic joined the
Soviet Union in the war against Japan. We are proud
of the contribution made by the Mongolian people
to the defeat of German nazism and Japanese mili
tarism. During the Great Patriotic War of the Soviet
Union against nazi Germany all the working people
of Mongolia, led by their Revolutionary Party, saw
their sacred duty in giving the fraternal Soviet
people all the material assistance and moral sup
port in their power in the struggle against fascism.
Along with Soviet troops, the Mongolian Army re
mained in combat-readiness, diverting a large part
of militarist Japan’s armed forces and thereby limit
ing the sphere in which the Japanese military could
act on the Asian continent. The strength and viabil
ity of Mongolian-Soviet friendship and of the war
time cooperation between the Soviet and Mongo
lian peoples and armies were seen in joint military
operations against Japan, operations that ended
with the total defeat of Japanese militarism. In the
struggle against imperialist reaction the Mongolian
People’s Republic and the Soviet Union have al
ways acted as brothers and comrades-in-arms,
bound together by common aims and tasks.

The victory over imperialist Japan, which was a
constant threat to the MPR’s revolutionary
development and independence, accorded with the
aspirations and interests of the Mongolian people.
The speedy and total rout of the Japanese Armed
Forces prevented the occupation of the whole of
China and the Chinese people’s enslavement by the
imperialists. The defeat of the Japanese militarists 

was, at the same time, a blow to the backstage
policies of the USA and Britain, whose purpose was
to remove Japan as a rival in Asia and the Pacific,
bring the Far East under their domination, and sup
press the national liberation movement. The
unconditional surrender of the Japanese aggressors
further weakened the forces of world imperialism,
helped to create the conditions for the success of the
revolutions in Korea and Vietnam, and facilitated
the rapid upsurge of the struggle of the Asian
peoples for national independence and freedom.

The victory of the Soviet Armed Forces over
Japanese militarism was a factor of special signi
ficance for the development of the revolution in
China. Northeast China and Inner Mongolia, liber
ated by Soviet forces with the Mongolian People’s
Revolutionary Army fighting shoulder to shoulder
with them, became the main springboard for the
People’s Liberation Army of China. With arma
ments and military equipment from the USSR, it
was subsequently able to mount a swift offensive
southwards and liberate the country from Kuomin
tang rule.

Lastly, the Japanese people themselves shook off
the tyranny of the military-fascist dictatorship as a
result of the defeat of Japanese militarism in the
Second World War. They got the possibility of
establishing peaceful, good-neighborly relations
with other nations and democratizing their life.

Noteworthy changes have taken place in the
world, including the Asian continent, during the 35
years since the end of World War II. The colors of
the colonial powers have disappeared almost en
tirely from the maps of Asia and Oceania. The na
tions that have won liberation from colonial bon
dage are strengthening their national statehood,
developing their economy and culture, and playing
an increasingly active role in international life.
Many of them have chosen the socialist road and,
while repulsing the attacks of internal and external
reaction, are laying the foundations of a new social
system free of exploitation.

Further, the lessons of the Second World War and
the experience of the struggle for national and so
cial liberation call upon the Asian peoples to be
vigilant. One must be blind not to see that through
out the period since the war the main threat to the
security of these peoples has come from U.S. im
perialism, which seeks to use the existing situation
to reign supreme in different parts of the world,
including Asia. To achieve this aim it has had re
course mainly to the threat of violence, to acts of
direct aggression. It was none other than the U.S.
ruling circles that launched military campaigns
such as the aggression in Korea and the criminal
war in Vietnam and other countries of Southeast
Asia with the purpose of ‘rolling back’ socialism
and the forces of national liberation.

In its strategic plans Washington attaches
paramount importance to building up its military
strength and expanding its military presence, to
setting up military facilities on foreign territory. In
Japan alone there are more than 140 U.S. military
bases, some 45,000 U.S. troops, units of the U.S. 7th
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Fleet, and nuclear submarines, while in South
Korea another contingent of over 40,000 U.S. mili
tary personnel are quartered at the innumerable
military bases.

On the Asian continent there is growing concern
over the policy of reviving Japanese militarism and
invoking it in the USA’s military preparations in —.
the Far East. Contrary to the will of the Japanese
people and in contravention of Japan’s Constitution
and treaty commitments, a so-called security treaty
has been imposed upon it by the USA and now,
under pressure brought to bear by the USA, the
Japanese self-defense forces have grown into an
army of 260,000 effectives equipped with the most
sophisticated military hardware. Encouraged from
without, the Japanese militarist circles are pressing
for more military allocations and the introduction
of compulsory conscription in order to turn Japan
into a major military power.

In the present international situation the most
reactionary, adventurist circles are trying to or
ganize a wide-ranging campaign against detente
that has been won by the peace-loving nations. We
feel that in this respect there is a special danger from
the policies of the Peking leadership, policies that
run counter to the vital interests of nations, to the
progressive trends of world development. An atten
tive observer cannot fail to see that in line with their
hegemonistic foreign policy the Peking leaders are
coming out more and more openly as the successors
and continuers of the prewar political guideline of
Japanese militarism and Pan-Asianism.

Like the policy of prewar militarist Japan, Pe
king’s foreign policy line highlights rabid anti-
Sovietism, hostility for the USSR and its friends.
Moreover, the Peking leaders are sparing no effort
to form what they term as the 'broadest possible
international united front,’ in other words, a bloc of
forces of any hue united by hostility for the Soviet
Union, for world socialism and communism — a
sort of new Anti-Comintem Pact. Mao Tsetung’s
successors see the aggravation of international ten
sion as a factor conducive to the formation and
consolidation of a bloc of that kind. They incite and
support all the forces prone to sabre-rattling, to
gambles, to demonstrations of‘determination,’ and
to an ’uncompromising confrontation’ on the hypo
critical pretext of countering ‘Soviet hegemonism.'

Much as the anti-Sovietism of prewar years
opened for the Japanese military the hearts and safes
of big U.S. and British capital, the Peking leader
ship’s present anti-Sovietism is designed to win the
approbation of the ruling classes of the USA and
other capitalist countries. Peking is arguing that it is
in the West's own interests — in any case, in the
interests of militarist circles — to help China ac
quire a big military capability as quickly as
possible.

The peace-loving nations are justifiably con
cerned over the further development of the alliance
of the Peking leadership with the aggressive circles
of the USA, NATO, and Japan, over the expansion
of military ties between the imperialists and Peking.
At the close of May, for example, the United States 

hosted a high-ranking Chinese military delegation
led by Geng Biao, member of the Political Bureau,
Deputy Premier, and Chief of the Secretariat of the
CPC Central Committee’s Military Council. After
U.S. Defense Secretary Brown’s visit to Peking last
January, this was a further step toward the coordi
nation of plans of aggression against the socialist
community, the national liberation movement, and
all other peace forces.

As it increases the threat to the security of the
peoples of Asia and other parts of the world, the
emergent U.S.-Chinese-Japanese alliance starkly
reminds these peoples of the notorious Berlin-
Tokyo-Rome Axis.

The scenario planned by militarist Japan, men
tioned at the beginning of this article, accorded the
principal role in a war against the Soviet Union to
Germany and confined Japan’s role to spreading
‘imperial prosperity to East Asia and its peoples,’ to
quote a strategic document adopted by the Japanese
government. For their part, the present Peking
leaders are eagerly expending military-political
cooperat ion with the U SA and NATO in order to get
them to shoulder the main burden of a confronta
tion with the Soviet Union and the rest of the
socialist community. Hence, in keeping with its
objective of forming the ‘broadest possible inter
national united front’ against the USSR, Peking is
steadily stepping up its effort to prompt the USA to
head that ‘front.’ For the time being, the Chinese
scenarists are giving themselves an ancillary and
complementary role within the context of what they.
call ‘parallel actions’ with their imperialist
partners.

Much as the Japanese militarists were once pre
pared to cooperate with ‘white’ colonialists in order
to enslave Asia, the present Chinese leaders would
like to use the imperialist powers to clear the way
for the realization of their own hegemonistic de
signs, chiefly in Asia. If this scenario succeeds
Uncle Sam may then, as one of the Chinese leaders
declared, be expected ‘to pack his bags.’ The calcu
lations of those who are trying ‘to play the China
card' are thus naive, to say the least. To see this one
has only to leaf through the pages of recent history.

We shall add, however, that whatever the charac
ter of the agreement between the Peking hegem-
onists and U.S. imperialism on ‘parallel actions,’
the latter are a serious threat to the Asian people.
This agreement carries with it the danger of another
armed invasion of Vietnam, of pressure on the
ASEAN nations, of an intensification of subversive
armed actiohs against the Democratic Republic of
Afghanistan, of support for the U.S. military provo
cations against Iran, and of a reinforcement of the
attempts to shatter the sovereignty and territorial
integrity of India.

Whatever anti-Soviet and anti-communist falsi
fications Peking uses to justify its military-political
rapprochement with the imperialists, it cannot hide
its great-power, hegemonistic ambitions. Almost all
the Asian states with common land or sea frontiers
with China have in recent years been victims of
undisguised or covert military gambles taken by the 
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Maoists to reinforce their territorial claims. More
over, to justify its territorial expansion Peking has
recourse to any excuse and distortion of history and
lays claim to land incorporated in empires created
by any Chinese or even non-Chinese conquerors in
Asia.

The peoples of many Asian states continue to feel
the effects of the Chinese leaders’ great-power in
trigues. Further, these intrigues are linked to sup
port from pro-Chinese ‘fifth columns’ in various
countries — orchestrated ‘insurgent’ and
separatist movements, and the societies of Hoa
(persons of Chinese nationality). The lesson of his
tory is that attempts of this kind are futile. But they
can seriously undermine the foundations of peace
in Europe and the world and gravely injure the
movement for national and social liberation. That is
why the peoples, especially the Asian peoples,
should continue to be vigilant relative to the sub
versive, provocative actions of Peking, whose stra
tegic aims come into direct conflict with the in
terests of mankind's progress.

The 35th anniversary of the end of the Second
World War finds the Mongolian people united 

closely around its Revolutionary Party. The pro
gram for consummating socialist construction,
which has already given our republic tangible re
sults in ensuring a peaceful, happy, and free life, is
being successfully carried out. Together with our
faithful friend and brother, the Soviet Union, and
together with all the other countries of the socialist
community, with all the peace forces, People's
Mongolia is championing the ideals of peace and
international security. We want good-neighborly
relations with all countries, including the People's
Republic of China.

Anti-Sovietism, which served the ideological
and political preparations for the Second World

_War, will benefit neither China, nor the Asian
peoples, nor the other peoples of the world. It is a
myopic and dangerous course. To put an end to it
and clear the way for the assertion of a policy of
collective security in Asia, the way to detente and
disarmament means to strengthen peace. This re
quires the efforts of all people of good will regard
less of political convictions, religion, or nationality.
This is our common duty to the memory of those
who died in the Second World War and to present
and future generations.

The revolution m Afghanistan
enters ote second stage

9

Sultan AH Keshtmand
Political Bureau member, CC PDPA;
Vice-President, Revolutionary Council;
Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of Planning,
Democratic Republic of Afghanistan

Somewhat over half a year has passed since the Saur
(April 1978) Revolution entered a new stage. Our
party ended the dark night of Amin’s rule on De
cember 27,1979,1 and that marked the beginning of
a renaissance in Afghanistan. The Afghan people
are now reaping the first fruits of the revolution’s
return to the sure road. This period has seen a
stabilization of the situation, the restoration or rev
olutionary law and order, a strengthening of the
spirit of confidence and cooperation, and the con
solidation of unity among patriotic and progressive
forces. Afghanistan celebrated the second anniver
sary of the Saur Revolution in an atmosphere of
enthusiasm. The second plenary meeting of the CC,
People’s Democratic Party of Afghanistan (PDPA),
held on the eve of that memorable date, passed
important decisions relating to the nation’s future
and approved the Party Rules.
'A great achievement of the new stage is that the

PDPA, which the Amin gang were bent on destroy
ing, has resumed its leading role in our society. It is
once again the headquarters of the revolution and is
vigorously mending its bonds with the people,
primarily the workers and peasants. Its cohesion is
growing. The steps that have been taken to democ

ratize life in the country, the energy shown by the
party rank and file in overcoming difficulties, and
their resolve to assure Afghanistan a progressive
future have added considerably to the party’s pres
tige among the most diverse population groups.
The main thing, of course, is that the PDPA is re
gaining the people’s confidence.

Another notable development of the past months
is that a broad-based National Fatherland Front
uniting all national, democratic and progressive
forces is in the process of formation on PDPA initia
tive. The first step in that direction was the ap
pointment of non-party cabinet ministers. The
course has been set toward enlisting intellectuals
and non-party specialists into the administration of
the nation’s affairs. Senior party and government
officials have had many meetings with representa
tives of diverse population groups and with patrio
tic Muslim and tribal leaders. At these meetings
they discussed problems of the greatest importance
for the nation’s future and measures to repulse
foreign aggression and bring peace to the people.
From the outset these talks revealed that the policy
of the revolutonary authorities is finding growing
understanding among the peoples inhabiting our 
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country, and that the overthrow of the bloodthirsty
Amin gang on December 27,1979 is seen by demo
cratic and patriotic opinion as having been correct
and proper, as just retribution for crimes. The
government has called on compatriots forced into
emigration by Amin to return to their country, and
they are beginning to come back.

One of the most important milestones of the sec
ond stage of the Saur Revolution is the Revolution
ary Council’s approval of the Fundamental Prin
ciples of the DRA, or the nation’s provisional fun
damental law. These principles formalize the lead
ing role of the PDPA, the vanguard of the working
class and other working people, the force with
whose activity all revolutionary changes in Af
ghanistan are linked. Moreover, they establish the
legal basis for forming the Fatherland Front. Its
political foundation is to consist of a close alliance
of the workers, peasantsand progressive intellectu
als with the PDPA providing political leadership.
The republic, the provisional fundamental law
says, is committed to strengthening the alliance of
the workers, peasants, nomad herders, intellectu
als, artisans, shopkeepers, and patriotic ulema —of
all the country's democratic forces, all its nations.
ethnic communities, and tribes. This is a policy
aimed at removing all survivals of feudal relations,
ending backwardness, unemployment and illitera
cy, and raising the living and cultural standard of
every family.

Another significant gain of the current stage is the
frustration of the vast, ramified conspiracy of
foreign reactionaries, who aimed to reduce Af
ghanistan to a pawn in their expansionist, geopolit
ical game and to set up in our country a regime
hostile to the Soviet Union and other neighbors.
While aggression persists, taking new forms, and
while bandits, spies and saboteurs infiltrated from
Pakistan go on perpetrating atrocities on Afghan
soil and inciting the population to rise against the
popular government, many counter-revolutionary
schemes and acts of subversion have been inter
cepted in recent months. Political support, military
assistance and, above all, the temporary presence of
a limited contingent of Soviet troops in compliance
with the Afghan government’s lawful request for
aid to repulse foreign aggression give all patriotic
Afghans confidence in their country’s future and
help to consolidate its independence, sovereignty,
and territorial integrity. When foreign interference
and aggression cease entirely the need for this
presence will evaporate.2

Lastly, a crucial development of the new stage is
that the party and government leadership swiftly
drew up a realistic program for urgent measures in
various, primarily social and economic, spheres
and began its gradual implementation.

The Afghan economy was grievously knot by
subversion by local and regional reaction and world
imperialism plus Amin’s policy of terror and stran
gulation of democracy. The fiscal system was dis
rupted, trade stagnated, the prices of food and other
commodities soared, and the people’s purchasing
power fell drastically.

In agriculture the situation was indescribably
bad. One-third of the non-irrigated and a sizable part
of the irrigated land was unused last year. The cul
tivated area decreased by 8 per cent and output by
more than half a million tons. Even taking into
account some objective circumstances, primarily
last year’s drought, the main cause of this situation
in agriculture and the economy generally was
Amin’s anti-national and anti-democratic policy. It
was this policy that plunged the country into an
economic and social crisis.

The arbitrary practices of Amin's henchmen and
the massive persecutions paralyzed economic ac
tivity in rural areas and disrupted their links with
the towns. While many peasants were denied the
right to draw on rural mutual aid funds made up of
their own contributions, grain sellers were robbed
on their way to town by bandits linked with the
Amin gang. The favorite catchword ‘Security, legal
ity, and justice’ was invoked to hallow every man
ner of repression in regard to the population, the
persecution of Muslims (especially those who wor
shipped regularly), and other infamous practices,
such as eavesdropping on gullible villagers. Many
peasants had to flee from persecution, leaving their
land uncultivated.

Amin’s interference in the private sector seri
ously undermined business activity. It set
businessmen against the revolution despite the fact
that it was precisely the revolution that had brought
them greater opportunities for entrepreneurial ac
tivities for the good of the country, especially since
the foreign commercial agencies were closed. The
latter were replaced at the time by 22 specialized
associations of local businessmen importing tires.
condensed milk, soap, and other commodities in
high demand. The Amin regime destroyed all this
and set up a state trading corporation which
monopolized the import of these commodities al
though it had no commercial expertise, let alone
business connections. Moreover, the police haras
sed Afghan entrepreneurs, accusing them of ‘sub
version,' torturing and even killing them. Not a
single Afghan businessman felt safe in those days.

Economic management was in a shambles. Most
of the leading executives and specialists were re
moved and the rest were prevented from influenc
ing economic activities. Amin put an end to scien
tific economic planning and misappropriated pub
lic property and funds. Encouraged by the im
perialists, he mounted a violent assault on the Saur
Revolution in order to trample its democratic, anti-
feudal and anti-imperialist ideals into dust. But on
December 27, 1979, the nation was saved from
political, economic, and social catastrophe.

It was a very sad legacy we were left with. The
party, the Revolutionary Council, and the goverp-
ment were faced with the formidable task of reviv
ing the economy. We defined the immediate tasks
and the nature and sequence of the rehabilitation
projects. The party and the government focus atten
tion on, among other things, repairing and building
roads and irrigation systems, supplying drinking
water, and organizing communications. Increased 
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housing construction providing employment for
part of the workforce will help to activate the urban
economy. To improve the supply of prime neces
sities, we plan to open a network of government
shops. A program of extending and carrying for
ward the land reform has been drawn up with the
assistance of the peasants themselves. A literacy
campaign is under way (90 per cent of the popula
tion cannot read).

Recently the Revolutionary Council Presidium
adopted a Socio-Economic Development Plan for
the year 1359 (March 1980-March 1981). This plan
takes into account the basic guidelines of the cur
rent five-year plan, the objectives of the new phase
of the Saur Revolution, and the present situation. It
envisages further economic growth, to be achieved
by making fuller use of domestic resources and with
foreign aid. When plan targets are reached gross
industrial output will increase by 9 billion afghanis3
to a total of 25 billion afghanis (an 11.6 per cent
increase).4

Special attention is given to agriculture, whose
output is to go up 4.4 per cent by the year’s end.
New state farms will be set up and the number of
agricultural cooperatives will rise to 2,550. The ir
rigation network is to be expanded, which should
make it possible to bring 2,000 hectares of virgin
lands under cultivation and improve irrigation on a
further 15,000 hectares. Four tractor pools are to be
formed. Output is to increase as follows: of wheat to
2,600,000 tons, of cotton to 150,000 tons, and of
sugar-beet to 100,000 tons.

Steps to remedy and improve the situation in
agriculture are being vigorously put into effect. The
countryside gets implements, draught animals,
pedigree livestock, high quality seeds and fertilizers
on easy terms. Peasants and small rural employers
are granted credits. In this year’s sowing season the
concern shown by the state was appreciated by
everybody. The government has raised the purchas
ing prices for cotton, and sugar-beet by 20 and 30
per cent respectively, and this is likewise helping to
increase output. Peasants who grow these crops can
now buy grain from the state at fixed cut prices.
Simultaneously, an effort to plough and sow all
land abandoned by its owners. The government
appealed to lawful owners or their heirs to return to
their land and cultivate it with government sup
port.

The measures taken by the government are wel
comed in the country, as the first agricultural con
ference, for one, has shown. The peasants, clergy,
party members, and white-collar workers who at
tended it urged their fellow-counfrymen engaged
in farming to make effective use of the varied aid
offered by the state, cultivate all the arable land,
irrigated and non-irrigated, and form volunteer
units to defend the rural communities against
attack by counter-revolutionary bandits.

At the present stage of economic revival we are
concerned, first of all, with whatever helps to im
prove the life of the Afghan people, of workers and
peasants in particular. We have charted ways and
means of improving working conditions in indus

try and raising the pay of some categories of work
ers, for instance, miners. A new, progressive labor
law is being drafted. The annual plan envisages an
allocation of 500,000 million afghanis for the needs
of the population of underdeveloped and suffering
tom areas. For social development the government
intends to spend over a million afghanis from inter
nal resources.

The relations between the revolutionary govern
ment and Afghan entrepreneurs are growing closer.
The latter welcomed the return of trade in some
consumer goods to private hands. Meetings-be
tween government officials and businessmen have
telescoped the business world's problems and
helped to encourage a resumption of business activ
ity. The theses of the PDPA Central Committee on
the second anniversary of the Saur Revolution state:
‘The PDPA Central Committee and the government
of the DRA appreciate the big contribution that the
private sector is making toward Afghanistan’s
economic development and are resolved to create
the conditions for increasing the output of con
sumer goods. Steps will be taken to revive and
develop home industries, modernize handicrafts,
and encourage the voluntary formation of artisan
cooperatives.’ In order to establish permanent con
structive and productive cooperation with the pri
vate sector, a consultative economic council com
posed of government officials and businessmen is
to be set up under the Council of Ministers. This
body will consider the projects for all government
measures relating to home and foreign commerce,
credit, industrial production and transport. The
Planning Ministry has approved over 20 industrial
projects in the private sector. These projects, cost
ing over 260 million afghanis, are to be completed
this year and will provide more than 1,200 jobs.

Our economy is developing by plan. After fulfill
ing this year’s plan we will proceed to carry out the
five-year plan. The public sector is to be expanded
in industry, transport, commerce, and agriculture;
the long-term aim is to create an economic structure
with the light industry, which meets the require
ments of the people holding an important place
alongside the mainstay of industrialization, the
heavy industry.

Economic and other transformations will con
tinue to rest on assistance from friendly countries,
primarily the socialist nations headed by the Soviet
Union.

Afghan-Soviet relations have a history of more
than 60 years. Soon after the October Revolution,
the greatest event in human history under whose
direct impact Afghanistan achieved independence,
material and military assistance was extended to
our country on direct instructions and guidance
from Lenin. Relations between the two countries
have always been friendly. But since the Saur Rev
olution, and more particularly since it entered its
present, qualitatively new stage, these cordial rela
tions have evolved into fraternal links.

Even in the past Soviet assistance accounted for
between 60 and 70 per cent of the resources used for
Afghanistan’s socio-economic development. Our 
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people know that the formation and consolidation
of the public sector of the economy are the result
solely of comprehensive and disinterested Soviet
assistance. Now as before, the varied assistance re
ceived by Afghanistan from the socialist com
munity, particularly the Soviet Union, is crucial to
the stabilization of the economic situation.

During the past few months the massive supply
of consumer goods from the Soviet Union has
played a large part in meeting our people’s day-to-
day requirements. This supply includes petroleum,
sugar, vegetable oil, and soap. We have received
100 million rubles’ worth of garments and footwear .
as a grant-in-aid from the Soviet Union and they are
being distributed free to our people under the
supervision of party and government agencies. The
people have responded warmly to this act. Where
these goods failed to reach consumers, it was the
handiwork of bandits and saboteurs. Shortly before
this year's spring sowing, we received high-quality
Soviet wheat and cotton seed; the importance of
this aid hardly requires comment.

Many economic problems are being resolved by
the steadily expanding Afghan-Soviet trade. It is to
go up by 60 to 70 per cent this year. The facts show
that this trade is equitable and benefits Afghanistan.
For example, the price of Afghan natural gas ex
ported to the Soviet Union was recently raised
steeply once more. Over the past year the share of
budget revenues from gas exports to the Soviet
Union has increased from 21 to 39 per cent. More
over, in terms of per 1,000 cubic metres the net
profit is the world’s highest.

It would be hard to name a sphere of our society’s
life where we do not benefit from Soviet support.
Furthermore, this support is invariably disin
terested and highly effective. To give an example,
more than 140 big and medium industrial, agri
cultural, and building industry projects of vital im
portance to our people and our economy have been
or are being built in Afghanistan with Soviet
financial and technical aid. The largest of these
include a nitrogen fertilizer plant near Mazar-i-
Sharif, an automobile and machine repair plant, a
house prefabrication plant, and a bakery complex in
Kabul.

The government’s realistic socio-economic poli
cy, coupled with assistance from friendly socialist
countries, has gone a long way toward changing the
overall atmosphere in the country at the second
stage of the revolution. At the same time,
remembering the bitter experience of the recent
past, the party leadership and the government gave
special attention to restoring and advancing
democracy, to ensuring the democratic rights of the
people. This guideline is evident in all areas of our
political, economic, and social work.

At the present new stage the task is from the
outset to extirpate injustices and rectify the mis-
takes that were made in the course of revolutionary
changes. We have released 15,000 political prison
ers (victims of harassment under Amin), and made
it clear that henceforth we would allow no trans
gression of civil rights. Even in the most tense situa

tions, when counter-revolutionaries provoked riots
in Kabul and elsewhere, the party leadership and
the government did everything to protect innocent
people who had been deceived by the reactionaries.
They allowed these people to go home after brief
questioning. The only ones jailed were counter
revolutionary ringleaders, foreign agents, and
bandits.

The measures taken by the revolutionary
government are aimed at providing citizens With
reliable guarantees of personal and social rights. By
way of illustration, here are two examples.

First, the state has recognized the title of peasants
and landowners to the land used by them. Decrees
are being drafted that will certify and formalize the
right to own land. The peasants’ right to own, trans
fer (to relatives or heirs), or buy or sell land is now
guaranteed by law. This is bound to be particularly
welcome to people who were allotted land under
the land reform law. They will now have docu
ments certifying their title to their land.

Second, a directive has been signed by Babrak
Karmal, General Secretary of the PDPA Central
Committee, President of the Revolutionary Council,
and Prime Minister of the DRA, restoring all private
and personal movable and real property to'those
who lost such property through confiscation under
the Amin regime. It is a question of restoring
houses, shops, and so on to their lawful owners.
Many people, who were deprived of their property,
have petitioned the relevant authorities for its res
titution. However, this measure does not imply
that the government plans to restore nationalized
property to persons who have left the country and
put in their lot with enemies of the revolution. Nor
does the directive extend to members of the former
royal family who have fled and are conspiring to
restore, monarchy in Afghanistan.

We want to build the new Afghanistan, and here
we are guided by the general laws governing the
building of a society free of oppression and exploi
tation. At the same time, we take the specific fea
tures of a Muslim country into account. This has
been reiterated by the revolutionary leadership in
the Fundamental Principles of the DRA, which in
clude respect for Islam, national traditions and cus
toms. Through our policies and practices we dem
onstrate our respect for freedom of conscience, for
the religion professed by the Muslim people of
Afghanistan. The government does not interfere in
religious matters and people now have religious
freedom in the true sense of the word.

An important goal of the Saur Revolution is to
ensure real equality to the peoples and tribes of our
country. To attain this goal, the PDPA Central
Committee and the government intend to grant and
guarantee all the peoples and tribes of Afghanistan,
big and small alike, not only formal but actual
equality: ample opportunities to develop the
economy, their ancient, rich and distinctive cul
ture, their languages, traditions, and literature, and
instruction in their native language. The party and
the government are doing everything to expedite
the advancement of socially, economically, and 
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culturally backward areas inhabited by ethnic
minorities and tribes.

In the context of a sharp class struggle between
the forces of progress — the forces of the future —
and the still influential circles upholding a reac
tionary, anti-popular order, our efforts are aimed at
opening the people’s eyes to the significance of the
change brought to their country’s destiny by the
revolution.

The legitimate measures taken by the govern
ment to protect the people’s interests and rights
have aroused the fury of our enemies. They describe
these measures as ‘bait’ to bring the Afghans under
the ‘head of the Kabul regime.’ Added to this fabri
cation is the much-touted lie that ‘terror tactics’ are
used in Afghanistan and that whole villages are
‘wiped out’ in an effort to ‘break Muslim resistance’
and ‘establish peace on Soviet terms.’ U.S. Presi
dent Carter himself does not scruple to use calum
nies of this nature.

This does not surprise us, of course. Through
their agents in the country, imperialism and the
Peking hegemonists, who are at one with them,
have imposed two wars on Afghanistan: a shooting
war of aggression involving tens of thousands of
counter-revolutionary mercenaries, and a prop
aganda war intended to misrepresent the goals of
the Saur Revolution, discredit the new system tak
ing shape in the country, and thereby prevent rev
olutionary developments in other Muslim coun
tries. Hence the imperialists’ hypocritical ‘concern’
for Afghan and other Muslims; hence their lies
about ‘bloody terror’ in our country.

Terror in Afghanistan is only practised by bandit
units sent across our frontiers with U.S. and Chinese
weapons. Indeed, the network of training camps on
Pakistani soil is expanding. These camps are train
ing a large attack force whose core is composed of
the offspring of feudal lords, landed proprietors,
usurers, compradores, and others whom the
people's power has stripped of all privileges. They
are situated in the Peshawar area, the North-West
Frontier Province near the towns of Miram Shah,
Bannu, Chitral, Parachinar, Kohat, and Jasin, the
vicinity of the towns of Quetta, Pishin and Mushki
in Baluchistan, and elsewhere. All operations are
directed by a CIA man installed in Peshawar as a
U.S. ‘Consul.’

U.S. military advisers train Pakistani instructors
who, in turn, train Afghan rebels. The instructors
include graduates of the International Police
Academy, Washington, and a school for saboteurs
in Texas. In the camp near Jasin, training is super
vised by Chinese military advisers and in the camps
near Peshawar, by Egyptian advisers as well. Instruc
tors are also trained in China. Their training is di
rected by, among others, Liao Chincheng, a Chinese
intelligence officer who until recently was China’s
military attache in Kabul. Last May, a representative
of the Pakistani authorities accompanied by a
Chinese adviser*  conducted a meeting of bandit
groups in Miram Shah. Bandit raiders are also
trained in Saudi Arabia and Egypt.

There are reports of growing activity by Afghan 

counter-revolutionaries in Iran, particularly in the
Meshed area. These get their instructions from the
CIA headquarters in Peshawar.

Arms, equipment, and food for the raiders are
delivered through the Pakistani ports of Karachi
and Gwadar, along the Karakoram highway from
China, and by air. The United States is still the chief
supplier; some of the supplies come from West
Germany and Japan. China regularly ships anti
aircraft and anti-tank guns and rifles to Pakistan.

Naturally, we defend ourselves by resisting the
invaders. We are compelled to do so. But everybody
must know that for the Afghan people the chief goal
is to restore peace, normalize the international
situation in the region, and thereby have the oppor
tunity of devoting all their energies to creative
endeavor.

This is the purpose of the constructive program
put forward by the Democratic Republic of Afghan
istan on May 14. Our government proposed bilat
eral Afghan-Pakistani and Afghan-Iranian talks to
normalize relations and work out bilateral agree
ments on the principles of goodneighborliness and
cooperation, including specific commitments to
prevent military or any other hostile action against
each other.

Appropriate international guarantees, as pro
posed by us, should complement these bilateral
agreements as part of a political settlement. Speci
fically, the United States would be expected to
commit itself to conduct no subversion of any kind
against Afghanistan either from its own territory or
from third countries.

Discontinuation of all foreign interference in the
domestic affairs of the DRA and guarantees of its
non-recurrence would also pave the way for settling
the issue of the further presence of Soviet troops in
Afghanistan.

In the light of the foregoing it should be clear that
the so-called Afghan problem is being played up by
foreign reaction, which is against any progressive
change in any country or region and needs this
‘problem’ as the pretext for continued interference
in Afghan affairs and as a propaganda cover for acts
of aggression against our revolution. Stripped of its
cloak of lies this is the actual policy pursued by the
U.S. imperialists and Peking hegemonists. Indeed,
they are now using the artificially created ‘Afghan
problem’ for a global assault on the results of
detente. They put the blame for the latest dangerous
deterioration of the international climate on the
Soviet Union, charging it with ‘aggressive’ intent
and even on outright ‘military interference’ in
Afghanistan.

But, if anybody, the Afghans know by experience
where the truth lies. While the bands formed by the
imperialists and Peking engage in terror and at
rocities on our soil and. reduce the fruits of the
people’s labor to ruin and ash, Soviet soldiers help
us defend ourselves against aggressors.

Soviet-Afghan friendship, which dates from the
October Revolution, is indestructible. It has stood
the test of many decades and has always been in the
national interest of Afghanistan. Today this friend
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ship dependably serves our country’s social and
economic progress. Babrak Karmal, leader of our
party and state, voiced a great historic truth when
he said: ‘Afghanistan’s traditional friendship with
the Soviet Union, an expression of the free, inde
pendent and progressive will of the people of
Afghanistan, has now entered a qualitatively new
stage. This friendship will grow stronger and more
lasting with the passage of time. No evil power on
earth can shake it to even the slightest degree.'

We look to the future with a confidence made
stronger by the fact that the Saur Revolution has
never been alone, not even in the most trying days.
It enjoys the solidarity of the socialist countries and
is hailed by the progressive and democratic forces
of many countries. This is only natural, for our
revolution is part of the world revolutionary pro
cess begun by the Great October Socialist Revolu
tion in Russia.

1. This historic change in the destiny of the Saur Rev
olution is discussed in WMR (April 1980) by Babrak Kar

mal, General Secretary of the PDPA Central Committee,
President of the Revolutionary Council, and Prime Min
ister of the Democratic Republic of Afghanistan. — Ed.

2. After WMR received this article news came of the
withdrawal — by agreement with the Afghan government
— of some Soviet military units whose presence in
Afghanistan was no longer necessary. This withdrawal
was made possible by the defeat of large bands of invaders
and by the resultant acceleration of the normalization
process in Afghanistan. Progressive world opinion spoke
highly of this move, seeing it as further evidence of the
revolutionary authority’s successful struggle against
counter-revolutionary bands, as indication of the Afghah
government’s stability and the broad support it has among
the people — Ed.

3. 43 afghanis=U.S.$l. —Ed.

4. We plan the following increases: electric power by
100 million kwh; natural gas — 240 million cubic metres;
condensed gas —14,000 tons; cement — 8,500 tons;ferro
concrete prefabricated constructions — 1,800 cubic
metres; cotton — 9,600 tons; cotton textiles — 20 million
sq. metres; meat — 1,600 tons.

Who backs ao<d] who deftente
Pavel Auersperg
CC member, CP Czechoslovakia;
WMR Editorial Board member

Five years ago, the heads of state and government
of 33 European countries and the United States and
Canada met at the European Conference in Helsinki
and mapped out realistic ways for eliminating in
ternational tension, strengthening security and
mutual trust, and developing cooperation between
states with different social systems.

The results of the conference, its Final. Act,
signed by all the participants, marked a major vic
tory for the forces of peace and progress, for the
policy of realism and good will. They dealt a palpa
ble blow at the forces of cold war and reaction, laid a
solid basis in international law for the ideals of the
peaceful coexistence of states, accelerated the de
velopment of political detente and put in the Order
of the day the question of complementing it with
detente in the military field.

There is no doubt that the important positive
process of detente, which the Helsinki Meeting so
well expressed and which was started on the initia
tive of the socialist countries and supported by the
communist and working-class movement and all
the other peace forces, paved the way for a resolute
turn in the hard age-old history of relations between
states. In Europe, the Helsinki Final Act entrenched
the inviolability of the existing borders and the
territorial integrity of states. That was of primary
importance for the nations of the continent, which
had repeatedly been victim of territorial claims that
led to wars. But the importance of the Helsinki
accords was not confined to the framework of

Europe. They made it easier to limit and eliminate
dangerous conflicts, invigorated and enriched
bilateral and multilateral cooperation between
states and helped to shape a new international at
mosphere. They also made it possible to switch
resources and efforts from the arms race and prep
aration for war to the shaping of new and fair inter
national economic relations, and the joint solution
of vital regional and global problems. Finally, they
set a valuable example for other regions of the
globe, showing that the most complex problems can
be solved by peaceful means, rationally and con
structively.

There is good reason, therefore, why the succes
ses of detente, the results of Helsinki, were met with
satisfaction by the whole of progressive opinion,
including the realistically-minded bourgeois
politicians and statesmen who, like the U.S. politi
cian Sergeant Shriver, recognized that while rivalry
does remain in some fields there are, nevertheless,
inevitable and growing imperatives for coopera
tion.1

Why is it then that within five years and a few
months before the meeting in Madrid of the Hel
sinki states the situation is once again reminiscent
of the cold war period? Why have many of the
Helsinki accords remained unrealized, why has the
realization of some others been dragged out? What
has changed in the world on the threshold of the
1980s, and why has the international climate grown
harsher?
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Propagandists and politicians in Washington try
to explain the sharp departure of the United States
and some of its allies from the principles of detente
by an ‘unexpected increase’ of the alleged ‘Soviet
threat,’ which is alternately linked with a ‘threat to
Europe,' with events in Afghanistan, with the rev
olution in Iran, and so on, and so forth. A prop
aganda campaign of unprecedented proportions is
being carried on in order to undermine trust in the
Soviet Union and the socialist community as a
whole, to drive a wedge between the socialist and
developing countries, and to range against each
other various contingents of the fighters for peace,
democracy and social progress.

However, let us take a closer look at the so-called
‘threat’: when and how did it 'unexpectedly in
crease?’

Perhaps this ‘threat1 is connected with the
USSR’s decision to withdraw unilaterally in 1980
up to 20,000 of its military personnel and a corres
ponding quantity of military equipment from the
territory of the GDR? That is not logical. Perhaps the
new proposals on troop and arms cuts in Central
Europe put forward by the Soviet delegation at the
Vienna talks tend to sharpen tensions on the conti
nent? No, they do not. Never has a reduction in the
number of troops posed a threat to peace.2

Or, perhaps, let us add, a threat to peace comes
from the new Soviet proposal for negotiations on
medium-range nuclear missiles in Europe put for
ward during the meeting between the leaders of the
USSR and the FRG in Moscow in June-July of this
year? That is altogether absurd. After all, the sub
stance of the new peace initiative is that the Soviet
Union has importantly added to, elaborated and
deepened the constructive proposals it had made
earlier. What was the point earlier on? It was that
such talks should be held after the re-establishment
of the situation which had existed before the NATO
decision on the manufacture of new U.S. medium
range missiles and their siting in Western Europe in
addition to the U.S. theater of nuclear weapons
already there. Another suggestion was that this
question could be included within the framework
of SALT III, the negotiations on the third stage of
strategic arms limitation, but this was blocked be
cause the United States postponed the ratification
of SALT II indefinitely. What then is the point now?
It is that talks should be held at which matters
relating to medium-range nuclear missiles in
Europe, and to the already existing U.S. theater
based nuclear weapons should be discussed simul
taneously and in an organic connection with each
other. These talks could be started before the rat
ification of SALT II, but any understandings that
could be reached at these talks would enter into
force after its ratification.

It is clear to everyone that the success of such
negotiations would raise the level of European se
curity, and this meets the vital interests of all the
nations. Although FRG Chancellor Helmut
Schmidt supports NATO’s additional nuclear
armament, in an interview with Der Spiegel after
his meeting in Moscow with Soviet leaders he said:

‘We are interested in living with our Eastern
neighbors in good-neighbor relations, which rule
out any repetition of the horrors of the Second
World War. We here live in a potential battlefield of
a third world war. The potential battlefield would
not be in Canada or in North America, but here.3
The Chancellor noted that 'Brezhnev and his col
leagues in the Soviet leadership are as apprehen
sive of war as we are over here. They do not want to
run the risk of war and know that arms race could
lead to the very worst.’4

Where, then, is that ‘unexpectedly increased
Soviet threat?’ The real facts show that there is no
such ‘threat,’ nor has one ever existed. What is
more, over the five years since the Helsinki Meet
ing, the USSR and other socialist-community coun
tries, the Warsaw Treaty Organization have taken a
great many steps aimed to do away with the survi
vals of the cold war, to strengthen trust and mutual
understanding in international relations, and to di
rect developments into a healthy peaceful channel.3
The meaning of the broad range of proposals being
repeatedly put forward by the socialist powers adds
up to the following: while maintaining equal and
identical security and balance of forces, there
should be an effort to reduce the danger of an out
break of an armed conflict, to halt and reverse the
arms race, and to determine ways for removing
hotbeds of international tension. These proposals
are realistic and concrete, and are permeated with
profound concern for the future of tbe nations of the
world.

As for the question concerning the grounds on
which the Soviet Union is helping democratic Af
ghanistan to safeguard its sovereignty and its rev
olution against foreign interventions, that was de
scribed in detail in the pages of WMR by Babrak
Karmal, General Secretary of the Central Committee

’of the People’s Democratic Party of Afghanistan,
Chairman of the Revolutionary Council and Prime
Minister of the Democratic Republic of Afghanis
tan. The causes, roots, motive forces and tasks of the
Iranian revolution were considered in an article by
Nourreddin Kianouri, First Secretary of the Central
Committee of the People’s Party of Iran. This issue
also carries reports on the actual situation and the
causes of tension in that region.6 Let me add that the
communists have never regarded detente as preser
vation of the social status quo, as abandonment of
the class and national-liberation struggle, and that
while they do not recognize the export of revolu
tions, they do not recognize the export of counter
revolutions either. That is why they have always
believed that their duty is to render international
assistance to the working people and nations stand
ing up for their revolutionary gains against external
interference.

There is only one answer to the key question of
who is chiefly to blame for the worsening of interna
tional relations: the winds that are now cooling the
international atmosphere have nothing in common
with some ‘Soviet threat.’ Nor did they originate in
the high-mountain passes of Afghanistan, or in the
Iranian plateaus, but in the offices of the White
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House and the Pentagon, in the back rooms of the
behind-the-scenes centers of power in the United
States and NATO’s military offices. Let us add that
they did not originate in December 1979, but very
much earlier, namely, when President Carter re
pudiated the parity principle, which he had recog
nized at the Vienna meeting, and put forward the
idea of additional armament for the United States
and the NATO countries. The nutrient medium for
the negative trends which are so pronounced in the
policy of the United States and some of its allies at
the beginning of the 1980s is provided by the class
nature of militarism, which has been and remains
‘the “vital expression” of capitalism’ (V.I. Lenin,
Coll. Works, Vol. 15, p. 192). It is constantly present
in imperialist policy now being intensified, now
relaxed, depending on many objective and subjec
tive factors. It appears that by the end of the 1970s
and the early 1980s, the sharpening of the general
crisis of capitalism, the failure of its attempts to stop
and reverse the revolutionary anti-imperialist pro
cesses under way in the world produced among the
ruling circles of some capitalist powers a class
panic syndrome and assumed the form of a crisis of
political realism. It is this crisis that has affected the
global political strategy of the United States, in the
first place.

The following are the manifestations of this
turnabout:

— disruption of the balance between political
goals, means and potentialities;

— inability to make a sober assessment of the
actual balance of forces in the world, unwilling
ness to reckon with the objective processes of
world development, the Urge to use military
political blackmail for renewing the hegemonistic
dictatorship of imperialism, and illusory attempts
to return the world to the cold war period;

— incompetence, lack of balance, and hap
hazard political decisions and acts, many of which
pose a direct threat to peace and the very existence
of mankind.

Let us recall some of these manifestations of the
crisis of political realism in the recent period. A
long-term program envisaging a considerable ex
pansion and all-round qualitative modernization of
the Atlantic Pact’s armed systems was approved
back in 1978 at a NATO Council Meeting in
Washington. This was followed by the decision to
site medium-range nuclear-armed missiles on the
territory of a number of West European countries,
the U.S. administration’s delay in ratifying
SALT II, and finally the dangerous attempts to
‘globalize’ NATO and to extend its sphere of opera
tions well beyond the limits of the European conti
nent. The plans for ‘globalization’ are also pro
moted by the decision of the Council of the West
European Union lifting the Paris limitations on the
tonnage of FRG warships, and the intention of Bri
tain’s Conservative Government to integrate Bri
tain’s nuclear-missile fleet with NATO.

The NATO generals and politicians no longer
confine themselves to military preparations in
Europe; they are looking to the oil-bearing regions 

of the Middle East. They have laid claims to inter
ference in the internal affairs of the countries in that
region, which have but recently freed themselves
from colonial oppression and which have taken the
road of independent development. The NATO
chiefs have openly spoken of their urge to re
establish the postions of their erstwhile imperial
domination in other regions of the globe as well. At
last year’s mid-December meeting of the foreign
ministers of ASEAN countries in South-East Asia
and the Common Market countries at Kuala Lum
pur, the British and FRG delegates, clearly acting on
suggestions from Washington, tried to involve their
Asian partners in the orbit of imperialist plans in
that part of the world. The joint statement that was
adopted at the meeting testifies to the attempts to
use ASEAN in Washington’s planned strategy of
intervention in the internal affairs of Afghanistan
and the states of Indochina. The architects of im
perialist policy have also been trying very hard to
involve Japan in the implementation of their ag
gressive schemes, which was declared unambigu
ously by U.S. Defense Secretary Harold Brown.

This extremely dangerous line is directly con
nected with Washington’s subtle moves aimed to
use Peking’s hegemonism and establish a
Washington-Peking axis. Nor is this only a matter of
diplomacy. Carter’s secret ‘presidential memoran
dum No. 10,’ adopted on Brzezinski’s initiative,
revises the U.S. projects for a nuclear war against the
USSR. The positions of Soviet armed forces in the
Far East are additionally included as targets for a
nuclear strike. The meaning of this act is that the
U.S. nuclear strikes should facilitate Peking's offen
sive operations against the Soviet Union.

The fact that the Chinese leadership arid the Uni
ted States have common anti-Soviet ’ and anti
communist goals has been confirmed once again
during Carter’s meeting with Hua Guofeng in
Tokyo last July. We find, therefore, a highly danger
ous political game in progress. A dangerous game
for one and all. We in Czechoslovakia well re
member how the Western imperialist powers nur
tured German fascism in the hope of using it in their
anti-Soviet and anti-communist plans, and the con
sequences this had for the peoples of Europe and
the world.

Such is far from a full list of the facts which show
who is currently stepping up tensions in the world,
and who wants to frustrate the process of detente. I
think that in the light of these facts it is reasonable to
say that the current political crisis shows up once
again the historical incompetence of imperialism,
and the incongruity between its global political as
pirations and national and mankind’s overall in
terests.

The line of ‘anti-detente’ which the imperialist
circles of the United States and NATO have now
adopted, clashes with the will of the peoples for
peace and cooperation. But it is also clear that
neither the aggressive statements nor the arms race
will help imperialism to restore its lost positions or
win for the United States the right to direct despot
ically the course of world developments. The tide of 
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history cannot be reversed. The objective prerequi
sites at the basis of the detente have not changed.
For all its efforts, the Carter administration has
failed — and will fail —to isolate the USSR and the
other socialist-community countries. -The
economic embargo has produced nothing but losses
for the Americans themselves. The Olympic Games
boycott has proved to be a fiasco. Carter has failed to
force his European partners to refuse to have meet
ings and talks with the Soviet leaders.

The French-Soviet summit meeting in Warsaw in
May and the talks in Moscow between the leaders of
the USSR and the FRG have, I think, reaffirmed two
basic truths of our day. The first is that despite the
present difficulties in the international atmosphere,
it is possible, useful and necessary to preserve,
stabilize and develop the process of detente. The
second truth is that this goal can be achieved only if
an open dialogue of all the forces concerned with
preserving international stability and isolating the
advocates of the cold war is started with a sense of
responsibility and in a spirit of good will.

There is only one way out of the dead end into
which the policy of Washington and NATO is being
drawn ever deeper as time goes by. It is the way of
responsible political acts, of decisions that would
take into account the legitimate interests and equal
security of all states. It is the way along which the
Soviet Union and the other socialist-community
countries have been perseveringly and consistently
advancing.

Realism must gain the upper hand. Leonid
Brezhnev declared in the course of Chancellor
Schmidt’§ visit to the USSR: ‘In the face of ever new
attempts to whip up the arms race, we insistently
urge the West to stop, to put aside various programs
for "additional armament,” and to abandon the de
velopment of new types and systems of weapons,
whether missile, neutron, chemical or any other.’
Such is the USSR's principled approach to detente
both on the world’s scale and in the individual
regions of the world, including Europe, a stand
which has once again been reaffirmed in the deci
sions of the June 1980 Plenary Meeting of the CPSU
Central Committee and which is shared by the
socialist-community countries and by all progres
sive public opinion.

Detente has struck deep roots in present-day in- •
ternational life. Many countries, European coun
tries in the first place, have tangibly felt its benefits.
The constructive principles of strengthening peace
and security of nations, agreed upon and adopted
five years ago at Helsinki, have become the alterna
tive for the absurd notions of Washington and
NATO politicians, who keep saying that interna
tional tension can be eased only ‘on the reliable
basis of deterrence.’ To accept this would amount to
remaining idle in face of imperialist threats, and to
regarding tension as an invariable state of interna
tional relations. It would mean reconciling oneself
to the constant build-up of the stockpiles of ever
more destructive weapons which could be deto

nated by any local dispute, by a false reckoning, or
even by a mistake.7

Indeed, the situation in the world has been mark
edly complicated. But there are important and real
possibilities for preventing the slide to another cold
war, for developing normal peaceful coexistence
among states with different social systems. The
communists and all the other peace forces counter
the philosophy of world politics based on universal
fear with the effective philosophy of political
reason, wise statesmanship and cool circumspec
tion, for this will ensure genuine detente, a peaceful
future and mankind's progress.

In the present situation, communists believe that
one of their chief tasks is to resist the imperialist
policy of stepping up tension, and urge the cohe
sion of the communist movement on a class basis in
the struggle for peace and international security,
and for detente and disarmament. They seek to
strengthen their ties with all men of good will, with
all democratic and peace-loving forces, parties, or
ganizations and movements, and representatives of
different political and religious views prepared to
combat the war danger.

Communists actively expose the aggressive
schemes of imperialism, the falsehood of anti-
Soviet and anti-socialist propaganda, spreading
among broad masses of people the truth about the
peace policy of the USSR and the whole socialist
community.

The call adopted at the Paris meeting of the Euro
pean communist and workers’ parties says: ‘We
communists are advocates of peace, we want dis
armament, cooperation and friendship"'among na
tions. Therefore we say: peace is our common
cause, and our common actions will provide for its
victory.’

1. Congressional Digest, October 1975, p. 248.
2. In July of this year, the USSR offered to reduce the

numerical strength of its armed forces in Central Europe at
the first stage by another 20,000 men, with a simultaneous
withdrawal of 13,000 U.S. tnilitary personnel.

3. Der Spiegel, July 7, 1980.
4. Ibid.
5. For details on the policy of the socialist-community

countries, see WMR Nos. 7 and 8 for 1980.
6. B. Karmal. ‘The Afghan People Will Stand Firmly on

Guard of the Revolution.’ WMR, No. 4,1980; Nourreddin
Kianouri, ‘Start of a New Stage of the People’s Revolution,’
No. 4, 1979; for an assessment of the latest events in
Afghanistan and Iran see the article by A.S. Keshtmand
and the dialogue between A. Havari and James West, both
in this issue.

7. Let us recall that errors in U.S. control and radar
systems have already brought the world to the brink of a
thermonuclear explosion on several occasions: the U.S.
strategic nuclear forces were put on full alert and mankind
was only seconds away from the disaster. Some commen
tators assert that the latest of these ‘errors,’ at any rate, was
specially programmed by the Pentagon to increase the fear
of the ‘Soviet threat’ in the United States and to verify the
Soviet response.
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The right to a homeland

COMMUNISTS OF THE ARAB COUNTRIES
ON THE PALESTINIAN PROBLEM

Nowadays, one of the gravest threats to inter
national peace comes from the Middle East crisis.
Its root cause and basis is the Palestinian problem,
the problem of the Arab people of Palestine, which
hasbeen condemned by imperialism and Zionism
to live the life of an exile without a homeland. The
Meeting of Communist and Workers’ Parties of
Arab countries held in April 1978 emphasized in its
main statement: 'Developments in the Middle East
over three decades have shown that peace in this
area cannot be established if the national rights of
more than 3 million Palestinians are ignored, de
nied, trampled or evaded.'

Since the Palestinian question arose, the com
munists have always consistently and steadfastly
stood for the cause of the Arab people of Pales
tine. The communists’ stand in the fight for its just
solution was the subject of an exchange of views

• sponsored by the WMR Commission on Problems
of the National-Liberation Movement in Asian and
African countries, with the following taking part in
the discussion: Michel Kamel, Political Bureau
member, Egyptian Communist Party; Adib Dimit
ry, veteran Egyptian communist and journalist;
Albert Farhat, CC member, Lebanese Communist
Party; Omar AI-Fassi. CC Political Bureau mem
ber, Party of Progress and Socialism of Morocco;
Naim Ashhab and Issa' Mdanat, CC Political
Bureau members, Jordanian Communist Party;
Arabi Awwad, CC member, Jordanian Communist
Party, and Varouge Saletan, CC alternate member,
Syrian Communist Party.

Below is a summary of their statements in the
exchange of opinion.
In his opening speech, Naim Ashhab, member of
the WMR Editorial Council, said that there is now
growing interest everywhere in the Palestinian
problem and a growing understanding that its solu
tion is the central element of a settlement of the
Middle East conflict. Sadat's betrayal has once
again demonstrated that surrender under pressure
from U.S. imperialism and the Israeli rulers merely
puts off the prospect for establishing a just and
lasting peace and cannot in general lead to any
peaceful solution whatsoever, even of the kind the
imperialists and Zionists envisage. There is a grow
ing conviction that any attempts to side-step the
Palestinian problem are doomed to fail.

At the same time, a fairly large section of world
opinion is still less than fully aware of the tragic
condition of the Arab people of Palestine, which
have been deprived of their homeland for over 30
years. Some also fail to understand the true sub
stance of Zionism as an extreme reactionary and
racist movement, whose aggressive acts pose a threat
to peace not only in the Middle East, but throughout
the world.

Ashhab then said that the Israeli rulers’ policy of
actual genocide with respect to the Arab people of
Palestine has an ever more pronounced effect on
Israeli society as well. This applies both to the
socio-economic sphere, where there is a mounting
drive on the working people’s living standards, and
to the sphere of politics. Fascist groupings and
bands of raiders and killers have been stepping up
their activity. They have been stockpiling weapons
for use against the Arab population with a view to
completely driving the Arabs from their native
lands. The policy of the Zionist elite has turned the
people of Israel into a hostage to world imperialism,
above all U.S. imperialism, and the country now
also faces a looming threat of fascism. Life has
shown once again that Engels was right when he
said that no people oppressing other peoples can be
free.
Another dangerous plot
Issa Mdanat said that the Palestinian problem was
itself produced by imperialism, which for many
years fanned friction among the Arab peoples in
mandated Palestine, pursuing its policy of divide
and rule. It encouraged the Zionists’ aggressive
aspirations, and in 1948 gave its blessings to the
rulers of Israel and the Arab reactionary regimes for
their gross infringement of the national rights of the
Arab people of Palestine. Let us recall that the UN
General Assembly’s Resolution of November 29,
1947, envisaged the establishment of two states in
Palestine—a Jewish state and an Arab state. Butas a
result of the first Arab-Israeli war, the territory
designated for the Arab state was divided between
Israel, Jordan and Egypt.1 In this way the Arabs of
Palestine were deprived of the right to self-deter
mination and the establishment of their own state.

Just now attempts are being renewed to deprive
— but in a new form — the Arab Palestinian people
of its legitimate and inalienable rights. This is an
effort to realize a plot, said Arabi Awwad, whose
purpose is to isolate the Palestinian national 
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movement, to undermine it and wipe it out. One of
the most dangerous manifestations of this plot is the
Camp David deal, as a result of which a major Arab
state, Egypt, has sided with the enemies of the
Palestinian people.

At present, the participants in the Camp David
deal are discussing a project for establishing an
‘autonomous administration’ on the Arab territories
occupied by Israel, and have not given up then-
attempts to find among ‘moderate’ Palestinians po
tential traitors to the national cause prepared to
cater for the realization of their schemes. This pro
ject has the purpose of obliterating the Palestinian
problem, of taking it off the agenda as the national
problem of a people deprived of the possibility of
enjoying its legitimate rights. Simultaneously, the
Israeli authorities have been putting through exten
sive measures to colonize the occupied Arab lands,
have continued to drive the native population off
these lands and to set up new militarized settle
ments on them, a practice which has been repeated
ly condemned by the international community.
Menachem Begin, the Israeli Prime Minister, said
that the'question of‘Judaea and Samaria’ (as Israel’s
Zionist rulers call the West bank ofthe Jordan River)
is not subject to review, because that land is the
homeland of the Israeli people and the presence of
Israeli troops on it does not amount to occupation
but to ‘liberation.’

In Lebanon — now the main base of the Palestine
Resistance Movement (PRM), the Israeli militarists
have not ceased their aggressive acts, declaring that
they want to wipe out the resistance forces, and to
draw Lebanon into the Camp David alliance. Di
rectly abetting this is the internal fascist-minded
reaction and the right-wing Christian separatists in
Lebanon. Making use of the Arab countries’ in
ability to put up real resistance to this piracy,
Michel Kamel said, the Israeli thugs seek to spread
in the hearts of the population of this country,
which has become an object of aggression, feelings
of despair and despondency, and to incite them
against the Palestinian contingents. At the same
time, it is being suggested that some kind of‘new’
and ‘just’ solutions are possible. One of these actu
ally boils down to an attempt to ‘exchange’ the
Palestine Resistance Movement for Haddad’s
‘state’2 to eliminate the ‘state’ at the price of dis
arming the Palestinian fighters.

However, the participants in the discussion em
phasized, the sponsors and executors of the plot
have failed to attain their goals. The Camp David
accords and their consequences have been strongly
condemned and rejected by all the Arab peoples,
the patriotic regimes in the Arab countries, the
Palestine Liberation Organization, and all the pro
gressive national forces. The Arab states-members
of the Steadfastness and Rejection Front have
adopted — notably at their meeting in Damascus —
important decisions aimed at invigorating the
struggle against the plot by the forces of imperial
ism, Zionism and reaction. The need for a strategic
alliance with the USSR and the other socialist

community countries was posed with greater clar
ity and definition than ever before.

At the Baghdad summit meeting, even Arab
countries with reactionary, or so-called moderate
regimes were forced, despite some attempts to
maneuver, to bow to the unanimity of the Arab
peoples and their progressive patriotic forces, and
to condemn the Camp David deal. They had to agree
to some political and economic sanctions against
the Sadat regime and to mount an actual Arab boy
cott against it.

The Camp David and the Washington ‘peace’ trea
ty between Egypt and Israel have led to a fresh
upswing in the Palestinians’ mass struggle. A
powerful tide of strikes, marches and manifesta
tions has rolled across the occupied Arab lands,
with their participants indignantly protesting
against the fresh attempt to deny the Arab people of
Palestine the restoration of its legitimate national
rights. The veritable nation-wide storm of wrath has
become an insuperable barrier to the attempts by
the Camp David alliance to find individuals among
the Palestinians who would agree openly and un
conditionally to side with them as the traitor Sadat
has done.

The resistance movement has been activated in
Lebanon as well. According to Awwad, hundreds
of enthusiastic volunteers from various Arab coun
tries have arrived in Lebanon to take part in military
operations on the side of the progressive patriotic
forces and Palestine resistance contingents.

The participants in the discussion delcared that
the plot of imperialism, Zionism and reaction
against the Arab people of Palestine poses an ex
ceptional danger. But what is most important is
that its main purpose has not been achieved. The
plotters have failed to put an end to the Palestine
national movement, to undermine and destroy the
resistance forces, and to ‘evade’ the Palestinian
problem, which continues to be pivotal to the on
going confrontation, and the key issue of a Middle
East settlement.

Schemes to split the movement
Speakers said that Camp David is not only a new
attack by imperialism, Zionism and reaction
against the Arab national-liberation movement, but
is also evidence that their moves against it are run
ning into an impasse. The sponsors of the Camp
David deal have, of course, scored a major success
by wresting Egypt from the united Arab front
against the Zionist aggressor and winning it over to
their side. But if this is not followed by further steps,
if no new breach is made in pan-Arab solidarity, the
situation could become dangerous for them, and
they are aware of this.

The Arab world is now faced with another Camp
David, that is, a continuation of the old Camp David
line, but in a new, subtler and more camouflaged
form. It is already being said that the first step along
this way did, indeed, entail some mistakes and mis
calculations, but that these can be overcome in the
future and that the ‘Palestinian people’s demands
will be taken more fully into account.’
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What does this mean in concrete terms?
Mdanat drew attention to the fact that there was

good reason why after the Arab peoples indignantly
rejected both the Camp David accords and the
Washington 'peace' treaty between Egypt and Is
rael, and after the Sadat regime, which has taken the
path of capitulation, found itself in profound isola
tion in the Arab world, the United States began to
hint at some possible review of its foreign-policy
line in the Middle East, and a more favorable at
titude to the legitimate interests of the Arab people
of Palestine. Awwad noted the emergence of state
ments about the 'impossibility of ignoring the
Palestinian problems,’ about ‘the Palestinians’ na
tional aspirations’ and even about a ‘Palestinian
homeland.’ Some U.S. officials have even taken
some action in an effort to convince the rest of the
world that there is a trend among U.S. ruling circles
to take a new approach to the whole complex of
Middle East problems.

Speakers were unanimous that any talk abouf
alleged changes in the U.S. stand is altogether
groundless. Its purpose is to split the ranks of the
Arab and Palestinian liberation movement, by pro
ducing among unstable elements inclined to con
ciliation illusions concerning the possibility of at
taining the Palestinian people’s national goals with
the aid of U.S. imperialism, so suggesting that it is
inexpedient to concentrate their fire against U.S.
policy in the region. This talk is also aimed to
encourage the capitulationists in the Arab ranks,
who keep saying that the key to a settlement is in the
hands of the United States, which is why its favor
able attitude needs to be secured by any means.

U.S. imperialism, Awwad emphasized, has led
and continues to lead the plot against the Arab
national-liberation movement. It was the chief ar
chitect of the Camp David deal, and the inspirer and
accomplice of Sadat’s treachery. The United States
has not repudiated Camp David or the project for
establishing an ‘autonomous administration’ on the
Palestinian territories occupied by Israel. It still re
fuses to recognize the Palestine Liberation Organi
zation (PLO), and has flatly rejected the idea of an
independent Palestinian state. It is only the tre
mendous U.S. military-political assistance that has
enabled Israel to retain the Arab lands it has seized,
to colonize them and to mount ceaseless aggressive
acts against neighboring states.

In this context, Kamel pointed to the great danger
of the attempts by reactionary and right-wing forces
to distract attention from U.S. imperialism as the
archenemy of the Arab national-liberation move
ment, to ignore and sever the close organic connec
tion between it and the Zionist state of Israel, and to
reduce the whole matter to the personality of the
traitor Sadat. These forces, while maintaining and
even strengthening the relations with the United
States, especially in the commercial and financial
sphere, confine themselves to verbal attacks on Is
rael and, since Camp David, on Sadat This ap
proach was also reflected in the decisions of the
Baghdad summit, which did not contain anything
that was directed against U.S., notably oil, interests 

in the region. The point is, speakers emphasized,
that it is impossible to frustrate the plot of im
perialism, Zionism and reaction without active re
sistance to U.S. policy, without undermining the
economic, political, military and ideological posi
tions of U.S. imperialism in the Middle East.

The participants in the discussion devoted much
attention to the stand on the Palestinian problem
taken by the West European states and by the social
democratic parties of Western Europe which consti
tute the core of the Socialist International. Mdanat
drew attention to the fact that hints about a ‘new
role’ for Western Europe and the European
Economic Community in the Middle East conflict
began to appear simultaneously with attempts to
substantiate a ‘change’ in the U.S. stance. But there
is no hard evidence of such a change. Can one speak
of a change in the stand of the Socialist Inter
national, when Federal Chancellor Bruno Kreisky,
the leader of the Austrian socialists, who is usually
referred to in this context, gave only the most
general mention to the rights of the Arab people of
Palestine in his speech in the United Nations, with
out having come out clearly in support of its right to
set up an independent national state?

Awwad said that the West European countries,
while declaring their support for a just settlement of
the Palestinian problem, in effect regard Camp
David as a fait accompli and as a step toward the
establishment of peace. They assert that there is a
need to go on moving along the Camp David way,
that is, to try to involve the Palestinians as well in
the negotiations between the United States, Egypt
and Israel? The promises about the prospects for
solving the Palestinian problem are invariably ac
companied by statements about the need for
‘moderation’ and ‘struggle against the extremists.'
Thus.Kreisky said that there were ‘many commu
nists among the Palestinians,' and then went on to
emphasize that those who ‘take a moderate stand’
should be involved in the negotiations. The real
purpose of these moves is to split the Palestinian
ranks, to pit various Palestinian contingents against
one another, and ultimately to undermine the Pales
tinian national movement as a whole.

In Saletan's opinion, many.of the acts taken by
the states and social democratic parties of Western
Europe are covertly inspired by U.S. imperialism.
There is a definite allocation of roles. The United
States lays stress on the cajoling of Jordan in an
effort to wrest it from the front of pan-Arab solidari
ty, to give up support for at least the minimum level
of the accord that has been reached at Baghdad.
Simultaneously, through the parties of the Socialist
International, the United States seeks to influence
the PLO in order to induce it to depart from the
struggle against the Camp David deal and Sadat’s
treachery. The purpose here is to weaken the resis
tance faced by the Camp David alliance, to isolate
Syria and subsequently to force it to capitulate, and
ultimately to inflict a blow on the liberation move
ment in the whole Arab world.

Joining in the discussion of this question, Albert
Farhat said that there was good reason for the 
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dangerous acts of the West European countries and
the Socialist International parties. One should con
sider the time and the conditions in which these
acts were first carried out. Are they not a reflection
of the impasse into which the efforts of U.S. im
perialism in the Middle East have run?

The social democrats and the communists are
divided by very deep ideological differences. But
the presence of the common threat from the most
aggressive imperialist circles creates the possibility
for their joint action in the international arena. This
is exemplified by the meeting between a working
group of the Socialist International on disarmament
problems with General Secretary of the CPSU Cen
tral Committee Leonid Brezhnev and other Soviet
leaders.

One cannot, of course, regard the Socialist Inter
national as a reliable ally. One must have no illu
sions that it will be able to play the crucial role in a
Middle East settlement and in the solution of the
Palestinian problem. But it is not right either to see
everything everywhere as expressions of a plot,
Farhat said.

There have been many instances in modern his
tory, Mdanat said, when U.S. imperialism, the strik
ing force and outpost of world imperialism, has
been forced to retreat. But it has never made conces
sions voluntarily. It has retreated only in defeat.
Imperialism, Zionism, and reaction have started a
fierce offensive against the Arab peoples and the
liberation movement. This offensive has naturally
come out against resistance and rebuffs, but it has
not suffered a defeat. That being so, is it right to talk
about a retreat of U.S. imperialism, and also of the
imperialist states of Western Europe and the
Socialist International parties, which act as a re
serve of world imperialism and are frequently used
by it for its purposes? Of course, not. That is why
continued vigilance with respect to the moves by
the West European powers and the Socialist Inter
national parties is justified and necessary.

The participants in the discussion reaffirmed
their parties’ assessment that U.S. imperialism is
Enemy Number One of the Arab, including the
Palestinian, national-liberation movement. They
emphasized the importance of using any inter
imperialist contradictions in the interests of the
Arabs’ just cause. But it is altogether wrong and
extremely harmful in practical political terms to
present this as an alternative to stepping up the
liberation struggle in all its forms, and to
strengthening and developing the natural strategic
alliance of the fighters for liberation with the Soviet
Union and other socialist-community countries.

Feasibility of program, unity of ranks
In the course of the discussion, much attention
was given to the question of why the moves of
imperialism, Zionism and reaction against the
Palestinian national movement have run into an
impasse. And this is a situation.which cannot in any
sense be regarded as unfavorable for the forces of
national liberation in the Arab world.

Just as the destiny of the Arab people of Palestine 

is closely connected with that of all the other Arab
peoples, so its struggle for a restoration of its legiti
mate and inalienable national rights is a component
part of the common liberation struggle. The Pales
tinian national movement is exerting a great in
fluence on the Arab anti-imperialist movement as a
whole, on the situation in all the Arab countries,
and on the conditions in which the progressive
patriotic forces have to fight. Omar Ali-Fassi said
that the Palestinian problem also has an influence
on the situation in his country, Morocco, despite its
relative remoteness from the Arab East and the ac
tual zone of the Arab-Israeli conflict. The Lebanese
representative emphasized that over a period of
more than 30 years it has invariably had a revolu
tionizing effect, helping to deepen the anti
imperialist content of the Arab peoples’ liberation
movement and acting as a factor radicalizing the
political and socio-economic transformations in the
Arab countries since 1948.

Nor is this surprising. After all, it is specific to the
Palestinian people’s struggle that it has to fight
against the bluntest and most savage forms of col
onialism and occupation, against wild anti-Arab
Zionist chauvinism, and against gross attempts to
cast doubt on the very fact of the national existence
of the Palestinian Arabs and to deprive them of the
right to a homeland and the establishment of a state
of their own. The Arab people of Palestine are in
direct confrontation with imperialism and
Zionism, its product, which Farhat described as an
expansionist, racist movement, with a special role
in the destiny of the Arab world as an instrument of
neo-colonialism in Asia and Africa.

To this day, the plot against the just cause of the
Arab people of Palestine has not yielded the desired
results, Mdanat said, primarily because in contrast
to the situation after the 1948 disaster, the struggle
for national liberation has been taken up by broad
masses of Palestinians as their own cause. They
reject tutelage from the forces seeking to deprive
them of the right to take independent political deci
sions. The Palestinian national movement has be
come a movement of the whole people. It is led by
the Palestine Liberation Organization, which has
been recognized as the sole legitimate representa
tive of the Arab people of Palestine and which in that
capacity has won broad international recognition. It
has won prestige because of its steadfastness in the
struggle, because it is truly national and patriotic,
and because all the Palestinian masses are rallied
round it. The latter was demonstrated most un
equivocally when the Arab population of the West
Bank and the Gaza Strip resolutely rejected every
attempt to isolate it from the PLO.

What is highly important, speakers noted, is that,
compared with 1948, the political program of the
Palestinian national movement has undergone rad
ical change: it has become much more mature and
realistic. The time has passed when extremist de
clarations about the need to solve the Palestinian
problem by ‘driving the Jews into the sea’ and
liberating the lands ‘from the river to the sea’4 pro
vided fuel for Zionist propaganda. The new and 
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much more constructive approach5 helped world
opinion to become more aware of the fact that the
Palestinians do not demand anything unacceptable
and that, on the contrary, their demands in the
present situation are reasonable and can be met.
Speakers noted in this context that in the recent
period the PLO was also recognized by a number of
West European countries, a new and important
positive element in the development of the Middle
East situation.

The strengthening of the unity of the Palestinian
ranks is a key condition of success in their struggle.
Only if it is united, can the Palestinian people
mobilize all its forces and potentialities, give a res
olute rebuff to the acts of the imperialist-Zionist
adversary, and secure the realization of its legiti
mate and just national aspirations. There is a need,
Al-Fassi said, to avoid contradictions and conflicts
on secondary issues, by putting what is main and
basic over and above what is superficial and insig
nificant. In this connection, speakers pointed to the
great importance of the January 1979 session of the
Palestine National Council, which adopted a pro
gram for national Palestinian unity.

Being an organic component of the Arab
national-liberation movement, the Palestinian na
tional movement has a direct stake in the utmost
strengthening of cooperation and coordination of
action with the progressive patriotic forces in the
Arab world consistently backing the Palestinians in
their just struggle.

In the present situation, much importance is at
tached to the solid alliance between the Palestinian
national movement and the Lebanese patriotic
movement, because the main bases of the Palestin
ian resistance movement are now located on the
territory of Lebanon. Shoulder to shoulder with the
fighters of the Palestinian contingents. Lebanese
patriots and democrats have been beating back at
tacks by right-wing fascist-isolationist armed for
mations and the Israeli aggressor. The combat unity
of the forces of the Lebanese patriotic movement
and the Palestinian resistance movement served as
a shield for the PRM in the civil war which flared up
in the Lebanon and in the conditions of unceasing
Israeli aggression.

Special attention was also given to the relations
between the Palestinian national movement and the
progressive patriotic regime in Syria. The attempts
to remove the Palestinian problem from the agenda
are now directed precisely against that country and
its consistent line of rebuffing the imperialist-
Zionist schemes in the Middle East and the
capitulationist plans for an American-style settle
ment.

The Palestinian national movement is on the side
of Egypt’s progressive, patriotic forces, and regards
itself as their ally. The Palestinians are aware that
one of the goals of the traitor Sadat and those who
have cleared the way for him was to deal a blow at
these forces.

The communists play a prominent role in many
sectors of the struggle, above all in the occupied
territories. They are the most steadfast and consis

tent champions of the just cause of the Arab people
of Palestine, whose victory will also be their own
victory. Mdanat cited the example of the activity of
the Palestinian communist organization in the West
Bank, a branch of the Jordanian Communist Party.
He specifically mentioned its work within the
Palestinian National Front, a mass political organi
zation set up in August 1973. On it are represented
various organizations and forces: Al-Fatah, the
Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine, the
Democratic Front for the Liberation of Palestine,
and progressive patriotic leaders, including the
mayors of several cities. The communists have a
leading place within the front.

In Lebanon, communists are taking part, shoul
der to shoulder with the resistance fighters, in the
mass armed struggle, demonstrating their combat
and ideological and political steadfastness in the
most difficult sectors. The participation of the Syr
ian Communist Party in the activity of the Progres
sive National Front is a significant contribution to
the common cause.

The stand taken by the overwhelming majority of
Palestinian organizations on the persecution of the
Iraqi Communist Party in its own country, provides
an example of solidarity and cooperation between
Palestinian liberation fighters and the communists
of the Arab countries, Awwad said. These organiza
tions sided with the Iraqi communists and offered
asylum and various support to many of them who
were forced to leave their country.

The strengthening and development of ties be
tween the Palestinian national movement and the
communists of the Arab countries create the condi
tions for enhancing their role -in the struggle for a
just solution of the Palestinian problem and meet
ing the legitimate national demands of the Arab
people of Palestine.

It was said in the course of the discussion that the
Palestinian national movement, which needs allies
both for its consolidation and for attaining final
victory, has been growing and gaining in strength
by moving closer to other forces of the world rev
olutionary process. Of fundamental importance for
the movement here is the utmost strengthening of
various forms of cooperation with its natural ally:
the Soviet Union and the other socialist-community
states, because without their support it could not
have withstood the direct attack from the united
front of the forces of imperialism, Zionism and reac
tion. That is why such a great danger is posed by the
attempts to contrast the slogan of a strategic alliance
with the socialist countries with other alternatives,
or the attempts to regard the socialist states only as
a source of material assistance and suppliers of arms.

The participants in the discussion said that all
the achievements of the Palestinian national
movement have resulted from the persevering and
dedicated struggle by the Arab people of Palestine
over the decades, the steadfastness of the Pales
tinian Resistance Movement, the masses of people
in the occupied territories, the all-round and grow
ing assistance from the allies of the Palestinian
liberation fighters, primarily the Soviet Union and 
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the other countries of the socialist community. But
although these achievements are incontestable,
they are still only tactical, and have not developed
into a strategic success, into a decisive victory over
the imperialist-Zionist adversary.

Obstacle to success
Why has it been impossible up to now finally to
frustrate the plot by the forces of imperialism,
Zionism and reaction, and to take the decisive step
toward a real solution of the Palestinian problem
taking into account the legitimate national aspira
tions of the Arab people of Palestine?

Speakers were unanimous in the view that the
root cause lay in the crisis of the Arab national
liberation movement. Farhat said that according to
the conclusions drawn by the Fourth Congress of
the Lebanese Communist Party, this crisis is essen
tially a crisis of leadership of the movement, a crisis
of the monopolization of leadership by representa
tives of the petty bourgeoisie.

The progressive patriotic forces of the Arab
world, including the ruling regimes taking an anti
imperialist stand, are not yet capable of uniting
their ranks, wrenching the initiative from the hands
of reaction and putting an end to its offensive. Adib
Dimitry emphasized that the main thing that has
enabled the Camp David deal to evade a total fiasco
for such a long time, that has enabled Sadat and his
ilk to conduct with impunity the ignominious and
treacherous line is the incapability displayed by the
national-patriotic authorities in the Arab countries
to give a fitting rebuff to the plotters.

The progressive Arab forces are still divided,
noted Al-Fassi, and there are contradictions be
tween their contingents which are not always based
on principle. These forces have yet to work out a
sufficiently clear-cut common political line, to
define the concrete tasks for the near future and the
long term, and to formulate the relevant slogans
that could rouse broad masses of people to action.

The weakness of the Arab national-liberation
movement has an influence on the Palestinian na
tional movement. With the present unfavorable
alignment of forces in the Arah world, it is an illu
sion to hope for a truly just settlement of the Palestin
ian problem. To achieve such a settlement, there is
a need above all to overcome the crisis of the Arab
national-liberation movement.

Speakers said that the struggle to ensure and ex
tend democracy in the Arab countries is an im
portant aspect of these efforts. It is the policy of
curtailing and suppressing democratic rights and
freedoms that was one of the causes of the 1967
defeat, which started the crisis in the Arab
national-liberation movement. The fact that masses
of people, the progressive patriotic forces, parties
and organizations cannot exercise their democratic
rights does irreparable harm to the struggle to do
away, with the aftermath of the Israeli aggression, to
liberate the occupied territories, to secure a just
solution of the Palestinian problem, and to establish
lasting peace in the Middle East. It is impossible to 

defeat the imperialist-Zionist adversary without the
active and direct support of the masses.

At the same time, recalled Kamel, after 1967, in
the face of a rising tide of popular resistance to the
aggressor and literally millions of volunteers
flocking to the recruitment centers, even Nasser,
undoubtedly an outstanding national leader, dis
solved the armed resistance organizations in Egypt,
so dampening down the mass elan. He held that it
was up to the army to fight for liberation, and up to
the people to work in production, and so in fact kept
the broad masses from actual participation in the
battle. Clarifying his idea, the speaker said: it is not
a matter of substituting mass action for the regular
army; but it is not right to regard the struggle against
the adversary only as a task for the military, a task
which the masses of people have nothing to do
with.

The basis on which Sadat was able to commit his
act of treachery, Mdanat said, was the absence of
democracy in Egypt. The tragic events in Iraq,
where repression was directed against the commu
nists, who cooperated in the National Progressive
Front with the ruling Baath Party, and against other
democrats, also resulted from the absence of
democracy. This could happen again in other Arab
countries unless a persevering struggle is carried on
to ensure democratic freedoms. This struggle
strengthens the front of the progressive patriotic
forces in each Arab country and on the scale of the
whole Arab world.

At the same time, it is possible and necessary to
insist on an extension of democracy within the
Palestinian movement itself, within the PLO, on the
need to have all the militant Palestinian forces, in
cluding the communists, represented on all its or
gans, especially, the Executive Committee. For a
long time now, the Jordanian Communist Party has
been working for this end. If the communists were
represented on the Executive Committee, this
would certainly narrow down the opportunities for
moves by right-wing elements. On the other hand, it
would help to do away with the suspicious attitude
to the communists which one still finds even in the
ranks of the patriotic forces in the Arab countries.

The participants in the discussion expressed pro
found concern over the crisis in the Arab national
liberation movement which has a negative effect on
the Palestinians in realizing their just and noble
goals. Conversely, unification in this struggle of all
the progressive patriotic forces, both among the
Palestinians and in the Arab world generally, and
strengthening of relations with their natural allies
— the Soviet Union and the other socialist states —

'create more favorable conditions for overcoming
the crisis of the movement.
Contending trends
It was said in the course of the discussion that the
Palestinian national movement reflects not only the
basic contradiction between the Arab people’s
liberation struggle and the policy of imperialism in
the Middle East, but also the class contradictions
inherent in the Arab world. This creates the basis 
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for the contest of various trends within the move
ment involving social sections and groups which
have a different class nature.

One such trend is the extremist deviation which,
behind a screen of' leftist’ talk, has refused to set any
real goals in the struggle and has reduced it to a
single form, armed acts, which are frequently terror
istic. Its spokesmen reject the idea of an in
dependent Palestinian state on the territories liber
ated from the Israeli invaders, oppose political and
diplomatic activity in the international arena and
deny the need to cooperate with the progressive
forces of Israel. All of this prevents a further rise in
the Palestinian people's struggle and does it grave
harm.

While stressing the need most resolutely to over
come this trend, speakers noted that the extremists
are being weakened by the strengthening of the
positions of the constructive forces in the Palestin
ian national movement. In this context, Awwad
said that the Rejection Front6 is now actually no
more than a name. Characteristically, the Popular
Front for the Liberation of Palestine, which had
been a part of it and which had declared its with
drawal from the PLO Executive Committee, has
now applied for readmission.

The other trend is right-capitulationist. Mdanat,
agreeing with Farhat’s view that as the contradic
tions between the Arab people of Palestine and the

’imperialist-Zionist bloc are acute and irreconcil
able, the Palestinian bourgeoisie’s possibilities for
maneuvering were objectively narrower than those
of the bourgeoisie in other Arab countries, said that
this did not mean that it had no such opportunities
at all. Some of its strata and spokesmen have shown
an inclination to make a deal with imperialism, and
their attempts to maneuver may assume the most
diverse forms. Thus, after the conclusion of the
Camp David accords and the Egyptian-Israeli
'peace' treaty, some Palestinians suggested that
these were acceptable. Moreover, some, like the
mayor of Gaza Rashad al-Shawa or the mayor of
Bethlehem Bias Frej, announced their readiness to
join in the negotiations on the establishment of an
‘autonomous administration.’ It is true that they
were later forced to repudiate such statements
under powerful pressure from the Palestinian mas
ses and the progressive patriotic forces, which
unanimously condemned Sadat’s traitorous and
capitulationist line.

Conciliatory trends have also been in evidence
within the PLO itself. One of its leaders tried, at a
meeting with the West Bank mayors, to induce
them to collaborate with persons like Rashad al-
Shawa and Bias Frej. The existence of such trends
will also be seen from the attempts — with the
growth of the PLO’s international recognition — to
confine its activity to the political and diplomatic
field.

In view of the tough stand taken by Israel’s Zion
ist rulers, who flatly reject even the consideration of
the right of the Arab people of Palestine to self-
determination and the establishment of an in
dependent national state, some circles have once 

again started to talk about the possibility of re
turning to the project for a United Arab Kingdom in
some form.7 The problem is posed as follows: what
is better for the West Bank Palestinians: life under
Israel’s administration or under the Jordanian
monarchy?

Speakers emphasized that there is no question
here at all of any ‘preference’ for this or that type of
national oppression. There is a need not to choose
'the best’ oppressor, but firmly and consistently to
stand up in defense of the inalienable and legiti
mate rights of the Arab people of Palestine.

Considering the dangers arising from the use of
the Palestinian problem to fan nationalism, Kamel
said that it was not only progressive patriotic but
also right-wing, conservative and even reactionary
forces that sided with the Palestinian national
movement. They are doing so under pressure from
the masses and public opinion in each country and
in the Arab world as a whole, but also in the light of
their own interests. By bringing the Palestinian
problem to the fore, they want to divert attention
from the social struggle in their own countries and
to get a free hand in conducting their line against
those who want a change of the existing social
system. In the same way, the right-wing and reac
tionary forces seek to justify their repression, the
maintenance of the state of emergency and the
curbs on democracy, thereby receiving dividends
from nationalism, if one could put it that way.

The participants in the discussion agreed that the
right-capitulationist trend now presents the main
danger and pointed to the need for the most un
compromising struggle against it. At the same time,
they stressed that the healthy patriotic trend
undoubtedly prevails within the Palestinian na
tional movement, that it is led by forces which on
the whole take a progressive and consistently anti
imperialist stand, and that it is the vangtlard com
bat' contingent of the Arab national-liberation
movement.
Preparing the future victory
The participants in the discussion also considered
the ways and means for enhancing the communists’
role in the national-liberation struggle of the Arab
peoples, including the people of Palestine. They
accentuated the need for a creative approach to
working out a positive position resting on an in-
depth study of the fundamental problems of the
national-liberation movement, and of the place and
role in it of the working class and its parties.

In this context, Farhat urged the need for a critical
evaluation by the communists of their positions,
stressing that a study of the concrete political situa
tion alone, without an elaboration of strategic prob
lems could — and this is most dangerous — make
the communists’ participation in tackling current
issues qualitatively inadequate and limited.

Among the key problems requiring such an ap
proach was above all the problem of strategy and
tactics of the communist parties on class and politi
cal alliances.

Dimitry said that the question of alliances became 
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especially acute after the June 1967 aggression,
which showed the inability of the progressive pa
triotic regimes in the Arab countries to stand up to
the imperialist-Zionist adversary. At that time, the
slogan of Arab solidarity was directly embodied in
the convocation of the Khartoum summit meeting
in August-September 1976.

This was not, of course, a mistake in tactical
terms. The meeting yielded important positive re
sults within the limits of the potentialities which
existed after such a grave defeat. However, because
strategic problems were not considered in adequate
depth, the slogan of Arab solidarity was used to-
smuggle in ideas of a coalescence with-Arab reac
tion and these ultimately led to Sadat’s betrayal.
These ideas were not met with sufficient resistance
because of the absence of any mature counter-con
cepts. There were only the most general formulas
like ‘protracted liberation war,’ ‘struggle arms in
hand,' etc.

By now, Kamel said, such ideas have, in effect,
taken shape as a full-fledged action program enjoy
ing the support of sufficiently influential forces in
various Arab countries. Among these forces one
will also find once progressive-minded intellectu
als who, while urging ‘realistic’ thinking, are en
gaged in spreading illusions about the possibility of
Arab reaction switching to anti-imperialist posi
tions and even persistently advertising Saudi
Arabia’s role as tbe leader of the Arab national
liberation movement. An example is offered by
Lufti el-Kholi’s articles in the journal Al Wotan al
Araby.

In face of the dangerous plot, conceived and im
plemented by theCamp David alliance, the problem
of Arab solidarity, Dimitry said, becomes even more
important. The Baghdad summit meeting was
marked by solidarity. From the tactical standpoint
one has to recognize that its decisions were limited.
But one should not lose sight of the fact that at the
meeting attempts were made to prevent any far-
reaching steps and to impede the radicalization of
the Arab positions.

Arab patriots now have to operate in a very com
plicated situation. On the one hand, the dangerous
offensive by imperialism, Zionism and reaction and
the growing fascist threat increase the need to estab
lish fronts and alliances of the broadest spectrum of
political and class forces. But the differentiation
and polarization of these forces is simultaneously
intensified. To determine the line ofaction in these
conditions, there is a need to comprehend and
elaborate creatively the problem of the allies of the
working class and the communist movement. At
tention was also drawn to the importance of a more
profound study of the socio-historical nature and .
class substance of international Zionism. Up to
now, the progressive forces in the Arab world laid
stress on exposing the aggressive practices of Zion
ism and showing the organic ties between the state 

of Israel and imperialism. But a sizable part of world
public opinion still has some sympathy for the
present-day Zionist movement, being under the
impression of the memories of the savage persecu
tion of the Jews in the fascist period. This creates
definite difficulties in winning over world public
opinion for the Arab peoples’ just cause. It is all the
more necessary to expose the real roots of Zionism
and to bare its true substance as a movement repre
senting one of the forms of racism, which makes it
akin to fascism.

There is a need, Mdanat remarked, to continue
the exposure of China’s subversive anti-Arab acts in
the Middle East. That is not to say, of course, that
China enjoys great influence in tbe Arab world or
that many contingents of the Arab national-liber
ation movement are oriented upon it. Not at all. But
there are still some illusions about Peking’s policy
with respect to the liberation struggle of the Arab
peoples in general and the people of Palestine in
particular. That is why it is necessary to expose the
reactionary pro-imperialist substance of the
Chinese leadership’s line, and its hostility to all
forces of peace, democracy, national liberation and
socialism.

Summing up the exchange of views, its partici
pants emphasized that, despite the danger of a plot
threatening the Arab people of Palestine, it can be
thwarted. Evidence of this is provided by the re
markable victories scored by the revolutionary and
national-liberation movement of the peoples of
Asia and Africa over the recent period. Unity of the
progressive patriotic forces, their steadfastness in
the struggle, and their solid alliance yvith world
socialism and all the other democratic forces are a
reliable guarantee of victory over the united front of
imperialism, Zionism and reaction.

1. Egypt established its administrative control over the
Gaza Strip.—Ed.

2. A narrow strip of territory in the south of Lebanon
controlled by troops under the command of Saad Haddad,
a former major of the Lebanese army, who has proclaimed
a ‘state’ of his own in the area. Haddad’s units operate in
direct contact and collaboration with the Israeli army and
are actually being supplied by it.

3. The results of the EEC summit in Venice in June 1980
made no difference to this assessment. Their declaration
on the Middle East was seen by the PLO and progressive
Arab countries as support for Camp David.

4. Meaning the Jordan and the Mediterranean — Ed.
5. Thus, the political program of the Palestinian Resist

ance Movement adopted at the 12th session of the Pales
tine National Council, recorded the principle of the need
to establish a Palestinian national entity on territories
freed from the Israeli occupation as the aggressor pulls out
its troops from the occupied Arab lands. — Ed.

6. Founded in 1974 after the 12th session of the Palesti
nian National Council. — Ed.

7. Put forward in March 1972. It provided for the uni
fication of the West Bank and Trans-Jordan under the
Hashimite monarchy. — Ed.
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Capitalism obh eve
of oew impheavaDs

A SURVEY OF THE PROCEEDINGS
OF AN INTERNATIONAL SYMPOSIUM:
A COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF TWO CRISES

In connection with the 50th anniversary of the
1929-33 economic crisis, the WMR Commission
on Class Struggle in Developed Capitalist Coun
tries held an international symposium in Prague
for a comparative analysis of the major capitalist
crises of the 1930s and the 1970s. The participants
in the symposium examined the specific features
of the current cycle from the standpoint of the
prospects for its development, gave a critical as
sessment of the anti-crisis policies of the
monopolies and the bourgeois state; and dis
cussed the specific impact of crisis phenomena on
the conditions of the class struggle and the tasks
before the communists.

Among the speakers at the symposium were
Marxist scientists: Ben Fine, member of the
Economic Commission of the CPGB Executive
Committee, Great Britain; Dr. Max Schmidt, Direc
tor of the Institute of International Politics and
Economics, GDR; Giancarlo Olmeda of the Center
for Economic Policy Studies, Italy; Professor Alex
ander Galkin, D. Sc. (Hist.), department head at
the Institute of the International Working Class
Movement, USSR Academy of Sciences, USSR;
Jean Louis Gombeaud, a functionary of the FCP
CC, France; Jorg Goldberg of the Institute of Marx
ist Studies at Frankfurt-on-Main, FRG; Vaclav
Zofa and Vaclav Sedivec, Assistant Professors at
the Higher Party School under the CPCz Central
Committee, Czechoslovakia. The symposium was
also attended by several representatives of frater
nal parties on WMR.

Their speeches are presented below in abridged
form and grouped according to the key problems
discussed.

Two crises: the general and
the specific
The great stock-market crash in New York on Oc
tober 29, 1929, was the first cataclysm of the gravest
cyclical crisis. After the Second World War, and
especially in the 1950s and the 1960s. many
bourgeois politicians and ideologists sought to
stamp out from the public memory any recollection
of the crisis, along with the fact that generally crisis
upheavals in the capitalist economy are law-
governed. But life showed these constructs to be
pseudo-scientific. The 1974-75 crisis, despite the
fundamental distinctions in the historical, political
and economic situation, had many features that
were reminiscent of the Great Depression. It proved
to be the longest, deepest, gravest and most exten

sive economic upheaval since the 1929-33 period.
The GDR Institute of International Political and

Economic Studies has calculated that at the most
acute phase of the crisis in the mid-1970s, industrial
output in the developed capitalist countries shrank
by an average of 11.6 percent (United States —13.8;
FRG — 12.3; Japan — 22.8; Great Britain — 11.2;
France — 16.3; and Italy— 19.3 per cent). The crisis
variously hit all the capitalist countries and all the
sectors of the economy. The fold-up of industrial
production continued for an average of 12 months,
and the crisis processes in some industries for sev
eral years, partially being in evidence even today.

Because the crisis flared up simultaneously in
the chief imperialist countries there was, for the first
time in three decades, a decline in world capitalist
trade (in 12 months of the crisis exports on the
whole dropped by 7.2 per cent and imports by 11.6
per cent). There was a sharp growth of unemploy
ment. Under the impact of the snowballing growth
of the prices of oil, mineral raw materials and food
stuffs (from 1970 to 1975, respectively, 551,394 and
119 per cent) the processes of capital reproduction
were substantially disrupted. State-monopoly meas
ures proved to be incapable of checking the
haphazardly operating forces of the capitalist
economy. In 1974-1975, economic crisis
phenomena also had a faster and more immediate
effect on the political sphere than ever before.

Because the major crises of the 1930s and the
1970s. Schmidt said, sprang from contradictions
which are organic to capitalism, a comparative
analysis of these two upheavals of the social system
based on economic exploitation and social oppres
sion helps to bring out some identical elements in
their prerequisites, development and conse
quences. Both broke out after a period of economic
upswing in most capitalist countries and took the
form of a protracted and deep decline in produc
tion. led to mass unemployment, effected a break in
the subsequent development of the economic cycle,
produced the need for comprehensive structural
reforms, and showed up the incompetence of
bourgeois economics.

Of crucial importance for the subsequent stage in
the development of the capitalist economy. Zofa
and Sedivec said, was that the Great Depression
had not been merely another capitalist crisis of re
production. Under the impact of the overall
changes in the reproduction of social capital, which
were in evidence between the two world wars, the
cycle was modified. Thus, by the end of the 1920s,
cyclical crises in the developed capitalist countries
assumed a scale which made it necessary to stimu
late the market mechanism by means of govern
ment intervention in economic processes.
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The economic crash which marked the end of
that period provided the starting point for the accel
erated development of monopoly capital into
state-monopoly capital. That was when the pre
requisites were created for the further modification
of cycles, and this ultimately led to the upheavals of
the mid-1970s. The 1974-75 crisis being the result
of capitalism’s entry into the qualitatively new
stage, it became a milestone like the cyclical over
production crisis of the 1930s.

However, participants in the discussion said, in
order to discover the origins of the crisis it is not
enough to analyze the purely economic factors
alone. Of much importance are the trends in global
political development and the level and intensity of
the class contest. There is no doubt at all that it is the
radical change in the conditions in which im
perialism has had to exist over the past half-century,
under the influence of the strengthening positions
of world socialism that predetermined the specific
features of the 1974-75 crisis, which distinguish it
from the Great Depression:

— Imperialism has lost its monopoly position in
international relations. Its political and economic
positions have been largely undermined. The prac
tice of the principles of peaceful coexistence be
tween states with different social systems has
curbed the ability of imperialism to seek solution to
its internal contradictions in armed conflicts, in
cluding inter-imperialist conflicts.

— The actual elimination of the colonial system
has determined the gradual loss by imperialism of
its control over the chief sources of raw and energy
resources and deprived the leading capitalist coun
tries of the possibility of dictating prices in the
world market.

— The growing internationalization of the
capitalist economy and the emergence of a new
form like the transnational concerns produced new
forces of contradictions which are mainly focussed
on the contest between the three centers of im
perialist rivalry: the United States, Western Europe
and Japan.

— The arms race and militarization of the
economy tend increasingly to sharpen the
economic and political problems of capitalism.

— The monopoly methods of using the results of
the scientific and technological revolution com
pound the effect of the main contradiction of
capitalism and generate new hotbeds of socio
economic conflict.

— The economic and political struggle of the
working-class movement in the developed capitalist
countries has assumed extensive proportions, has
become sharper and more effective, narrowing
down the possibilities for switching on to the
shoulders of the working people the burdens of the
crisis and efforts to emerge from it.

Referring to the present situation in the United
States, John Pittman (CPUSA) showed the harmful
effect of the military-industrial complex on the
country's socio-economic life. The ugly nature of
state-monopoly capitalism in the United States and
the acuteness of the crisis phenomena in the mid-

1970s, and also the dark prospects for the 1980s, he
said, were predetermined above all by the world’s
highest level of militarization in the United States, a
level which bears no comparison with that of the
1930s. That should be seen as one of the main
reasons why crises were more frequent in the
United States since the Second World War than in
any other capitalist country.

Some say that arms expenditures stimulate pro
duction activity and so help to increase employ
ment. But, the experience of the United States
shows, that is a temporary factor, and its effect is
rapidly nullified by the reduction in civilian con
sumption as a result of the increase in taxes and
prices for the purposes of financing the arms drive.

In the postwar decades, the process of monopoli
zation in industry has been so accelerated that not
more than 100 giant monopolies account for one-
half of business activity in the United States. At the
same time, the concentration of capital in the bank
ing sphere is accelerated. The financial oligarchy,
represented by 20 leading banks, now controls doz
ens of corporations, including giant agro
industrial complexes. The leading banks have as
sets running to hundreds of billions of dollars. Re
sorting to financial pressure, the banks secure the
merger of large numbers of enterprises which are
not in any way connected with each other into
industrial conglomerates, thereby securing
monopoly control over the economy.

There is also the effect on the economic cycle
exerted by super-exploitation based on national
and racial oppression. In the United States, its vic
tims come to nearly one-fifth of the population. The
monopolies make billions of dollars in additional
profits on the differentials in wages and working
and living conditions available to non-white and
white Americans. It is easier for capital to attack the
social and economic rights of all the working
people in the presence of a large army of cheaper
manpower deprived of all rights.

Analyzing the factors which made for the un
usual sharpness of the crisis of the mid-1970s, and
the non-specific form of its development, as com
pared with that of the 1930s, the participants in the
symposium closely examined two phenomena
which are new for the world captialist economy: the
weakening of the dollar’s role as a reserve currency,
a process which has been under way since the first
half of the previous decade, and the sharp increase
in the prices of oil since the second half of 1973.
Speakers gave different interpretations of these
phenomena, but they all emphasized their pro
found and long-term impact on the economic out
look in the world capitalist system.

The U.S. decision in the summer of 1971 to end
the exchange of dollars into gold, Olmeda recalled,
led to a virtual break-up of the Bretton Woods sys
tem of fixed exchange rates set up in 1944. This, in a
sense, sanctioned the devaluation of the dollar and
marked the beginning of its decline as a reserve
currency.

The depreciation of the dollar is the direct out
come of the difficulties under which the U.S. 
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economy has been laboring. A low level of invest
ments led, in particular, to a situation in which the
competitiveness of U.S. goods on the world markets
was undermined. Seeking to expand exports by
reducing the cost of imports, Washington was
forced to devalue the dollar.

The marked decline in the U.S. gold stock was
also an important factor. Finally, the outflow of
dollars was also stimulated by their use to cover the
balance-of-payments deficit which had markedly
increased owing to the expenditures on the war of
aggression in Vietnam.

Analyzing the effects of the crisis of the dollar, J.L.
Gombot drew attention to its active use by West
German banks which benefit from speculation on
the difference between market quotations. It is true
that the FRG government’s policy is aimed at sup
porting the dollar, but West German capitalism as a
whole has to pay a high price for this, which is why
Bonn politicians were among those who insisted on
the establishment of a West European monetary
system in order to share out the burden of support
ing the dollar among all the capitalist countries of
Europe. One should not exclude the prospect of the
dollar being gradually ousted from the position of
dominant currency by the West German mark or
some other currency.

However, Schmidt expressed the view that one
could hardly expect the dollar to lose completely its
role of reserve currency in the near future. The fact
is that the other currencies are simply incapable of
substituting for it. Besides, hardly any capitalist
country is now prepared to assume such a function,
in view of the tremendous difficulties that this
could produce for its external economic efforts.

The West European countries' attitude to the dol
lar, Bert Ramelson (CPGB) said, is determined by
the fact that, having accumulated vast amounts in
dollars, they would all have to suffer tremendous
losses in the event of its collapse. But their support
for the dollar is very peculiar. The main thing for
them is gradually to whittle down the dollar basis of
their own foreign exchange reserves. At the same
time, Ramelson voiced his disagreement with the
view that the dollar could not be replaced by the
currency of another capitalist country whose
economy will prove to be stronger.

The participants in the discussion reached the
conclusion that the establishment of the European
monetary system sprang from the urge to prevent
the depreciation of the foreign exchange reserves of
the European capitalist countries and to enable
them gradually to get rid of their dollar reserves. At
the same time Washington’s partners seek to avert a
final collapse of the international monetary system
which could have the most undesirable con
sequences for the capitalist world at a time when
international trade is not confined to trade between
a handful of major exporters, on the one hand, and
all the other states — importers — on the other. In
our days every industrialized country is simul
taneously an exporter and an importer, and this
makes the stability of the international medium of
exchange exceptionally important.

There was then a consideration of the impact on
the overall economic outlook by the sharp growth
in the world prices of raw materials, notably oil.
This has led to serious upheavals in the economy of
all the capitalist countries and has engendered
long-term factors which have an effect on the speci
fic features of the current economic cycle.

The growth of prices for oil products, Olmeda
said, enabled the developing countries within
OPEC to make up in a fairly short time their losses
arising from the gap between the low prices of
liquid fuel and the high cost of their imports from
the developed capitalist countries, a gap that had
been growing since the Second World War. But the
sharp increase in the price of oil fell as a heavy
burden both on the developing countries and on
developed capitalist countries without oil re
sources of their own.

The oil problem, Gombot said, is an important
one in the ideological struggle under way in France
over the causes of the economic crisis. Spokesmen
for the ruling class claim that the OPEC countries
are to blame for its origin. But the economic difficul
ties did not emerge in 1973, i.e., not after the in
crease in the price of oil, but much earlier, back in
the 1960s.

The whole point is that the transnationals intend
to use the new prices to get oil consumers to shoul
der the burden of their losses in the developing
countries. Is it, after all, not a fact that four-fifths of
the oil extracted in the OPEC countries is marketed
by the U.S. corporations? Consequently, the de
veloped capitalist countries’ deficit in their trade
with the oil producing countries is, in fact, a deficit
in deals with the oil monopolies, which have been
making vast profits and which use the raw
materials crises for establishing the market prices
they’want, and frequently cause such crises arti
ficially.

Fine sharply criticized the bourgeois economists
and politicians who were trying to intimidate the
public by claiming that the oil-exporting countries’
vast revenues enable them to destabilize the world
capitalist financial system and cause ‘economic
chaos.' In view of the available natural resources,
there is. in fact, no shortage of raw materials. The
present difficulties are rooted in the fact that oil and
other raw materials are produced under the capital
ist social relations, which are phased on the profit
motive, on capital's insatiable urge to control
natural resources.

One general conclusion was that it was wrong to
try to reduce the causes of the crisis to the growth of
oil prices. These lie much deeper and are of a
fundamental nature. Oil prices are important, but
they add up to only one factor behind the economic
difficulties of the developed capitalist countries.
The OPEC countries' stand should be seen as a first
major step by states, once sources of cheap raw
materials, toward an irreversible change in the na
ture of their relations with the developed capitalist
countries.

There was a lively exchange of views on the role
of over-accumulation of capital in cyclical 
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development. In France, for instance, Gombot said,
since the mid-1960s, fixed capital has been growing
at an extremely fast rate, and this has brought about
unfavorable changes in the organic composition of
capital which determines the rate of profit. The
mass of capital has increased to such an extent that
it has become impossible to find reliable ways of
ensuring its profitability. An analysis of capital
over-accumulation, he said, helps to bring out the
stages in the development of capitalist production
and also the causes which impel monopoly capital
to make structural reforms.

Goldberg agreed that crisis processes could in
principle be explained in the light of the important
economic process of capital accumulation, but gave
facts to show that in the FRG there is a trend toward
a decline in the cost of the means of production in
some technologically developed industries under
the impact of the scientific and technological rev
olution, and this improves the organic composition
of capital. That is wby it would be wrong to take the
absolute view that the crisis springs exclusively
from the over-accumulation of capital. Crises, in
cluding cyclical crises, result from a host of contra
dictions. One should not forget about spheres like
distribution, exchange and consumption, i.e., there
is a need to analyze the process of reproduction in
its entirety.

Olmeda also disagreed with the view that the
1970s crisis sprang only from capital over
accumulation. In his view, there was a reverse pro
cess underway in the United States. The cause of
the crisis lay in the fact that instead of encouraging
the growth of investments by cutbacks primarily in
government spending — military spending in
particular — U.S. economic strategists sharply in
creased the issue of dollars, and this merely went
further to intensify inflation. Consequently, the
1970s recession is connected with Washington’s
profoundly erroneous political decisions, and not
with capital over-accumulation.

In the second half of the present century, in
which the conditions. are totally different from
those of the 1930s, Schmidt said, a special type of
interlaced general and cyclical crises has begun to
take shape. What was crucial there was the growing
importance of chronic and frequently irreversible
processes which have a predominant influence on
the course of cycles. Among these are the profound
structural crisis on the scale of the whole economy,
chiefly in the sphere of raw materials and energy
supply, and in leading industries like steel, ship
building, and construction, and also outside the
framework of material production: in education,
environmental protection, public health and social
security. In this series, one could also mention the
protracted disorders in economic processes due, in
particular, to the sharpening competitive struggle
between the imperialist powers and also the explo
sion of contradictions in the relations between .the
imperialist and developing countries. The me
chanism of state-monopoly regulation, set up after
the Great Depression and under its influence, has
not only failed to cope with the large-scale crisis 

phenomena, but has also become a factor serving t£>
aggravate the economic difficulties, which have
taken the shape of, say, inflation, a high level of
public debt and acute and deep-going monetary
crises.

In the mid-1970s, these factors exerted a tangible
influence on the classical mechanism of the crises,
producing some hitherto unknown distortions in
the cycle:

— The upswing runs an uneven course and is
punctuated with relapses into recession. According
ly, once the culminating point of the crisis has been
passed, the course of cyclical development in the
major capitalist countries tends repeatedly and
most rapidly to change.

— The boundaries between the two classical pha
ses of the cycle — revival and upswing gradually
tend to be obliterated. Whereas in the past, the
phase of revival following recession and depression
tended to be very short (now and again being absent
altogether) with the period of marked production
growth starting fairly rapidly, just now the post
crisis upswing has still failed to grow beyond the
framework of what once used to be regarded as the
phase of revival. Besides, some important indus
tries continue to be in a state of crisis and
stagnation.

— Not only has inflation acquired proportions
unprecedented for peace time, it has become totally
different. The specific thing about it is that the
upward inflationary spiral is in evidence at every
cyclical phase. The intertwining of the overproduc
tion crisis and inflation is a fundamentally new
phenomenon in the history of crises.

— The cyclical trends in the growth of produc
tion, investments, and foreign trade, and the
intensification of other economic activity have en
tailed phenomena once characteristic only for the
phase of acute crisis. This will be seen, for instance,
from the case of unemployment, which in the post
crisis period continued to be massive and continues
to grow in many countries.

— The post-crisis growth of investment activity
tends to be slowed down markedly.

— The worsening conditions for the application
of capital, which results in a decline in the rate of
profit, induces business to use scientific and tech
nological achievements to make production more
efficient above all in forms that directly boost prof
its, without any concern for reducing the excess
labor force. Such rationalization results not only in
a reduction in the number of jobs at the enterprises
being modernized, but also in an absolute reduction'
of employment. The scale of the process is further
amplified by the haphazardapplication of scientific
and technological achievements, without any effort
to maintain proportions, and this produces struc
tural distortions.

. The combined effect of these phenomena, par
ticipants in the symposium said, prevented the
mid-1970s crisis from fulfilling the ‘restorative’
function which its predecessors, including the
Great Depression, were able to. This time traditional
means' of forcibly resolving the contradictions 
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underlying the crisis phenomena like cutbacks in
production, depreciation of large masses of capital,
and more intense exploitation of the working
people, failed to work. None of these measures
helped to improve the conditions for the use of
capital following the down phase and the depres
sion. Production and the market did not become
stable. It turned out that the disproportions had not
been overcome.

Some bourgeois economists refer to the fact that a
comparison of the basic indicators of the 1929-33
and 1974-75 crises does not produce such a disas
trous picture of the events of the mid-1970s. Indeed,
at first sight, the data seem to bear out this claim.
Thus, at the height of the 1930s crisis, industrial
output was down 46 per cent and 26 million people
were unemployed, as compared with the 11.6 per
cent and 16.5 million in the 1970s.

However, a deeper analysis shows that these op
timistic assessments are altogether groundless. Is it
right, for instance, to forget, when considering the
drop in production that in the postwar period the
material content of each percentage point has
greatly increased? Nor does unemployment present
such a joyous picture. After all, in the 1930s it
reached its peak in roughly three years. In the
1970s, it took only 12 months to put over 15 million
people out of work. Besides, while unemployment
disappeared fairly rapidly after the pre-war crisis, it
now continues to grow.

Consequently, considering the economic indi
cators as an aggregate and in the light of the overall
outlook, one has to agree with those who have
drawn attention to the fact that the capitalist econ
omy did not, after all, reach a post-crisis high and
is once again on the downgrade. The slump which
many bourgeois experts predict could turn out to be
even worse than the Great Depression.

The capitalist world is gradually creeping into
another crisis, whose early symptoms are in evi
dence in the U.S. economy. The extreme instability
of the dollar’s exchange rate, the unprecedented
rise in the price of gold, the rise in interest rates, the
growth of unemployment, the increasing pressure
on paid-up demand and the aggravation of energy
problems show that, contrary to the prognostica
tions of some bourgeois economists, the crisis will
hardly proceed in the relatively weak form.

Although by the beginning of 1980 the upward
trend in the economy of Japan, the FRG and several
other developed capitalist countries still prevailed,
the tremendous weight of the United States in the
capitalist economy and the interdependence of.the
countries in the capitalist world, which has in
creased immensely since the 1930s, will lead to a
situation in which the fever that has gripped the
U.S. economy is bound to spread to other regions.

The participants in the symposium were unani
mous in the following conclusion: the special form
of interlacing of the general and cyclical crises of
capitalism which emerged in the mid-1970s and
which has been intensified in the second half of the
1970s marks the start of a new stage in its economic
and social decline.

‘Regulation’ dead ends
State-monopoly regulation, whose mechanisms
were worked out after the 1929-33 crisis, is one of
the central problems in the development of
present-day capitalism. The participants in the
symposium analyzed the reasons for which the
flare-up of the world crisis was not averted.in the
mid-1970s, and why it proved impossible to tone it
down when it broke and to pave the way for a new
post-crisis upswing in the economy. That was a
noteworthy phenomenon, speakers stressed, be
cause on that occasion the incapacity of bourgeois
economics and the ineffectiveness of the protective
measures it proposed were most fully brought out
for the first time since the Great Depression.

Fine recalled that the transformation of state
monopoly capitalism in the second half of the 1930s
into an integrated system carried bourgeois
economics beyond the framework of pure theory
and gave it an increasingly pragmatic role.

Keynesianism should be regarded as the most
consistent attempt to produce a theoretical com
prehension of the consequences arising from the
trend which is inherent in state-monopoly
capitalism toward a socialization of production and
to formulate on that basis the main elements of
anti-crisis policy. This full-scale conception of a
‘regulated capitalism' was named after the British
bourgeois economist John Maynard Keynes, who
suggested that the play of market forces should be
limited through the control of the economy by the
bourgeois state.

The development of capitalism in the 1950s and
the 1960s was marked by faster growth of produc
tion, less pronounced cyclical fluctuations, and a
shrinking of unemployment, all of which was set to
bear out Keynes's ideas. At that time, many
bourgeois economists altogether denied the possi
bility of recessions or other economic upheavals
and tried to refute the Marxist model' of the
economic dynamic of capitalism, substituting for it
a 'growth model’ oriented upon long term and
extensive economic growth.

But these radiant hopds of the ideologists of
monopoly capital were dashed by the reality. The
mid-1970s showed that a new world crisis had been
sparked off chiefly by the application of Keynes’s
recipes (utmost increase of government spending
through large-scale public works and militarization
of the economy, inflationary and cyclical tax
policies, curbs on wages, etc.). They failed either to
support effective demand or to ensure full employ
ment. Meanwhile, inflationary processes altogether
became unbridled. The phenomenon of
‘stagflation,’ that is, a combination of stagnation,
which produces unemployment, and inflation,
which leads to a run-away’growth of prices, could
not be explained by any of the Keynesian theoreti
cal constructs. Let us bear in mind the Keynesian
assertion that a reduction in unemployment is con
nected with a reduction in effective demand, and
growth of prices, with excessive demand, that is
they refer to phenomena which are not just con
traries but are mutually exclusive. However, the
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Keynesians cannot, of course, admit the incon
trovertible fact that ‘stagflation’ reflects the inability
of state-monopoly methods of regulation to keep
the elemental sway of capitalist regulation of pro
duction in check.

Fine said that the failure of Keynesianism was
exemplified by the failure of the attempt to stimu
late the capitalist economy by intensifying inter
imperialist cooperation. Nor was there any sub
stance to the assumptions that Keynes’s ideas may
have been ineffective on the national level but
could work when applied on a global scale under
the growing internationalization of the economy.

Experiments in this sphere are still being staged,
but it is now generally recognized that no effective
international reflationary policies can be worked
out.*  This is blocked by the rivalry of the capitalist
states and the ever fiercer competitive fights be
tween the transnational monopolies. That is why
the more level-headed advocates of inter-state eco
nomic cooperation among the imperialist countries
now prefer not to issue anything like optimistic
forecasts and concentrate in their practical policies
on trying to maintain the world capitalist economy,
even if only at the depression level, to prevent it
from falling apart.

The failure of Keynesianism, speakers said, lies
in its defective premises. Let us recall that
Keynesianism operates with aggregated macro-
economic magnitudes, that is, synthetic indicators
(like total consumption and total investments). Its
theorists and practitioners proceed from the
assumption that by manipulating these variables
the state is capable of controlling and directing
economic processes.

But experience shows that it is impossible to
exert a positive effect on economic mechanisms by
merely regulating macro-economic magnitudes,
because this does not affect a chief ganglion of the
capitalist mode of production: accumulation and
centralization of capital for maximizing surplus
value. And no Keynesian — whether right or ‘left’ —
dares to encroach on this holy of holies of private
enterprise.

The declining confidence in Keynesianism,
which had been regarded as a cure-all for economic
ills for nearly a half-century, has impelled the rul
ing circles of the capitalist countries to seek ways of
enhancing the efficiency of economic regulation in
the present conditions. But, as Zofa and Sedivec
said, bourgeois economics proved to be incapable
of formulating acceptable principles for the policy
of state-monopoly capital. Evidence of this comes
from the growing discord in the ranks of bourgeois
ideologists who frequently propose diametrically
opposite conceptual approaches.

Thus, alongside the theories insisting on the ut
most limitation of state interference in the economy
and the utmost freedom for market relations, pro
posals are made for socio-economic reforms to
deepen state regulation while democratizing it.
There have been suggestions, for instance, of price 

*A reflationary policy consists of a set of measures de
signed to liven up a stagnant economy. — Ed.

and income controls, broader social measures, a
curb on the power of the monopolies, full employ
ment and protection of the environment. It is true,
the two Czechoslovak scientists said, that ‘left’
bourgeois economists have failed to show how
these ideas are to be translated into practice in a
society where private-property relations are
sacrosanct.

While accepting the discord in bourgeois
economics in principle, as described by Zofa and
Sedivec, Fine said that by now two main models
determining the practice of state-monopoly regula
tion have crystallized. Simply put, one could say
that these were proposals to use fiscal or monetary
instruments to direct economic processes. The
former are advocated by Keynesians of every stripe,
and the latter by those who accept the theory of the
U.S. economist Milton Friedman.

In contrast to the Keynesians who emphasized
budget and financial policy, by means of which
they seek to balance the rate of economic growth
and inflationary processes, the monetarists concen
trate on manipulating the money supply. They re
gard any form of government interference in the
economy as superfluous and even harmful. They
claim that the normal course of reproduction can
and must be ensured by free enterprise and the
uncontrolled mechanism of the capitalist market.

But for all their differences on practical solutions.
the monetarists and Keynesianists have a common
theoretical basis, because both concepts start from
the need for state intervention in the economy by
influencing aggregated economic indicators like
the money, commodity and investment markets,
and credit policy. They differ only on the pace,
scale and sequence of the regulation measures.
Consequently, he said, monetarism could be re
garded as a version of Keynesianism.

The exchange of views showed that Keynesian
ism is very rarely used in the ‘pure’ form. As a
method of regulation it is most broadly accepted
only in the United States and Britain. In the other
capitalist countries, government interference took
the form of various types of economic planning and
other forms of industrial policy, with fiscal meas
ures being the result of such interference in the
economy rather than of its motive force.

Conservative trends in bourgeois economics, in
cluding the monetarists, Schmidt said, also eventu
ally look to assistance from the state. That is why a
comparison of Keynesianism and monetarism
makes it obvious that they are not in principle op
posed to each other. Although monetarism is pre
sented as a practical embodiment of the ideology of
private enterprise, actually it is an instrument for
highly subtle state-monopoly intervention.

Still, Fine said, the controversy between the
monetarists and the Kenyesians is of great political
and ideological importance because monetarism is
traditionally linked with right-wing and Keynes
ianism with left-wing political trends. This in
terpretation may now and again produce confusion.
That is why the communists, while they do not
reject some methods of the left-wing Keynesians, 
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invariably insist that on the whole their ideas are
fraught with dangerous consequences for the work
ing people.

The ‘left-wing’ Keynesians often take an anti
laborstand because they do not regard the economy
as a class category and reduce everything to the
purely technical problem of control. Thus, when
trying to bring about full employment by methods
that would not pose the dangerof sharp inflationary
trends, they propose rigid curbs on wages, so acting
on the side of the avowed champions of monopoly
interests.

The British Conservative government, Ramelson
said, has outdone the monetarists. It wants unli
mited freedom for the market forces, claiming that
any form of government intervention in economic
life tends to fetter private initiative. In practical
terms, this means stimulating private enterprise by
reducing income tax; closing of ‘unprofitable’
government-owned enterprises (above all in steel
and automobile-making); denationalization of
some sectors of the economy (like ship-building,
civil aviation); cuts in appropriations for education,
public health, social security, public utility and
housing construction; and a whittling down of
trade-union rights through legislation. Actually,
this means depriving the British working people
even of limited social gains they have won over
long years of struggle, under the pretext of return
ing to the dogmas of ‘classical capitalism.’

Referring to the FRG's experience, Goldberg
analyzed yet another, ‘private-monopoly’ version of
capitalist regulation, whose main task is to relax the
government brakes which hamper the functioning
of private capital. Under this model, abandonment
of the Keynesian idea of constantly increasing
government expenditures and taxes should simul
taneously avert any further sharpening of social
conflicts, notably on wages and wage rates. But one
could assume that in the relatively near future this
‘model’ will clash with the trend toward socializa
tion, which is inherent in capitalism, because it
creates an objective requirement not for a reduction
but for government intervention.

Schmidt and Galkin agreed with this approach
but cast doubt on the correctness of the term ‘ private
monopoly version.' First, state-monopoly
capitalism is, by its very nature, designed to ensure
the interests of the private monopolies, so that in
any case the activity of the bourgeois state helps to
strengthen their power. Second, the growing role of
the state is an irreversible process in the develop
ment ofcapital ism today. Although in the conditions
of crisis, private capital may seek to get its own
back, the main trend boils down to a quest for
further improvement of the instruments of state
monopoly regulation.

A comparison of the situation in the capitalist
countries shows that the ruling classes have ever
fewer potentialities for seeking a way out of the
crisis by imposing their line on the working people
(say, by getting them to accept voluntary wage
freezes). As for the idea of stimulating economic
development by stepping up the arms drive, the 

economy can be militarized only up to a certain
point: apart from posing a general threat to man
kind, the build-up of military expenditures tends to
increase the danger of a sharpening of crisis
phenomena like inflation, the raw materials and
energy shortage, and creates the prerequisites for a
decline in employment.

Intensive exploitation of the working class and
other non-monopoly strata of society tends to be
come the main method by means of which capital
seeks to safeguard its profits in face of the economic
instability. But the growing strength of the
working-class movement is an important obstacle
in the way. In the mid-1970s, it helped to frustrate a
major offensive on the working people’s economic
and social rights, an offensive similar to the one the
monopolies successfully carried out during the
1929-33 crisis.

The apologists of capitalism refuse to admit that
this system of exploitation and oppression has or
ganic defects which keep generating crises, and
have sought to present its difficulties as resulting
from ‘uncoordinated’ government, ‘bad Tuck’ and
various assorted accidents. Such views, speakers at
the symposium said, must be resolutely rejected,
because from them it logically follows that the de
cline in the world capitalist economy can allegedly
be halted and then reversed by means of ‘more
effective’ use of the recommendations of bourgeois
economics. These hopes are illusory.

The general weakening of the positions of world
imperialism in the 1970s, as compared with the
1930s, the participants in the symposium con
cluded, makes the traditional methods of economic
regulation ineffective. The field for maneuver in
this area in the developed capitalist countries is
being gradually narrowed down. It is ever more
difficult to work out and realize new variants of
anti-crisis policy. No one is capable of preventing
the further aggravation of the internal contradic
tions of capitalism and its historically inevitable
decline.

New lines of class contest
A half-century ago the Great Depression set in mo
tion the classical mechanism by means of which the
crises have an effect on the conditions of the class
struggle. The drop in production became an impor
tant element for increasing pressure on wages, be
cause the presence of a mass reserve labor army
made strikes or the threat of strikes less effective.
The ideological brainwashing of public opinion
was stepped up in a spirit hostile to the fighting
proletariat, and this created additional obstacles for
arranging alliances between the working class and
other strata of the working people. These and simi
lar other factors explain why in that period the
resistance to big capital was not as strong as was
required by the scale on which the bourgeoisie
applied pressure against the living standards of the
masses, and why it was weaker than in the pre-crisis
period.

But by the mid-1970s, Galkin said, these factors
have undergone considerable and frequently fun
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damental changes. The working class is more or
ganized. New contingents of working people are
joining in the struggle. As compared with the
1930s, workers by brain have a greater social role to
play with the growth of their share in modern in
dustries. Under the impact of the negative consequ
ences of capitalist rationalization they are becom
ing aware that their vital interests are inseparable
from the outcome of the anti-monopoly struggle.

Nowadays, living labor is economized above all
at the expense of the least skilled section of the labor .
force. Meanwhile the technological remodelling of
production produces a constantly growing need for
skilled specialists. That is why in the leading
capitalist countries with an overall excess of work
ers and employees there is usually an acute short
age of highly skilled personnel. This reduces the
employers’ opportunities for using the state of the
labor market in their relations with the most valu
able manpower (from the employers’ standpoint)
and so gives the working people’s organizations
additional weapons.

The balance of class forces is increasingly
influenced by the general political, including inter
national, situation taking shape under the impact of
the growing might of world socialism. In recent
decades, the working class in the zone of developed
capitalism has won important political positions. In
many states, the power of the bourgeoisie is now not
as absolute as it used to be in the 1930s. In the 1970s,
capital had to reckon with the fact that excessive
pressure on the working class in the economic and
social spheres could lead to political changes
jeopardizing the pillars of the social system.

All of this created during the 1974-75 crisis con
ditions in which the working class in most de
veloped capitalist countries put up highly effective -
resistance to the attempts to force it to pay for the ills
of capitalism. The working people managed almost
everywhere to maintain the pre-crisis level not only
of nominal but also of real wages.

At the same time, Galkin said, it would be wrong
to assert that the positions won by the working class
will help successfully to beat back the capitalist
offensive in the course of looming economic up
heavals, whatever the conditions. Because the cyc
lical recession is closely intertwined with the ever
sharpening raw materials, energy and structural
crises, the monopolies will have to make much
greater outlays than they did in 1974-75 to advance
to the next round of economic development, which
means that the motives for putting pressure on the
working class will be so much greater.

In anticipation of the coming battles against the
working people, capital continued to build up its
strength in the second half of the 1970s. Its further
concentration and monopolization created fresh
potentialities for fighting the working people. An
example is offered by the monopolies’ much greater
maneuverability, which enables them to use the in
struments of unemployment not only on a national
scale but also within the region of industrialized
capitalism as a whole, and also in some developing
countries with sufficiently large reserves of cheap 

manpower. By threatening to transfer an enterprise
into a country where the working class is less or
ganized and the working-class movement is
weaker, while wages are lower, the transnational
corporations seek to impose their own terms on the
working people.

Ramelson agreed with this assessment of the ef
fects that the internationalization of the economy is
having on the class contest, and expressed the view
that the consequences of this were far from simple.
The new character of the international division of
labor under which the manufacture of various items
is fragmented and located by the monopolies in a
number of countries makes it possible to paralyze
the operation of such a transnational concern en
tirely by declaring a strike at only one enterprise. As
the experience of the labor movement shows it is
quite possible to organize concerted action by
working people in several countries. Thus, the
strike at the Ford Motor Company’s works in Britain
was supported by the workers and employees at
Ford enterprises in the FRG, France and Belgium.

Success in the struggle against the transnational
monopolies can, naturally, be achieved only with a
sufficiently, high level of class consciousness
among the working people, and requires stronger
international solidarity on a continental scale and
even on a global level. However that may be, for all
its negative consequences, capitalist inter
nationalization of production objectively goes to
strengthen the positions of the working class. And
that is a new element as compared with the condi
tions in which the social contest had to be fought in
the 1930s.

The step-up of war hysteria was repeatedly stres
sed as a special element in the offensive against
democratic rights. The artificial build-up of ten
sions in relations between states with different so
cial systems is a means for increasing pressure on
the working people on the plea of a need for ‘na
tional unity’ in face of some ‘external threat.’ The
effort to revive the cold war spirit is designed to
spread anti-communist and anti-Soviet attitudes, to
make it easier to divide anti-monopoly movements
and to attack the social and economic rights of the
masses. In an atmosphere of militaristic hysteria it
is easier to make use of legislative and administra
tive instruments to pressure the trade unions for the
benefit of the monopolies, and to deprive the work
ing class of the right to engage in the most effective
and acute forms of struggle.

Having noted the recent rightward trend in some
citadels of capitalism, some participants in the dis
cussion decided that this factor should not be over
rated. Electoral arithmetic is not always a criterion
for judging the state of social consciousness.

The heated social battles fought in the mid-1970s
and continuing in the new phase of the crisis show
that, as compared with the 1930s, the working
people have many more opportunities for fighting
against capital, and that they have been making
ever more active use of them. Nowadays, the strike
movement does not decline in the period of crisis,
but actually grows: in the developed capitalist 
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countries the annual average number of strikers
went up from 19 mln. in 1965 to 50 mln. in the crisis
year of 1975. In some countries (France, Italy, Bri
tain), the working-class battles have produced
socio-political crises posing grave difficulties to the
capitalist system.

Galkin said that it was highly important to reckon
with the socio-psychological consequences of
economic upheavals. In periods of industrial up
swing, bourgeois ideological influence tends to en
gender in public circles hopes that the capitalist
system is capable of keeping its economic
mechanisms functioning without interruption and
of solving the basic social problems. Such views
penetrate into the ranks of the working class and
help to spread reformist ideas. That is what hap
pened on the eve of the world economic crisis of
1929-33, when there was a wide acceptance of the
theory of‘organized capitalism' and a ‘harmony of
interests’ between labor and capital.

A similar situation arose in the early post-war
decades. The toning down of the typical picture of
the crisis enabled the ideologists of the bourgeoisie
to claim that the capitalist system had been ‘trans
formed,’ and that it allegedly accorded most fully
with the requirements of the ‘industrial society.’ It
was asserted that capitalism in its present form was
capable of ensuring a high rate of production
growth, the maximum possible of social justice and
the most favorable conditions for the ‘free de
velopment of the individual.’

However, the 1974-75 crisis dealt a heavy blow to
these concepts and shook the faith that capitalism
had good prospects as a social system. While its
champions may have managed somewhat to dull
the edge of the criticism, the psychological and
ideological effects of the upheavals have remained
in the public mind, so seriously undermining the
hope that capitalism could cope with its difficulties.

The re-appraisal of ideological views by a part of
the public which had been under the influence of
capitalist apologetics varies in time, depth and di
rection, depending on the social group, country,
region and other circumstances. Still, it is generally
expressed as a growth in the anti-monopoly tenor of
program documents adopted by some social demo
cratic parties, and also of the Socialist International
as a whole. Such accents are more pronounced in
the stand taken by trade unions and in statements
by spokesmen for left-Catholic or other left
religious trends.

At the same time, the growth of the critical at
titude to present-day capitalism among those who
once used to give it unconditional support, which
has turned out to be superimposed on the socio-
psychological stereotypes produced by the petty-
bourgeois environment has also resulted in some
negative trends. The ills of present-day capitalism
and the growing acuteness of mankind’s vital prob
lems have come to be seen as the inevitable result of
social and scientific progress.

The crisis-induced instability of the economic
and social positions of the middle classes of town
and country and groups close to them heightened 

their interest in the state as a guarantor of stable
existence providing defense against the ‘self
seeking monopolies’ on the one hand, and the
‘trade-union dictatorship’ on the other. The declin
ing effectiveness of the mechanisms of state regula
tion caused their disappointment in parliamentary
institutions and produced an urge for ‘strong pow
er’ capable of taking ‘simple decisions’ to put things
in order. This gradually produced the soil from
which not only traditional-conservative but also
patently fascist ‘weeds’ could sprout.

The 1929-33 crisis engendered such trends in the
consciousness of some social groups and enabled
fascist and semi-fascist groups to establish their
dictatorship in a number of countries. The'
economic upheavals of 1974-75 also helped mark
edly to activate right-radical groups.

But with the new balance of social forces in the
world they did not, after all, succeed in making
their way to power or even becoming an influential
political factor in any of the developed capitalist
countries.

It is natural to assume that the slump predicted
for the 1980s could generate similar processes.
Their intensity will, naturally, be determined by a
multiplicity of circumstances, above all by the
strength of the resistance put up by the democratic
sections, the working-class movement in the first
place.

Having analyzed the possible political strategy of
the bourgeoisie in the fight to maintain and con
solidate its power, the participants in the sym
posium reached the conclusion that this strategy
boils down to two alternative lines. One is designed
for a relatively stable situation, and envisages the
use of large-scale social and political maneuvering
in order to get the working people ‘voluntarily’ to
integrate into capitalist society. The form of power
according with this policy is bourgeois-

-parliamentary democracy. The method of action
consists of socio-economic transformations which
do not affect the substance of capitalist social rela
tions. The political instrument consists of mass ref
ormist parties of the social-democratic or
bourgeois type.

The ruling circles of bourgeois states can resort to
the second alternative in the event of extremely
acute situations. Its task is to roll back the tide of
discontent, to channel the working people’s indig
nation against parliamentary institutions, and to
make the bulk of the population accept the
bourgeois system of power. The form of power ac
cording with this line is an authoritarian, dictatorial
regime. The method of action consists of a combina
tion of minor economic concessions with suppres
sion of any form of social activity, above all of the
organized working-class movement. The instru
ments of power are right-radical, and fascist group
ings.

Analyzing the 1929-33 crisis, the participants in
the discussion pointed to the diversity of the tactics
used by the ruling circles in the leading capitalist
countries. Thus, the most reactionary, aggressive
factions of German monopoly capital, making use 
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of the split in the working-class movement and the
democratic camp as a whole, got power transferred
to the nazis. In France, on the other hand, the cohe
sion of the democratic forces became a barrier in the
way of a fascist" take-over, and so the monopoly
bourgeoisie had to make concessions. In the United
States, the leading groups of the ruling class opted
for the former strategic alternative in the form of
Roosevelt’s New Deal, and managed to avoid
dangerous upheavals.

After the Second World War, the situation was
different. Because the authoritarian fascist regimes
were not only routed militarily but also ideologi
cally and politically, the ruling circles of all the
leading industrialized capitalist countries had to
put their stake on parliamentary forms of govern
ment. Still, at the most acute moments of the 1974-
75 crisis, the most reactionary groupings of the
monopoly bourgeoisie sought the support of the
ultra-rightist political forces.

Of course, the attempts to use in practice some of
the recommendations suggested by the tough-line
advocates did not acquire the scale for the time
being, as they did in the inter-war period. This is
due to the specifics of the present situation, when
the bourgeoisie cannot allow itself to engage in
experiments that are too risky. The real possibility
that such attempts could accelerate the ideological
maturing of the working people, so ultimately un
dermining the capacity of the political system of
capitalism to .safeguard the interests of the
bourgeoisie frequently restrains even the most rabid
advocates of oligarchic power.

In contrast to the crisis of the 1930s, Emile Habibi
(CC Israel) said, the present situation is also deter
mined above all by the fact that the proletariat has
triumphed in a large part of the world. The socialist
countries exert the decisive influence on the de
velopment of the international situation, so narrow
ing down the field for monopoly capital’s maneu
vering and limiting its choice of instruments to
which it could resort without mortally jeopardizing
its very existence.

One must agree with the assertions, Polychronis
Vais (CP Greece) said, that the current upswing in
the class struggle tends to limit the bourgeoisie’s
potentialities for setting up ‘hard’ regimes. But it is
unreasonable and dangerous to fully deny the prob
ability of such a development even in some West
European countries, to say nothing of states on
other continents. Thus, the situation in Greece
causes some alarm. The Greek communists believe
that the authoritarian character of the right-wing
government tends to grow. It has not only enacted a
law limiting the working people’s right to strike,
but has also backed it up by special army units to
fight against strikers. The Greek communists seek to
induce in the masses a sense of the danger which is
latent in the policy of the country's ruling circles,
which have the support of international im
perialism..

In the present condition, Gombot declared, ex
pressing a somewhat different view, the ruling clas
ses of the capitalist countries cannot use fascism as 

an instrument for resolving the crisis. That would
amount to such an encroachment of the interests of
the working class that it would start a resolute
struggle in defense of these rights. The socio
political consequences of the mid-1970s crisis
show that working people are now fully capable of
suppressing at root any attempts to impose bla
tantly reactionary regimes on them.

It is highly dangerous, Ramelson objected, to
hope for an inevitable and easy victory of the work
ing class in the event the monopolies try to impose
fascism or any other authoritarian regime. Such an
approach could result in grave errors in the policy
and strategy of the working class. In some coun
tries, it is not yet prepared to stand up for its demo
cratic rights. But a breach in the working people's
front in one country could have a strong influence
on the whole capitalist world and impel the

-bourgeoisie to try to establish authoritarian power
in other countries as well.

The situation in the individual countries, Samuel
Behak (CP Uruguay) stressed, is specific and there
fore only a concrete analysis of the concrete situa
tion could yield the correct answer. The Latin
American communists, for instance, have to reckon
with the potential danger of authoritarianism.
Moreover, in some countries of this region fascism
has become a reality. But one should not engage in
fanaticism. After all, reactionary governments have
been overthrown in a number of Latin American
countries. The last few fascist regimes have been
toppled in Europe. This means that the forces now
opposing fascism are so large that they are capable
of averting its revival, and of striking at it if it rears
its head. In contrast to the 1930s, more and more
people are taking the anti-fascist attitude.

It was repeatedly emphasized in the course of the
discussion that the monopolies’ offensive, the
step-up of right-wing activity, the threat of
militarism, and the attempts to frustrate detente
bear on the interests not only of the working class
but of other strata of the population as well. This
lays the foundation for a broad front of struggle to
maintain and extend democratic rights, which the
people have won, and for peace and social progress.
The unification of all the progressive forces is an
exceptionally important task before the working
class and democratic movement in the capitalist
countries. Its solution could help to foil the at
tempts by the ruling class to have the working
people shoulder the burden of the crisis.

Comparing the present socio-economic situation
in the capitalist countries and that in the 1930s,
Robert Francis (CP Belgium) said that in the last
quarter of the 20th century fewer and fewer people
continue to believe in the ’virtues’ of the capitalist
system. But one has to admit with regret that not all
those who are disappointed in capitalism are pre
pared to accept socialism as the alternative. This is
due, in particular, to the fact the communists have
not yet managed to provide an exhaustive and con
vincing answer to some of the problems which have
emerged under the impact of the crisis that has
gripped every sphere of social life.
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To find such an answer and bring it home to
broad sections of the working people — that is the
task which the CP Belgium believes should be
fulfilled on the eve of yet another flare-up of the
crisis. Its assumption is that the capitalist system is
being criticized by broader social sections than ever
before, including movements like the women's and
youth movements, organizations advocating pro
tection of the environment, etc. The communists
are not, of course, always in agreement with their
ideology or some concrete acts. However, the anti
capitalist tenor of these movements allows a fresh
approach to the involvement of broad social circles
in democratic alliances designed to bring about the
fundamental change in social and economic struc
tures.

Joint action by communists and social democrats,
it was stressed in the course of the discussion, is one
of the central problems arising in the establishment
of united anti-imperialist fronts. Such action helps
to develop working-class unity and to enhance its
influence in the whole of society. Accordingly,
much importance is attached to determining the
stand of social democrats today.

In the capitalist countries of Europe, Galkin said.
social democratic parties are now an inalienable
part of the mechanism of political power. This fre
quently results in the coalescence of the social
democratic leadership with the bourgeois state, as a
result of which the working people’s interests are
identified with those of the monopolies in the form
of concepts like ‘social partnership.’ ‘class coopera
tion,’ and the like.

However, a majority of the ruling class views the
social democrats with suspicion, because their
coming to power usually means social concessions
for the bourgeoisie. The bourgeoisie is also ap
prehensive of the social democratic leaders' incli
nation to give in to pressure from the working class
and other groups of wage workers because these
leaders want to maintain ties with their social basis.

That is why the monopoly bourgeoisie pushes
the social democrats away from the instruments of
power into the roadside of the political system as
soon as the most acute need for turning to them
disappears. This trend was most pronounced dur
ing the 1929-33 economic crisis. But even in 1974-
75, and in the period after the cyclical recession the
top leadership in many European capitalist coun
tries made highly active efforts to turn the social
democrats into a scapegoat for the sins of
capitalism, to compromise them politically and,
having weakened them substantially, to push them
into the background. In some cases (as in Britain
and Sweden) this plan was carried out.

Rodny Ohman (Left Party — Communists of
Sweden) assessed the development of the political
situation in her country where the social democrats
had been in power for decades, and drew attention
to the weakening of their influence. The working
class and other sections of the working people, she
said, are disappointed in social democratic policy.
One could say that the crisis of state-monopoly
capitalism in Sweden has also turned out to be a 

crisis of the ideology and practice of the social
democrats. But it does not follow from this that they
have lost the support of the working class. In view
of this, the communists’ seek to mobilize the masses
for struggle for meaningful demands and to work
for a shift to the left of the working people as a
whole, and of social democrats.

The struggle against the fascist dictatorships
throws a specific light on the question of social
democracy in the Latin American countries, Behak
said. Imperialism and the local oligarchy are the
archenemies of the working people and when
fighting them the communists enter into an alliance
with the'social democrats, an alliance whose viabil
ity was borne out, for instance, in Nicaragua. The
task is to make it long-term in the struggle against
the external imperialist forces and internal right
fascist elements.

Under the impact of the deepening crisis of the
capitalist system, participants in the symposium
said, intricate differentiation processes are under
way within the social democratic movement, and
this makes it possible to invigorate efforts for joint
solution by the communists and socialists of the
most urgent tasks of the anti-monopoly and anti
imperialist struggle. In favoring the development of
ties with the socialists, the communists do not seek
any unilateral advantages for themselves. Their
only purpose is to act together with them for the
benefit of the working people, while maintaining
their own ideological and political independence.

The communist parties of the developed
capitalist countries have clearly defined guidelines
formulated in their anti-crisis programs. For all
these specific features, which are determined by
each country’s concrete conditions, what these
programs have in common is a resolute refusal to
‘share the burdens’ with the exploiters, as bourgeois
ideologists and social reformists want the working
people to do.

The communists believe that a way out of the
crisis should be found at the expense of those who
are to blame for it, those who are making fortunes on
the working people’s adversities, namely,
monopoly capital. The way lies through the safe
guarding and raising of the living standards of the
masses, a struggle against inflation, and for full
employment, better social security and extension of
civil rights. A key line of the working people's
efforts is to frustrate the attempts by reactionary
imperialist circles to undermine detente and start
on a new twist of the arms spiral. That is the only
way. the communists say, the growing threat of
another world war can be averted and the conse
quences of the current recession overcome in the
least painful way for the masses.

In formulating their anti-crisis programs, the
communists bear in mind that the only way to put
an end to the economic upheavals once and for all is
to do away with the system which inevitably keeps
producing them. That is why they constantly align
their tactical plans with the requirements of the
strategic tasks, that of creating the conditions for
advancing to socialism. In other words, the com
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munists believe that it is necessary to use the crisis
situation for further unhinging the obsolescent
capitalist system and pushing it closer to its col
lapse.

The working class will be able to overthrow the
power of the monopolies and restructure society on
socialist lines, it was emphasized in the exchange of
opinion, only by mobilizing all its forces. This will
require a higher level of unity of action by various
contingents of the proletariat on the national and
international levels, and the rallying of all the
anti-monopoly, progressive and democratic forces
round the working class and its vanguard, the
communist parties.

Ahead lie hard battles against capital, the par
ticipants in the seminar said. The final outcome of
the struggle will depend on the ability of the work
ing class to stand up for its gains and move over
from defense to an offensive.
Summing up the results of the discussion, the par
ticipants in the symposium reached the following
main conclusions:

— The difference between the cycle of the mid-
1970s and the 1929-33 crisis shows that the general
and cyclical crises of capitalism have been inter
laced in a special form, a fact which heralds a fresh
aggravation of its contradictions.

— The crisis of the 1970s has clearly brought out
the ineffectiveness of the methods of state

monopoly regulation worked out since the Great
Depression. The overall weakening of the positions
of the world capitalist system has led bourgeois
economics into an impasse in its search for a new
policy capable of easing the current economic re
cession.

The continued change in the balance of forces in
every sphere of social life in favor of socialism
creates favorable objective conditions for resolutely
rebuffing the attempts by monopoly capital to get
the working people to shoulder the heavy economic
and social burdens of the crisis. The success of the
policy formulated by the communist parties for
moving out of the crisis in a democratic way, at the
expense of the monopolies, can and must be backed
up by the joint actions of the working people united
in broad anti-monopoly alliances.

Consequently, like the world crisis of the 1930s,
the economic upheavals of the 1970s have brought
about a qualitative change in the process of
capitalist reproduction and have deepened the gen
eral crisis of capitalism. This has fully confirmed
the conclusion drawn by the 1969 International
Meeting of Communist and Workers’ Parties, which
said that state-monopoly capitalism ‘cannot check
the elemental forces of the capitalist market.’ That is
why the system based on the economic and social
oppression of the working people is historically
doomed.

Demographic reflection
of social problems

Professor Dmitry Valentei,
D.Sc. (Econ.), USSR

The present demographic situation has very many
aspects. In some countries it is determined by an
accelerated, and in others, by a slowed-down
growth of population; in some serious difficulties
arise from the ‘young’ age structure and in others
from the ‘aging’ population, etc. But when consid
ering the dynamic of the population of the world as
a whole, from the global aspect, a number ofspecific
features may be brought out.

The first of these is the trend toward a faster
growth of mankind. Three decades ago, this growth
became so intense that there was talk of a
‘population explosion.' Indeed, the population of
the world reached the first billion since the origin of
the human race in 1825; the second billion, over the
next ITO years; the third, in another 30 years, in
about 1960; and took only 15 years to reach the
fourth billion! By the year 2000, UN experts fore
cast, the world could have a population of at least
6.5 billion and something like a stable 12-13 billion
people by the end of the 21st century. Consequently
the trend toward a relatively rapid growth in the 

population of the Earth will be maintained over the
long term, and this is bound to influence the most
diverse aspects of mankind’s socio-economic, poli
tical and cultural development.

Uneven growth of the population in various
countries and regions is another characteristic fea
ture of the present demographic situation. While
the population of the world doubled in the first
two-thirds of this century, Africa’s population
nearly tripled and America’s (above all Latin
America’s) increased 3.5-fold. Asia now has a popu
lation of 2.5 billion, that is, the same figure that the
whole globe had in 1950. The population of Central
America, Southwest Asia and North Africa has been
growing by 2.8-3.2 per cent a year (by 3.4 per cent a
year in some countries), and by 2.2 per cent a year in
other regions of the third world.'

Over the past few years the epicenter of the
'population explosion’ has been shifting from Latin
America to the countries of Asia and Africa. In
Europe and North America the growth rate does
not, as a rule, exceed one per cent. There, the 
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population tends to grow slowly or even virtually to
stabilize. In other words, it is the countries of Asia,
Africa and Latin America that determine the trend
toward the accelerated growth of the world’s
population.

Another specific feature is that the present popu
lation growth depends not on a rise in the birth rate
but on the decline in the death rate. Over the past
decades, the death rate in Asia, Africa and Latin
America has been brought down from 35-40 per
cent to 10-20 per cent (per 1,000 of the population).
The average life-span increased (chiefly because of
the drop in child mortality) from 25-30 years to 60
years in Latin America and in East Asia, to 50-60
years in South Asia and North Africa, and to 40-45
years in Tropical Africa.2 Standard demographic
behavior continues to include early marriage, virtu
ally 100 per cent marriageability and a high birth
rate (the average number of children born of one
woman over the reproductive period of life in the
Asia, African and Latin American countries comes
to 5.6, the still-born apart).3

There have been ‘population explosions’ in the
past. In the 19th century there was such an
‘explosion’ in Europe and North America. Al
though at that time these regions were inhabited by
less than one-third of the world’s population, they
accounted for nearly 60 per cent of its global
increase.

But, as the same example shows, accelerated
population growth cannot be a constant trend. In
the 19th century, industrialization brought out the
contradictions between the traditional big family
adapted to the pre-capitalist archaic forms of the
social division of labor and the new economic
conditions. These contradictions were resolved
under the impact of capitalist development stem
ming from the industrial revolution (the involve
ment of women in social production, the
heightened demand for female and child labor, that
changed relations in the family and its status in
society, the growth of education and culture, the
spread of medical knowledge, etc.). The develop
ment of large-scale industry, proletarization and
urbanization created a new economic foundation
for a higher form of the family,4 and eliminated the
economic need for large families. This produced a
new type of demographic behavior among whose
necessary elements were the notion about the
‘desirable’ number of children in the family (with a
clear trend toward a reduction in their number) and
conscious birth control within the family. But the
mechanisms of population reproduction were
restructured unevenly and in a contradictory man
ner. Under capitalism, entire generations are
doomed to physical and moral suffering; in the
most developed capitalist countries, the incidence
of disease and the death rate, the marriage and the
birth rate still depend on the social condition.

There are many similarities to the present and the
past population explosion. First of all, there is the
universal introduction of the advances in medicine,
sanitation and hygiene which have helped to re
duce the death rate caused by factors external to the 

organism, mainly by contagious diseases. However,
even today the death rate in the developing coun
tries is determined by the prevalence of exogenic
factors, and this in particular, determines the infant
mortality, which is very much higher than it is in
the economically developed countries. In the 19th
and the 20th century, accelerated population
growth has been caused by the switch from a pre
dominantly agrarian economy to an economy in
which industry has an ever greater role to play.
Meanwhile, in the developing countries the type of
family mainly proper to the agrarian economy is
retained, together with the type of reproduction
which oriented the family upon the greatest possi
ble number of children and which objectively re
sulted in large families.

One consequence of the ‘demographic explosion’
is a rejuvenation of the population, as young people
and children come to predominate within its struc
ture. The ‘young’ age structure not only reduces the
overall death rate by itself, but also tends to increase
the number of women of child-bearing age in the
population, so building up a demographic potential
for population growth in the future.

The present 'population explosion’ also differs
from the earlier one in statistical data. The 19th-
century ‘explosion’ was characterized by an in
crease of the annual growth rate from 0.4 to 1 per
cent and took virtually the whole century to
achieve. At the same time, from the standpoint of
the world’s population dynamic, this growth was of
limited and local importance: it essentially com
pensated for some decline in the population growth ,
rates in the rest of the world and ‘supported’ the
overall world rate at the level of 0.5 per cent until
the beginning of the 20th century. Today, because
of the substantial reduction in mortality rates, over
no more than one or two decades the population
increase in the centers of‘demographic activity' is
more than double the maximum level that was at
tained in Europe and North America, and ensures a
doubling of the population in Asia, Africa and Latin
America every 25-30 years.

The present ‘population explosion’ is on a much
greater scale than the previous one. Its scope and
intensity have posed a number of complex social
problems demanding a comprehensive solution
one of whose aspects is the formulation of an active
demographic policy for social progress.

The present demographic situation has become
an acute issue in the ideological struggle, which is
centered on the question of whether or not the
present demographic trends pose the danger of abso
lute overpopulation. Over the past few decades,
numerous calculations have been done to deter
mine the maximum population which the Earth
could feed. The figures are all different. But most
analysts agree that the reserves have not been
exhausted, and that there are no grounds to speak of
‘absolute overpopulation.’

From the concept of global and absolute over
population it follows that if the world is
‘overpopulated’, if its resources and production
potentialities are inadequate to providing the
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'excessive population' with the means of sub
sistence, no social organization is capable of chang
ing this state of things.

But the point is that overpopulation is socially
determined. There is the problem not of absolute
but of relative overpopulation. Relative in the sense
that sizable masses of people become superfluous:
the capitalist society fails to provide them with jobs
and the means of subsistence. Capitalist relations of
production, as Marx proved in Capital, lead to the
emergence and constant reproduction of a relative
overpopulation, whose dynamic is not connected
with the demographic situation. In some cases,
there is overpopulation even with a marked reduc
tion in population size (Ireland provides the exam
ple which has become classical not only in Marxist
but also in bourgeois writings). Even when rapid
population growth leads to serious negative con
sequences, social conditions have the crucial role to
play. The economic backwardness of the countries
of Asia, Africa and Latin America is determined,
above all, by neo-colonialist capitalist exploitation,
which markedly reduces the potentialities for in
ternal accumulation and consumption. Under a
non-capitalist organization of society it would be
possible to avoid many of the negative conse
quences of the 'population explosion.’

Although the geographic boundaries of this
'explosion' are more or less clearly delineated, it is
not just a local or regional phenomenon, but a
global one. There is general recognition of such
world problems which in one way or another spring
from the ‘population explosion’ as the need for a
further vast growth of mankind’s productive forces,
the easing of its supply with raw-material re
sources, energy and food, and the maintenance of
the ecological equilibrium. There are three aspects
to the demographic problem which make it espe
cially acute on a world scale.

First, although the ‘demographic explosion' is
not the cause of the economic backwardness of the
countries of Asia,.Africa and Latin America, it does
create in various countries additional difficulties in
overcoming it, sharpening socio-economic prob
lems and increasing their proportions. In the world
capitalist economy there is a growing gap between
the levels of econorrfic development as expressed in
per head indicators, between the developed
capitalist and developing countries. Rapid popula
tion growth in the developing countries is a factor
which makes it more difficult to change this trend.
The experience of some countries shows that an
increase in the rate of accumulation and sizable
foreign investments, even if they improve the
national-income dynamic, do not help to overcome
underdevelopment under capitalism.

Second, the demographic problem is closely
connected with the problem of hunger. The growth
of agricultural output in the world is on the whole
higher than the growth of the population, although
this relationship is not stable, adequate or univer
sal. Thus, in the countries of Asia, Africa and Latin
America the embryonic development of the mate
rial and technical basis of production and the ar

chaic social relations in the agrarian sector of the
economy are a basic cause of the low productivity,
which fails adequately to provide for their food
requirements. The one-crop character of agriculture
in many countries imposed by capitalism markedly
reduces their potentialities for growing foodstuffs.
The acuteness of the food problem in Asia, Africa
and Latin America emphasizes the need to orient
socio-economic and agro-technical transformations
in agriculture upon land improvement. All of this
implies a tremendous effort by the countries seeking
to overcome the inherited backwardness.

Third, the problem of relative overpopulation has
grown more acute. Between one-quarter and one-
third of the able-bodied population in the countries
of Asia, Africa and Latin America is now not
employed in production. In agriculture, surplus
manpower resources come to between one-third
and one-half, and in some countries to as much as
70 per cent. The relatively surplus population tends
to increase with the transition from the pre
capitalist order to capitalism which entails a
destruction of communal structures and the expul
sion of sizable masses of people from agriculture.
The specific feature of the present relative over
population in the countries of Asia, Africa and
Latin America is that the expulsion of the surplus
agrarian population into the towns leads to the
formation of marginal groups: the emergence of a
sizable section of people who come from the
countryside and who are doomed to chronic
unemployment because of the narrowness of the
labor market and because they lack skills.

But on the whole, present-day demographic
trends are among the objective factors which pre
determine capitalism’s lack of historical
perspective.

Bourgeois science responded with a series of
conceptions to the aggravation of socio-economic
problems in the world capitalist system arising
from the ‘population explosion.’ Methodologically,
many of these are based on the Malthusian thesis
that social calamities are demographically deter
mined. According to Malthus’s ‘natural law of
population,' it tends to increase at a geometric rate
and the means of subsistence at an arithmetic rate.
In this way, Malthus sought to prove that overpopu
lation did not spring from social causes but from the
eternal laws of nature. The working people’s cala
mities were allegedly due to their frivolous be
havior which led to unreasonable reproduction.
The present-day followers of Malthus, considering
the discovery of the interconnection between de
mographic processes and some economic-
development factors, regard as the negative factor
the potentialities of the population to reproduce,
which are allegedly not only greater than the poten
tialities of the development of production^ but
which also tend to deplete natural resources and
pollute the environment.

When Malthus’s followers switch from his primi
tive comparison of arithmetic and geometric ratios
and use modern methods for modelling global pro
cesses with the use of computers, they establish 
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more and more new versions of the critical and
catastrophic discrepancy between the trends in
mankind’s progress and the parameters of the
planetary system ensuring the means of subsistence
which is dynamic and multifaceted but which has
its natural boundaries. They insist that the only way
out is to limit economic and population growth.
rates.

But the neo-Malthusians’ views differ on some
points from those of their ideological predecessors.
The old Malthusianism called for a curb on the
population growth among the ‘lower orders’
through abstention, in an effort to safeguard the
exploitive ‘upper orders’ from looming social up
heavals. The neo-Malthusians urge protection of
'nations with a low birth rate’ from "nations with a
high birth rate’ and want to limit the African, Asian
and Latin American population, accentuating
demographic programs as compared with programs
for socio-economic development and claiming
that the economic problems of countries in Asia,
Africa and Latin America, the problems of relations
between the developed capitalist and developing
countries can be solved merely through a reduction
in the latter’s birth rate.5 Neo-Malthusianism not
only absolutizes the role of demographic factors,
but also distorts their connection with the economy
and resources, ignoring the dependence of popula
tion laws on the social system, failing to take ac
count of the qualitative changes in technology and
mankind’s relations with nature, etc. All of this
shows that such theories are unscientific.

Neo-Malthusianism has falsified and distorted a
real problem which springs from mankind’s current
‘population explosion.’ Its substance is an increase
in the influence of the demographic factor on social
processes, something that has made it necessary to
switch from unregulated and spontaneous popula
tion growth to conscious, socially controlled repro
duction. This does not always signify a reduction in
the birth rate. Depending on the conditions in a
country, the peculiarities of its economic develop
ment, culture, etc., it could even entail stimulated
growth of the population or its stabilization.

The tense demographic situation has confronted
many countries in Asia, Africa and Latin America
with the task of regulating the birth rate. By the
mid-1970s, demographic programs were adopted
almost everywhere in these regions: the West’s
propaganda and financing of‘family planning’ and
frequently its imposition led dozens of countries to
reduce the birth rate on this or that scale. But reali
zation of these programs entailed objective dif
ficulties because of the backwardness of the socio
economic system, traditions, culture, etc.; in some
cases it also resulted in grave political conse
quences. All of this predetermined the low
effectiveness of these programs. One need merely
refer to India, where despite the many years of in
tensive 'family planning,’ adopted as a priority line
of state policy, the overall birth rate dropped from
42 per 1,000 in 1961 to only 38-40 per 1,000 in the
1970s, because of the preservation of the low living 

standard and archaic social relations in the
countryside.

There has been a much more substantial drop in
the birth-rate over the past 15-20 years in a small
group of countries in Latin America, North Africa
and Asia, which have about 10 per cent of the third
world's population. The important thing to know is
that this group includes not only countries where
family planning programs have long been sponsor
ed by the government, but also countries taking
a neutral or even a negative attitude to the idea of
regulating population processes. However, struc
tural changes in the economy (connected with
capitalist development), a rapid growth in the level
of education and the employment of women are
characteristic of all these countries. In these condi
tions, family planning programs promoted — but
did not determine — the change in child-bearing
behavior and accelerated the drop in the birth rate.

What also creates grave difficulties in solving the
population problem in the countries of Asia, Africa
and Latin America is that the ruling circles of de
veloped capitalist countries seek to impose on them
demographic programs which are a far cry from
science and which are dictated by self-seeking in
terests. Thus, in the United States, interest in de
mographic problems clearly has pro-imperialist
and neo-colonialist motivation. The numerous out
fits set up there in the postwar period on the initia
tive and with the funds of the major private founda
tions, and since the mid-1960s, government agen
cies dealing with population problems have put
forward family-planning programs for other coun
tries. Their purpose is to prove that a reduction in
the birth rate can, of itself — without any socio-eco
nomic transformations —ensure the conditions for
‘economic take-off.’ Thus, the recommendations of
the Administration for International Development
(a U.S. outfit handling aid to other countries) gives
priority to financing birth control measures over
spending on industrialization.6 These programs
in effect counter the plans for socio-economic trans
formations in the countries seeking to overcome
their social and economic backwardness.

Demographic programs — if they are scienti
fically based, of course — can only' be one instru
ment in the set of social policy measures, whose
core consists of a program of socio-economic
development as a peculiar accelerator shaping new
demographic behavior. There are no prospects in
the search for ‘miraculous recipes’ capable of solv
ing the most acute socio-economic problems by
reducing the birth rate. Many non-Marxist socio
logists have empirically arrived at the same conclu
sion. It is the basis of the decisions adopted by the
UN world conference on population (Bucharest,
1974) and the world plan of action on population, in
which demographic problems are characterized in
the broad context of UN socio-economic plans and
programs.7

The Marxist-Leninist demographic science links
up the tasks of regulating the population dynamic
with those of socio-economic development. It is
impossible to change family attitudes and stereo
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types, which determine population reproduction
trends, only by means of a demographic policy,
which exerts a great effect on processes leading to
births and deaths, marriages and divorces, migra
tion, settlement, etc. This requires a purposeful
population policy regulating the whole set of living
and working conditions.

Since population problems in the developing
countries are closely connected with their socio
economic backwardness inherited from the colo
nial past and aggravated by neo-colonial exploi
tation, their solution cannot be simple and requires
a complex approach. The chief element of their
solution is transformation of the backward social
structure with its survivals of archaic relations of
production. At the same time, in view of the role of
demographic processes in the specific historical
conditions of some countries of Asia, Africa and
Latin America, one has to recognize that the pursuit
of a special demographic policy aimed at regulating
the reproduction of the population is to some extent
appropriate. However, such a policy can be success
ful only when combined with economic develop
ment and practical measures in public health,
education and social security.

The population problem can be solved effectively
only through extensive social transformations lead
ing to socialism. This alone opens up the way out of
the present complicated and acute situation. Of
special importance here is the example of existing
socialism and its radical advantages in har
monizing socio-economic and demographic prob
lems. The advantages of socialism consist in the fact
that, as compared with any other existing social
system, it provides for very much greater potentiali
ties for pursuing a purposeful demographic policy,
ensuring material conditions and the moral and
psychological climate favoring realization of indi
vidual reproductive attitudes. These advantages, in
particular, are expressed in the fact that population
growth under socialism does not result in relative
overpopulation, unemployment or any other de
fects which are organic to capitalism. Thus, urbani
zation in the USSR (which before the revolution
was a basically agrarian country) proceeded at an
accelerated pace mainly through the direct conver
sion of a section of the agrarian population into an
industrial population, but did not result in urban
unemployment and led to a rapid disappearance of
the relative overpopulation inherited from
capitalism.8

The solution of present-day demographic prob
lems must be based on a knowledge of demographic
uniformities and the laws of population. Under
socialism the relation between population growth
and socio-economic development is constantly
taken into account. However, in the exploiter soci
ety demographic policy, as a part of government
policy, expresses the interests of the ruling class,
which is why it is far from always scientifically
based. Demographic policy worked out by Marxists
is alone a blend of the scientific and social
approach..

A key requirement of the scientific approach is, 

furthermore, a definition of the genuinely humanis
tic goals for which demographic processes are regu
lated and which are in line with the requirements of

■historical progress (the task of prolonging human
life and, especially, the period of active life, pro
vision of the most favorable conditions for man’s
fulfilment of his social functions, including the
functions of propagation, etc.). Demography, like
many other fields, brings out the tremendous im
portance of orienting science upon social
humanism. Political ideologies rejecting the value
approach to population may produce negative de
mographic consequences even when they do not
directly formulate demographic programs. Thus,
racist theories provide the rationale for the im
perialist policy of expansion and exploitation,
which has inflicted grave demographic damage on
various countries and regions. Even more serious
negative demographic consequences — not only for
individual countries but for the whole of mankind
— could spring from the Maoist thesis that it is
admissible to wipe out hundreds of millions of men
in a world war as the price for restructuring the
world on Maoist lines. Demographic science must
expose the inhuman and groundless nature of such
theories and their dangers for mankind. As a rule,
pseudo-scientific theories of population are used to
justify reactionary and anti-humanistic (demo
graphic policies geared to the self-seeking interests
of the exploiter classes. Thus, the doctrine of
Malthus had a marked influence on the adoption in
Britain of the 1834 ‘official pauperism’ act, which
sharply worsened the condition of the poor.’ Marx
wrote: ‘The people’s instinct was correct here, in
that they felt he was no man of science, but a bought
advocate of their opponents, a shameless sycophant
of the ruling classes.’10 Present-day pseudo-scienti
fic neo-Malthusian conceptions have the same
ideological functions. They are used to back up
racist theories and justify both social inequality in
the developed capitalist countries and the growing
gap in the levels of economic development between
developing countries and the developed capitalist
countries.

One of the principles of well-grounded demo
graphic policy is each country’s inalienable right to
solve the problems of its population development
in the light of the whole set of concrete historic
conditions and tasks. Any attempts to dictate from
outside, the content, lines and measures for regu
lating population are inadmissible.

At the same time, international cooperation is a
necessary condition in demography, as it is in the
solution of various other global problems. Inde
pendence of choice does not invalidate the impor
tance of external assistance. But ‘aid’ which is con
fined to promotion of demographic programs and
which is in effect aimed to continue the exploita
tion of the peoples of the former colonial and
dependent countries is one thing. Assistance in
developing the productive forces is a different mat
ter, for it helps to transform the archaic basis, to
change the people’s way of life and, together with it,
the population-growth trends. The socialist coun

September 1980 45



tries have been rendering such assistance to many
developing countries.

An important principle for the scientific ground
ing of demographic policy is that it should be dem
ocratic and that there should be no coercive regula
tion. The world plan of action on population says
that population policy should not be coercive and
must give a choice to individuals and families." In
each concrete case, legislative regulation of demo
graphic behavior is determined by cultural norms
and traditions, but it is always connected with pro
gressive social transformations and the provision of
civil liberties. Demographic policy is a set of meas
ures acting on population development and based
on democratic principles. It implies complete free
dom to contract and dissolve marriage, legalization
of abortion, broad access to the means of contracep
tion of all social strata, protection of motherhood,
etc. These measures do not in themselves lead
either to an increase or reduction in the birth rate,
but merely tend to align it with the potentialities
created by the socio-economic conditions and the
reproductive ideals of the population which take
shape under the impact of these conditions. Com
munists and other progressive forces carry on a
struggle against any measures of coercively regulat
ing the reproduction of the population. Let us recall
that Lenin pointed to the task of protecting under
capitalism ‘the elementary democratic rights of
citizens, men and women’ (V.I. Lenin, Coll. Works,
Vol. 19, p. 237).

The formulation of an active demographic policy
is as the 25th Congress of the CPSU pointed out an
important task before Soviet science.12 Today, re
searchers in a wide range of social and natural
sciences, one of which is demography, are engaged 
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in fulfilling this task. Their conclusions not only
help scientists to work out effective methods for
regulating the population development by acting
on demographic consciousness and behavior, but
also help, we believe, to gain a true understanding
of the global demographic trends of our day.
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Form roots

Yusuf Vardor
CC Political Bureau member,
CP of Turkey

Our party’s strategic godl is an advanced democra
tic revolution against international imperialism,
against the local monopolists and big landowners
collaborating with it, a revolution paving the way to
socialism. That is how the program of the CP of
Turkey formulates the content and meaning of the
struggle being carried on by the communists of
Turkey. The fact that a party which has carried on a
clandestine struggle for over a half-century is able to
.set itself such a truly historic task is evidence of its
revolutionary optimism based on a knowledge of
the uniformities of social development and its
steadfast faith in the transformative power of
Marxist-Leninist ideas.

The situation in which the CP of Turkey has to
tackle this programmatic task is now taking shape
under the impact of growing reactionary trends in
the Turkish ruling circles' political, social and
economic line. The international situation, which
exerts a direct influence on the Turkish govern
ment’s foreign and domestic policy, is determined
by a step-up of activity by the imperialist forces in
our region.

The economic crisis which hit Turkey somewhat
later than it did the other capitalist countries has
continued to sharpen and deepen, so undermining
the political stability of the capitalist state. Fearful
of popular indignation, the authorities have step
ped up their repression, threatening to drown in
blood any resistance by the working people to the
monopolies’ drive. The ruling circles have gone
beyond the punitive measures provided for by the
martial law legislation and have recruited terroris
tic gangs for their purposes.

Every day, an average of 10 to 15 of our compa
triots fall victim to the fascist murderers, and to
‘leftist’ extremists. From the standpoint of the in
terests of the working class, of our people as a
whole, terroristic acts can yield nothing but harm.
That is why their planners and organizers should be
sought elsewhere, among those who have a stake in
aggravating the situation in the country.

The militancy of the working class and other
laboring sections of the people has been growing
stronger in the battles against reaction. They are
mobilized to resistance by their hatred for the
exploiters. Tens of thousands of workers who are
members of the DISK and theTiirk-Io and indepen
dent trade unions are being involved in the strike
movement. None of the authorities’ bans and re
pressions have managed to put an end to the mass 

popular action, which is assuming ever broader
proportions.

The communists are in the front ranks of the
anti-monopoly struggle. On their initiative, power
ful May Day demonstrations under the slogans of
peace, democracy and socialism have already been
held in many cities of our country. The CP of Turkey
has led the anti-imperialist campaigns, insisting on
Turkey’s withdrawal from NATO, the scrapping of
the military agreement with Washington, prevent
ing the country from joining the Common Market.
In 1974, the Communist Party, having taken a con
sistent internationalist stand, resolutely condemned
the Turkish armed forces’ occupation of a part of the
territory of Cyprus. The communists want to pre
vent the establishment of reactionary ‘state security
courts’ and demand a repeal of the martial-law
legislation and an end to the fascist terrorism, un
employment and spiralling prices.

While carrying on a broad campaign for the re
peal of reactionary Laws Nos. 141 and 142, which
were borrowed from fascist codes, and for the lifting
of the ban on the CP of Turkey, the communists

> have been working actively to extend their
influence in the mass movements. Our party has an
important role in the establishment of legal youth
and women’s organizations, and peace-fighters
groups. It has become an important force in the
working people’s trade union associations.
« Our assumption is that the situation which is
arising under the impact of the economic and social
crisis is an explosive one and that it could blow up
at any moment. In order to make use of the force of
such a blast tomorrow for an advanced democratic
revolution, there is a need today to educate the
masses, to develop their consciousness and to win
them over to our side.

That is the spirit in which the CP of Turkey has
acted, working to combine the movement for im
mediate goals with preparation of the people for
future revolutionary battles. This can be achieved,
the CP of Turkey Program says, only through effec
tive joint action with the broadest democratic cir
cles for the ultimate goal of setting up a national
democratic front bringing together above all the
classes and strata that are to act as the motive force
of the revolution.

In defining its strategy and tactics for fighting
against capital, the CP of Turkey relies on its long
and considerable experience: in September of this
year, the communists of Turkey and the working
people of our country mark the 60th anniversary of 
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the birth of the working-class party, established on
the sound foundation of the Marxist-Leninist
ideological and organizational principles.

Today, we recall the memory of those wfao stood
at the cradle of the revolutionary movement of the
proletariat in our country. The names of Mustafa
Suphi and Etem Nejat have gone down in the his
tory of our people’s struggle for national freedom,
for overcoming the relics of feudalism, against op
pression by Turkish and foreign capital, and for
peace and socialism.

Mustafa Suphi joined the anti-war movement
back in 1910. He was soon arrested by the police
and sentenced to a 15-year term of imprisonment.
However, he succeeded in escaping from the for
tress in which he was incarcerated. He fled to Rus
sia, where in 1915 he joined the Bolshevik Party and
took an active part in spreading Marxist ideas
among prisoners of war from Turkey.

His comrade-in-arms, Etem Mejat, began his rev
olutionary activity in Germany in the ranks of
Spartacus, the revolutionary organization, and in
Berlin published a Turkish-language newspaper

. Kurtulus (Liberation). He took part in the November
1918 Revolution. Nejat returned to his homeland
and joined the Workers’ and Farmers' Socialist Par
ty, some of whose members were later among the
founders of the Communist Party of Turkey.

The founders of the CP of Turkey took part in the
socialist revolution in Hungary and in the work of
the Comintern. They assimilated the international
consciousness and traditions of the various national
contingents of the working class and the interna
tional communist movement, brought these back to
their native land as the pivot and basis for the activ
ity of the communists of Turkey.

The first communist groups originated on the
territory of Turkey itself and also among the Turk
ish prisoners of war in Soviet Russia in 1918. Mus
tafa Suphi headed the painstaking, persevering and
consistent effort to unite them on the basis of a
program of the new, Leninist type of party. The
Constituent Congress of the CP of Turkey met in
Baku on September 10,1920. It adopted the party’s
Program and Rules. Mustafa Suphi was elected CC
Chairman, and Etem Nejat, its General Secretary.
The delegates decided to set up the People's Com
munist Party, as the legal wing of the CP of Turkey.

From the outset, the CP of Turkey was in the
vanguard of the battles for national liberation, and
joined the people in beating back the aggression of
the Entente countries. The ruling circles were seri
ously alarmed by its rapidly growing popularity.
They set up a pseudo-communist party to operate
under police surveillance. The task of the hired
provocateurs was to smear communist ideas in the
eyes of the working people, to slander our party's
leaders, and to sow strife and division in its ranks.

Having failed in this attempt, reaction decided to
kill the communist leaders. Four and a half months
after the Constituent Congress — on the night of
January 29,1921 — Mustafa Suphi, Etem Nejat, and
several other leaders of the Central Committee were
treacherously arrested and drowned in the sea.

The annihilation of the party’s leading nucleus
markedly slowed down the consolidation of its
ideological and organizational unity, but reaction
proved to be incapable to paralyze the party’s activi
ty, let alone crushing it. The Second Congress of the
CP of Turkey met in August 1922 to map out a
program for further activity.

The People’s Communist Party of Turkey was
soon outlawed by the bourgeois government. All
progressive activity in the country was banned.
Since then — 58 years now — the communists of
Turkey have been fighting in the underground,
persecuted by the authorities, beating back attacks
from right and ‘left’ extremists, and making sacri
fices for the cause of peace, democracy and social
progress.

During the Second World War, the CP of Turkey
worked perseveringly to set up a united front
against imperialism and fascism, and against their
henchmen in Turkey. After the rout of nazi Ger
many, when a trend toward democratization be
came evident in a number of capitalist countries in
Europe, the CP of Turkey sought to make use of this
and looked for opportunities for legal work. The
communists, in particular, headed the movement
for the re-establishment of trade unions which the
government had disbanded in 1925.

However, we did not succeed in preventing the
opportunist elements from splitting the legal
working-class movement. In 1946, two indepen
dent socialist parties emerged: the reformist
Socialist Party of Turkey, and the Socialist Working
Peoples’ and Peasants’ Party (SWPPP), based on
communist principles. In addition, the CP of Tur
key was unable fully to combine legal and clandes
tine forms of activity, and our party cadres working
in the SWPPP found themselves without adequate
security. The CP of Turkey felt the consequences of
this most keenly when the ruling circles stopped
playing their ‘game of democracy’ and in December
1946 banned political parties, trade unions and
other organizations.

In that trying period, the CP of Turkey did not lay
down its arms. It came out against the consolidation
of the position of U.S. imperialism in the country
and its involvement in NATO, vigorously warning
the public against the dangers ofTurkey’s participa
tion in the war in Korea started by Washington.
Turkey’s communists aroused the progressive and
democratic forces to the struggle for peace and for
friendship with the socialist countries.

The imperialist powers kept intensifying their
pressure, and in 1952 Turkey joined the North At
lantic bloc. Three years later, its ruling circles pro
posed in order to please Washington, the establish
ment of the Baghdad Pact, which was to provide
NATO with a pontoon in its advance into the Mid
dle East. The bilateral military agreement with the
United States, converted Turkey into a bridgehead
for preparing an aggressive war against the Soviet
Union and other socialist countries.

This foreign-policy orientation on the govern
ment’s part intensified the reactionary content of its
domestic policy. Under pressure from the right
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wing circles, the Majlis enacted a new law introduc
ing the death sentence aimed against communists,
and fighters for peace, democracy and progress. Our
party suffered heavy losses and lost many of its
leaders.

In face of repression and persecution,, the com
munists took an active part in the people’s struggle
against the Bayar-Menderes clique. This struggle
led to success: on May 27,1960 the anti-democratic
regime fell. It was succeeded by a government that
was forced to re-establish some democratic rights.

But the communists were unable to make full use
of the improvement of the political climate. The
party was too weak. It did not succeed in re
establishing its organizational structure swiftly
enough after the damage done to it by the blows of
the bourgeoisie. Nor were sufficient measures taken
to set up a ramified illegal network.

The situation was further complicated by the fact
that the Communist Party was heavily pressured by
the right and ‘left’ opportunist trends which at that
time emerged within the legal section of the
working-class movement. The greatest danger was
posed by the growing influence of trends advocat
ing the ideas of ‘Turkish socialism’ and ‘humane
socialism,' denying the vanguard role of the work
ing class, and pinning all their hopes on leadership
by the intelligentsia and the military.

One cannot, of course, neglect the important
positive phenomena either. Thus, in February 1961,
the Workers’ Party of Turkey (WPT) was set up on
the initiative of a group of trade-union leaders. In
1962, it was joined by progressive intellectuals. The
communists supported the WPT, because it spread
socialist ideas, took a democratic stand and called
for a consistent anti-imperialist policy. The pro
gressive movement in the country was on the rise.

Realizing that it was impossible to cope with the
mounting struggle of the working class by observ
ing a ‘democratic decorum,' the reactionary mili
tary overthrew the government in March 1971.
Many progressive and democratic organizations,
including the WPT, were outlawed’. Soon, a state of
emergency was introduced over a large part of the
country.

This produced new conditons in which we were
substantially aided by our past experience, espe
cially since objective and subjective prerequisites
were then ever more intensively maturing for
strengthening the positions of the working people
and raising the working-class movement to a new
stage. The numerical growth of the industrial pro
letariat and the sharpening of the class contest were
a key consequence of the accelerating monopoliza
tion of the economy.

At the same time, the harsh situation created by
the military authoritarian regime showed even
more fully how limited the Communist Party’s
potentialities were if it did not rely on a clandestine
organization. Having reached this conclusion, the
CP of Turkey proceeded to make a serious analysis
of its activity. Changes were made among the party
leadership in 1973. In January 1974, the party pub

lished the first issue of its underground central or
gan, the newspaper Atilim.

A draft Program and Rules were prepared by the
CPT Central Committee. The establishment of
underground organizations at home, at the enter
prises in the first place, was defined as the main
task. The Communist Party scored considerable
successes in the political education of those who
had entered its ranks from other organizations in
search of a new type of internationalist party. It
became a young and militant party, with workers
making up 60 per cent of its members.

In 1977, the CPT held a clandestine national con
ference, which approved a new Program and Rules
and confirmed the composition of the party’s gov
erning bodies. Its Leninist unity was further con
solidated by the Plenary Meeting of the CPT Central
Committee which was held last May. It showed that
the Communist Party now operates throughout the
whole country. It fully expelled a small sectarian
group which wanted to split the ranks of the party.
The Plenary Meeting declared the party’s ideologi
cal, political and organizational consolidation to be
the chief task in this year of the CPT’s 60th anniver
sary.

All the political forces in Turkey are now faced
with this unequivocal choice: either to support the
anti-popular policy of the national and foreign
monopolies, or to join in the struggle for the
people’s vital interests and freedoms, and against
the growing imperialist hegemony and threat of
war. The CPT has repeatedly declared that it is
prepared to take joint action with everyone who is
prepared to fight the repressive regime and the
monopolies’ drive. We regard unity of action as the
prerequisite for the establishment of a national
democratic front.

The Communist Party takes a realistic approach
to the question of its potential allies. Among them
are aboveall the two other parties of the proletariat—
Workers’ Party of Turkey (WPT) and the Socialist
Workers’ Party of Turkey (SWPT), the Kurdish Rev
olutionary Democrats, and rank-and-file members
of the Republican People’s Party (RPP), which is a
member of the Socialist International, especially
those of them who belong to its left wing.

When deciding on their relations with other
working-class parties, the communists’ prime as
sumption is that their cooperation with these par
ties is of crucial importance in bringing about the
unity of the working class. That, as everyone
knows, is the key prerequisite for the success both
of the movement for a democratic front, and of the
struggle to fulfil our strategic tasks.

In seeking to extend and consolidate our contacts
with the Kurdish Revolutionary Democrats, we
have consistently stood up for the Kurds’ right to
self-determination. We believe that the granting to
them of territorial autonomy within the framework
of a united democratic state set up in the course of
an advanced democratic revolution would be the
fairest solution of the.Kurdish national question.

As for the prospects for the communists’ coopera
tion with the RPP, no strategic alliance with that 
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party is conceivable so long as it is led by the rep
resentatives of the right-wing oriented upon the
interests of Turkish and foreign monopolies.
Nevertheless, it could and should be involved in the
struggle for democratic rights. We intend to work
vigorously for unity of action with the RPP on con
crete issues, while seeng to it that the social strata
which constitute its basis should not entertain any
empty illusions. Our duty is to expose tirelessly the
RPP leaders’ conciliatory policy.

In the present conditions, the task of setting up a
mass legal united party of the working class to fight
shoulder to shoulder with the Communist Party of
Turkey, which is forced to operate in the under
ground, tend to acquire special importance.
However, there are still some obstacles on the way
to this, including prejudices among some leaders of
the working class movement.

The strengthening of our party is of great impor
tance for uniting the working class and for the suc-

tihxe economy works
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Planning a Socialist Economy
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cess of the policy of establishing a national demo
cratic front. Only a strong Communist Party can en
sure a victory for the revolutionary strategy and
tactics. That is why the Political Bureau Report to
the May 1980 Plenary Meeting of the CPT Central
Committee said that the task of preparing the mas
ses for an advanced democratic revolution ‘can be
successfully fulfilled only by a mass Marxist-
Leninist party closely allied with the people. In this
sense, the further strengthening of the CPT is the
slogan of the 60th year of our existence.' Today we
urge the working people: ‘Strengthen the Party, join
the CPT!’

Correct tactics in the struggle has now acquired
tremendous importance. We seek to make full use of
the legal opportunities, to stand up for them and to
extend them. At the same time, the communists
vigorously resist any attempts to forget that in Tur
key’s conditions clandestine activity has the crucial
role to play.

Genuine revolutionaries are seasoned by the rul
ing class’s terrorism, violence and arbitrary judicial
acts. But these produce an urge to accept the
bourgeoisie’s curbs among those who are under
petty-bourgeois influence. The communists reso
lutely condemn the time-serving which springs
from fear of repression. They have shown by their
struggle that they will not be intimidated and will
not retreat in face of the enemy’s onslaught, how
ever fierce it may be.

We do not believe ourselves to be bound by the
anti-democratic bourgeois laws. This is especially
true today when Turkey’s ruling classes ceaselessly
create fresh obstacles to our legal activity. Neverthe
less, in the recent period the CP Turkey has scored
some marked successes, so proving that in Turkey's
conditions the invigoration of legal work depends
on whether the party has a clandestine organization
to rely on.

The communists of Turkey are invariably among
the fighters for a stronger unity of the international
communist movement on the basis of loyalty to
Marxism-Leninism and proletarian inter
nationalism. The achievements of the Soviet Union
and of the whole world socialist system in building
a new world, the experience in the struggle of the
CPSU and the international communist movement
as a whole are a revolutionary example which to us
is an inspiration and an inexhaustible source of
strength.

The Communist Party of Turkey sprang from the
flames of our people’s national liberation struggle
against the imperialist occupation, and under the
impact of the ideas of the Great October Revolution
and the struggle of the proletariat of Russia. Its
emergence was a historic necessity, for develop
ments required the establishment of a mass rev
olutionary party capable of consistently and stead
fastly standing up for the interests of the working
people, above all of the nascent Turkish proletariat.
For six decades now, these historical roots, con
stantly growing stronger and branching out, have
fed our party, helping it to grow, gain in stature and
strength.
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Courage and optimism in the
dark night of fascism
Samuel Behak
Representative of the CP of Uruguay on WMR

The public is familiar with imperialism’s far-reach
ing operation that began with a coup in Brazil in
1964 and culminated in the Chilean tragedy. The
coup in Uruguay (June 1973) was part of this stra
tegic operation even though it had its own
peculiarities.1

A national characteristic of Uruguay stemming
from economic and social factors is that the level of
mass struggles has always been high. Public life has
long been characterized by democratic traditions.
They developed during the struggle for indepen
dence and are part of the legacy of our national hero,
Jose Gervasio Artigas.

An unrelenting struggle by the Marxist-Leninist
vanguard, especially in the quarter-century preced
ing the coup, bore fruit. There was a powerful labor
movement with one trade union center, the Na
tional Convention of Workers, closely linked with
the Federation of University Students of Uruguay
and, what is very important, with progressive intel
lectuals. This unity, forged in numerous joint ac
tions in defense of the people’s interests, freedoms,
and national sovereignty, provided a solid basis for
the Broad Front, which came into being with the
wholehearted support of the masses. Led by Gener
al Liber Seregni, an outstanding patriot, the Broad
Front grouped the communist, socialist, and Chris
tian Democratic parties, the Left Liberation Front,
some sectors and leaders of both traditional bour
geois parties (the Blancos and Colorados), and
uncommitted civilians and military. It also had the
backing of thousands of revolutionary young
people and intellectuals who approved of the
armed operations of the ‘urban guerrillas.'

This, then, was the social, economic, and politi
cal situation when the coup was accomplished. The
immediate reaction to the coup was a 15-day gen
eral strike. Revealingly, neither of the traditional
bourgeois parties backed the coup. This put its
stamp on all subsequent developments and was a
sign of the strong political isolation of the dictator
ship, an isolation from which it cannot break out to
this day.

By the time the coup took place, the revolutionary
democratic movement had gained a great deal of
experience.2 Over a long period marked by sharp
class struggles, the Communist Party of Uruguay,
founded 60 years ago, was fulfilling a task that it is
continuing today, in spite of the fascist regime.
What we mean is that the party did and continues
doing its best to operate openly at all levels, being
aware of the need to lead the masses along the least
painful path (to the extent that the circumstances 

allow). At the same time, knowing that a peaceful
revolution is most unlikely in Latin America, the
party has always prepared itself for the most diverse
forms of struggle and trained internationalist cadres
closely linked, with the masses. As the party has a
solid ideological foundation, it is a mass party if the
size of the population is borne in mind.3 In 1957 it
charted its program on scientific principles. It has
done much to educate its members and the Com
munist Youth League.

Of tremendous importance in this connection are
the theoretical writings and ideological work of
Rodney Arismendi, First Secretary of the CPU, Cen
tral Committee, and also of another prominent
Marxist, Jose Luis Massera (now a prisoner of the
dictatorship), and a group of CC comrades who
provide collective leadership. El Popular, the par
ty's daily newspaper and our chief vehicle of prop
aganda and instrument of organizing and educating
the masses, plays a big role.

The coup was a severe test for the party.
Developments since then have shown that the CPU
was sufficiently mature and trained, both organiza
tionally and ideologically, to face this change with
out panicking or losing its links with the people,
and to show flexibility when the situation de
manded it.

T wo hours after the news of the coup, the workers
called a general strike and occupied the factories.
We have said that this heroic action, which
paralyzed the country, lasted 15 days. The NCW
showed strategic foresight by calling it off as soon as
it was clear that the dictatorship could not be
brought down.

However, the end of the strike did not mean that
the movement came to a standstill, let alone fell
apart. Taking advantage of the fact that the dictator
ship was in social and political isolation and unable
to consolidate its positions at once, the workers,
students, middle strata and the Broad Front ad
vanced the slogan ‘Not a day of respite for the
dictatorship.’ Every means of struggle was used
while the new authorities hesitated to resort to fas
cist terror.

The regime tried to end its isolation and make
two important resistance forces — the trade unions
and the universities recognize its ‘legitimacy.’ The
authorities outlawed the NCW and reorganized the
trade unions to put obedient leaders at their head.
For the same purpose they conducted controlled
elections for university management bodies, more
over, voting was made compulsory in the hope of 
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winning the ‘silent majority.’ However, the opposi
tion was the winner in both cases.

Two years after the coup, the regime saw that
opposition was still growing, massive, and taking
the most diverse forms while the popular support
the regime had hoped for remained a piece of wish
ful drinking. This prompted it to embark on repres
sion and more repression; it banned all public activ
ity, imposed police control, closed public organi
zations. and arrested thousands of people. But all
these measures failed to break the resistance of the
people. With its very existence threatened, the re
gime tried harsher measures. In October 1975, it
carried out a nazi-type repression operation remin
iscent of the Pinochet putsch. It jailed, tortured,
murdered, spirited away or forced into emigration
thousands of fighters, mostly communists and
members of the CYL, NCW or BF.

The party regards October 1975 as the beginning
of the dictatorship’s switch to fascist methods, as
marking a ‘coup within a coup.’ The brutality of the
fascists knew no bounds, as world opinion is well
aware.

It is important to note that the regime hasfailed to
achieve its main goal, namely, putting the CPU and
other revolutionary forces out of action for a long
time. On three occasions in seven years — De
cember 1973, October 1975, and February and
March 1979 — the regime announced that it had
‘ended Marxism for all time’ and ‘imprisoned the
core of the clandestine apparatus.’ True, massive
repression dealt us heavy blows. But in all three
cases it only took a few days or weeks for the party’s
underground paper, Carta, to resume publication,
and we can say the same about the reappearance of
the newspapers of various mass organizations, and
about leaflets and graffiti. This was evidence that
the party and CYL were at their posts, that they were
alive and fighting.

It is only the powerful ideological weapon of
Marxism-Leninism that enables the communists to
bear up under terror and torture and safeguard the
movement against new blows. None but a well-
organized and trained party can hold out against
fascist barbarity without disintegrating.

There are some other things to be borne in mind.
First, the massive terror begun in October 1975 was
evidence that the repressive machinery was well
prepared technically and well informed. Second,
the movement and the party failed to react effec
tively to the avalanche of repressive measures.

The mistakes that were made and that we analyze
critically and constructively underscore the
heroism of the party’s leaders and rank and file.
Experience has shown that the switch from exten
sive activity in conditions of legality to strictly
clandestine work is always difficult and takes a
high toll. Due to the fascist takeover, we had to pay
this price, still pay it and are likely to pay it in the
future if we reduce underground work to effort by
closed, isolated groups. The party must maintain its
bonds with the people, lead their struggle in condi
tions of legality or illegality, seek an alliance with 

democratic forces, and participate vigorously in
public life.

The unshakable revolutionary spirit of the com
munists, who replaced the fallen, helped the party
to make up fast for its losses and preserve its
organization.

Resistance is no longer limited to proletarian and
revolutionary sectors. What alarms the fascist re
gime most of all, as the CPU and BF have repeatedly
pointed out, is that an alliance of democratic (or
non-fascist) forces can prevent the consolidation of
the regime and then overthrow it. No party or social
force can singlehandedly accomplish either task.
Hence the imperative need for anti-dictatorship
unity on a larger scale than the BF.

The regime is casting about for a legal, constitu
tional justification of its existence. Rent by
contradictions, unable to solve the country’s social
and economic problems, isolated at home and con
demned abroad, and alarmed, like its U.S. masters,
by the revolutionary processes in Nicaragua and
Iran, it is trying to provide itself with a facade of
respectability. But even these attempts to white
wash the image of the dictatorship have sown dis
cord among the top-brass, among those who favor
limited democracy and rabid fascists advocating
ruthless terror.

Ever since February 1979, the levers of power
have been held by advocates of a tough line. How
ever, the pressure being put on the regime is so
strong that it has had to agree to the plan of political
institutionalization announced earlier. This plan
provides for a constitutional plebiscite in 1980 and
a general election in November 1981.

Uruguay’s fascists have two strategic goals. One
is to destroy or divide the progressive forces
through sustained repression and by forming yel-
low.trade unions. The other is to get the traditional
parties to subscribe to the dictatorship’s program,
that is, agree to the introduction of a fascist Con
stitution in whose drafting and open discussionthey
cannot participate, and to the banning of the
Broad Front and all political activity.

Both projects have failed so far. The regime has
been unable to destroy the progressive forces or
form yellow unions. Nor has it succeeded in win
ning over any political groups that could raise the
prestige of the institutional plan. Furthermore, this
plan has lately been criticized by many public
figures, lawyers, and even spokesmen of the regime.

What are the chances of finding a way out of the
situation in Uruguay?

The Broad Front has reacted to the fascist plan by
demanding a general amnesty. This demand, if met,
would pave the way for the country’s democratiza
tion, the restoration of trade union and political
rights and freedoms, and then the resumption of
political activity by the various parties. Moreover,
the Front has stressed the need to implement the
program of national renaissance which envisages
the solution' of problems arising from the present
acute economic crisis4 and deformations in public
life. Our party supports these demands and is wil
ling — to the extent that this will depend on it and 

52 World Marxist Review



on the working class — to enter into an alliance
with all who oppose the dictatorship.

The formation of the Democratic Convergence
Group last April was a momentous development.
The Group was brought into being by exiled
Uruguayans representing diverse democratic cur
rents, including the traditional parties and the
Broad Front. It has stated that ‘while not represent
ing the above organizations and trends formally, it
expresses the sentiments of the vast majority of the
nation’ and intends to contribute to the
'coordination of the action of political currents
cooperating in the struggle for democracy in
Uruguay.’

The workers, students, and the masses generally
are stepping up their struggle for urgent demands.
The working people and their vanguard show
increasing determination and staunchness. Every
action in support of economic demands assumes a
political, anti-dictatorial dimension and may result
in an outbreak of popular unrest.

Before long all this will reveal how far the armed
forces, the regime’s sole pillar, are united or dis
united. We must not discount the fact that their top
is torn by sharp contradictions even though the
ultras have got the upper hand for the time being
and have so far been able to make the rank and file
toe the line by means of repression and political
provocation.

The communists want to safeguard the people
against further suffering. We are working with rev
olutionary zeal and perseverance to unite all anti
fascist forces, and we declare that the struggle will
not end until the dictatorship is finally defeated. We 

have never renounced legal methods of struggle but
neither have we ever imagined that victory would
be easy.

Cuba, which has been free for twenty years now,
Nicaragua with its victorious.popular rising, a Cen
tral America that is getting too hot for its oppressors,
and a Latin America that defeated counter-revolu
tion in the early 1970s all hearten us in our struggle
and serve warning on imperialism and the
oligarchy.

In celebrating the 60th anniversary of their party
in this fascist night that is so dark for our people,
Uruguay’s communists look to the future with con
fidence.

1. Politically, these peculiarities were that, involved in
the conspiracy and prodded by the military, the President
of the Republic established a dictatorship, which, unlike
its Chilean counterpart, did not immediately crack down
on the opposition.

2. In the course of what we call the ‘mustering of class
forces’ —begun in 1958 — the party and the masses joined
in bitter class battles that went as far as bourgeois legality
permitted. Political groups, trade unions, and other mass
organizations became more militant, social legislation
was improved under the impact of the working people's
struggles, and the NCW, FUSU, BF and other organi
zations grew more united. In foreign policy, the
Uruguayan people supported revolutionary Cuba and
heroic Vietnam and took a stand against imperialist acts of
armed intervention; they combined these actions with
their own fight for complete national liberation.

3. Uruguay has a population of about three million.
4. In 1979, inflation in Uruguay stood at 84 per cent,

real wages dropped by at least 50 percent against 1971, the
foreign trade deficit rose to 56 per cent, and the external
debt increased by more than 35 per cent in a single year.

Inexhaustible potential
Milos Jakes
Presidium Alternate Member,
CPCz Central Committee

RESOLVING THE FOOD PROBLEM
IN SOCIALIST CZECHOSLOVAKIA

For a long time the state of agriculture in the
socialist countries has been a favorite subject of
warped reporting by bourgeois propaganda. The
ideological slant of this sort of reporting is obvious:
our adversaries laud private enterprise as the ever
lasting and only effective incentive of economic
progress, thereby giving the impression that the
economy is void of inn er motive forces. But practice
is the ultimate criterion of truth. Socialist society’s
inexhaustible potential is exemplified by, among
other things, the development of agriculture in
Czechoslovakia.

Outlining the key orientations for the building of
the new society in our country, Klemerit Gottwald
said at the Ninth Congress of the CPCz in 1949:
‘Without the countryside's transition to socialism
we shall not have socialism in our country.’ It took
the party ten years to carry out this task, whose
socio-economic and political significance is ines
timable. The complex revolutionary process, ac
companied, especially at its initial stage, by a sharp
class struggle, by clashes with internal and external
reaction, radically remoulded the life of our
countryside and the work, way of thinking, life, and
culture of the rural population.

In urging peasant proprietors to join agricultural
producers’ cooperatives of their own free will, the 

September 1980 53



party was guided by the basic ideas in Lenin's
cooperative plan and by its attentive analysis of the
vast experience gained by the collective-farm
movement in the USSR. Needless to say, the spe
cific forms of organizing production, remuneration
for labor, and the functioning of cooperative democ
racy were developed in accordance with the con
ditions prevailing in Czechoslovakia, a country
with a fairly high level of industrial and agricultural
production. When the cooperatives were formed,
account was taken of the fact that in Czecho
slovakia, as in other European countries that em
barked upon the building of a new society after the
war, the socialist revolution did not involve the
nationalization of the land. Today the socialist sec
tor has 96 per cent of the nation’s farmland, of
which 65 per cent belongs to the cooperatives and
the remaining 31 per cent to state farms.

A large material and technical basis was built up
in agriculture with effective assistance from the
working class and the socialist state. This process
was significantly speeded up in the 1970s when we
went over to industrial methods in agriculture and
when, as a result of the huge scale of comprehensive
mechanization, chemicalization and use of scien
tific achievements there was a very tangible growth
of labor productivity.

Compared with 1948 the basic assets of agricul
ture increased more than 4-fold, and their character
changed dramatically. While 30 years ago there was
one tractor per 280 hectares (average) of arable land,
today there isoneper 49 hectares. But this compari
son does not give the full picture, because in recent
years there has been a growth not only of the
number of tractors and other machines but also of
their capacities.

With agriculture’s industrialization its links were
strengthened with the industries supplying it with
machinery, fuel, energy, mineral fertilizers, and
plant-protection chemicals, and processing the
output of the farms. About 60 per cent of the outlays
on the output of grain, meat, milk, and other pro
ducts now go into industrial services, this being
testimony of the considerable headway that has
been made toward forming a national agrarian
industrial complex and of the more marked social
division of labor that provides a solid material
foundation for the unbreakable alliance between
workers and peasants.

The qualitative re-equipment of Czechoslovaki
a’s agriculture in the 1970s predicated the need fora
further concentration and specialization of produc
tion. Each of the 1,776 cooperatives now has ap
proximately 2,500 hectares and each of the 162 state
farms has an average of 8,900 hectares of farmland.
We regard this as the optimal size under present-
day conditions, for it allows specializing most
profitability in the output of specific products. Any
further increase in the size of enterprises will com
plicate management, and for that reason a further
concentration of production through the merging of
cooperatives or state farms is at present inexpe
dient.

In cases where the use of new machinery or the 

efficacy of investments still requires production on
a larger scale we are setting up associations of
cooperatives and state farms. At present they
number as many as 352. These associations produce
eggs, poultry, and pork, provide crop fertilization
and protection services, and handle construction
projects. Cooperatives are pooling resources for the
joint use of new machinery and the organization of
the drying and enrichment of feeds. By common
effort they are building large livestock-breeding
farms. But in these cases the government controls
the size of enterprises so that the process does not
overstep optimal boundaries and no threat of en
vironmental pollution is created. This ‘cooperation
of cooperatives' (or cooperatives and state farms)
covers a territory of between 20,000 and 30,000
hectares, in some instances entire administrative
districts. It allows-achieving a high level of actual
socialization of production without any further en
largement of enterprises.

All this has become the basis for the growth of the
productivity of crop farming and livestock
breeding. Compared with the 1960s, when the
cooperation of the countryside was completed, the
total farm output has increased by more than 60 per
cent (from 55,000 million to 85,000 million
korunas). In the same period the output of grain has
grown from 5,800,000 to 11,000,000 tons, meat
from 801,000 to 1,800,000 tons, milk from 3,700
million to 5,500 million liters, and eggs from 2,300
million to 4,700 million. The mainspring of growth
lies in intensification of production. Private peasant
households used to harvest an average of 20
centners of wheat per hectare; today our coopera
tives harvest upwards of 40 centners per hectare.
The output of meat per hectare of farmland has
grown from roughly 60 to 270 kilograms, and of
milk from 338 to 795 liters. Labor productivity has
increased 4.5-fold. In terms of per worker there are
now an average of eight hectares, i.e., three times
more arable land than prior to socialization. Today
every worker produces a sufficient quantity of food
to satisfy the present-day requirements of 17 per
sons. The countryside’s socialist reorganization has
released large reserves of labor for other branches of
material production: the number of people engaged
in agriculture has dropped by more than half.

The social status enjoyed by peasants has
changed beyond recognition. Delivered from
exploitation and backbreaking labor, they have be
come masters of their land and, like the working
class and other working people, look to the future
with confidence. The life of our countryside shows
how one of the basic aims of socialism, the erasure
of the distinctions between town and countryside,
is being achieved step by step. For its character
agricultural labor is becoming more and more iden
tical with industrial labor, and the social condition
of cooperated peasants is levelling up to that of the
workers. There has been a substantial rise of the
rural living standard, and a change in the way of life
of the peasants.

The cooperatives and state farms are doing much
to improve the living conditions of their personnel.
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During only the past ten years the latter have re
ceived more than 100,000 apartments. In fulfillment
of the National Front’s election program, the ag
ricultural enterprises together with national com
mittees are building water pipelines, roads, houses
of culture, children’s day-care centers, canteens,
medical centers, playgrounds, and sports facilities.
Concern is shown for cleanliness and environmen
tal protection in population centers.

Agricultural workers are active in socio-political
and cultural life. On a democratic basis they man
age the production activity of cooperatives, handle
questions concerning the social development of
their collectives, villages, and districts, and are
members of national committees and of the com
missions set up by these committees, and also of
public organizations. The interests of cooperative
members are championed by the Union of Cooper
ated Peasants.

In terms of per thousand of the population en
gaged in agriculture there are 26 persons with a
higher education, 85 with a secondary education,
and 220 with training at specialized vocational
schools. This is the result of the attention we are
giving to set up a ramified system of general and
professional training.

The changes in the countryside have given scope
for the creative abilities and initiatives of the
people. The scale of the emulation movement of
socialist work teams is convincing evidence of the
new attitude to work and to public property.

For us agricultural development is not an end in
itself but a means of satisfying the people’s demand
for high-quality foodstuffs. In terms of consumption
of basic products of animal origin Czechoslovakia is
among the leading nations in Europe: annual per
capita consumption is 84 kilograms of meat, 220
liters of milk and milk products, and 315 eggs. Here
we are drawing close to rational norms, and the aim
in the foreseeable future is mainly to enlarge the
assortment of meat arid milk products and improve
their quality. Consumption of eggs, fats, flour,
potatoes, and sugar has exceeded the medically
recommended norm by approximately 300 calories
a day; with the rationalization of the pattern of the
diet this consumption will evidently drop while the
quantity of vegetables and fruit in our diet will
increase.

The party’s 15th Congress (1976) set the strategic
task of gradually achieving complete self-
sufficiency in grain and increasing the share of local
production of basic foodstuffs. This is an objec
tively vital task springing from internal and exter
nal economic conditions. The events we have been
observing on the international scene in recent years
bear this out: the imperialist powers are trying to
use the food problem as a means of bringing politi
cal pressure to bear on socialist and developing
nations. One of the latest examples is the Carter
administration’s embargo on grain exports to the
USSR. The line toward self-sufficiency has nothing
in common with a striving for economic autarchy.
Far from excluding, it presupposes the expansion of
cooperation with other socialist countries.

The ways and means of successfully implement
ing our agrarian policy are set out in the resolutions
of the CPCz Central Committee’s 13 th plenary meet
ing in March 1979 and in the directives for the
seventh five-year plan. Self-sufficiency means mak
ing rational use of natural conditions and mobiliz
ing the potentialities of agriculture. The principal
orientation for agricultural development will be to
improve the balance between crop-farming and
livestock-breeding. We are planning an accelera
tion of the increase in the production of grain in
order to reduce grain imports from capitalist states.

Our aim remains to increase the grain output to
the maximum without any further extension of crop
areas, solely through a growth of the yield.
Moreover, considerable attention is being given to
the production of feeds, to the efficient use of
meadows and pastures (they comprise about one-
fourth of Czechoslovakia's land area). Also, provi
sion has been made for an expansion of local pro
duction of feed proteins, which is important for
increasing livestock productivity. At present our
industry is annually producing nearly 8 million
tons of such protein additives, but this quantity is
below the demands of agriculture.

Under the seventh five-year plan the output of
livestock-breeding is to rise by about 2 per cent
annually, and of bulk feeds by 13-14 per cent*
Moreover, by 1985 the food industry is to market
14.7 per cent more products and ensure uninter
rupted supplies for the population in accordance
with the requirements of a rational diet

To fulfil these tasks there must be a considerable
enhancement of the economic efficiency of agricul
ture and other branches of the agrarian-industrial
complex. This requires research and the mobiliza
tion of potentialities, an improvement of invest
ment policy, the saving of all kinds of resources, an
expansion of exports, and a reduction of imports.

One of the ways of achieving the targets set by our
party is to make prudent use of the land, which is
the principal means of production in agriculture. In
the next five-year period we are planning to build
irrigation systems on another 160,000 hectares and
drain 290,000 hectares of land. Supplies of mineral
fertilizers are to increase from 250 to 300 kilograms
per hectare of arable land. Specialized agro
chemical enterprises using high-technology
equipment are under construction. The intensifica
tion of plant-growing is also to be fostered by the
introduction of the highest-yielding crop varieties,
a reduction of harvest losses, and an improvement
of preservation and storage facilities. In livestock
breeding there is to be more large-capacity, live-
labor-saving technology and purposeful pedigree
stock-breeding.

In order to foster the productive application of
scientific achievements we have set up national
organizations that provide agriculture with seeds
and seedlings and recommend effective soil
cultivation and plant-protection methods. These
same organizations direct pedigree stock-breeding
and the reproduction of the livestock population,
offer recommendations on other questions, and 
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generalize and disseminate advanced expertise.
In promoting the development of agriculture's

material and technical resources, the party iden
tifies some basic orientations for each stage. Under
the next five-year plan attention is to be concen
trated on the comprehensive mechanization of
growing and bringing in crops as well as on the
conservation of feeds. In this connection it has been
decided to make large allocations for rural trans
port. The cooperatives and the state farms will get
some 10,000 specialized trucks (chiefly of the class
above eight tons) and various attachable, trailer,
and loading equipment. This will significantly in
crease the capacity of the transport fleet, save fuel,
reduce the required number of operatives, and so
on. Also, provision is made for the building of many
storage premises and processing lines. Machinery
is to be supplied in sets and only to those enter
prises that have the material and organizational
prerequisites for its effective utilization.

Our party attaches special significance to improv
ing planning, management, and material incentives
in agriculture. While reducing the number of direc
tive indices, we are enhancing the efficacy of
economic levers in order to achieve greater effi
ciency in production and eliminate excessive dis
tinctions in profitability due to soil and climatic
conditions. This also means using economic
methods of levelling up the profitability of indi
vidual kinds of products: for instance, the higher

. purchasing prices established in 1980 for meat and
milk will make animal husbandry more profitable.
Economic incentives are also given for higher qual
ity products.

Despite the indisputable advances, our agricul

ture still has many untapped potentialities. State
farms and cooperatives with the same or similar
natural conditions sometimes get disparate yields,
and the difference in livestock productivity is still
marked. The yields at almost one-third of the
cooperatives (which have 36 per cent of the arable
land) are below the national average. The main
reason for this is that enterprises are under
equipped and the training level of personnel, par
ticularly of management personnel, is different.

The fact that agriculture in Czechoslovakia now
boasts of large-scale industrial socialist production
and the striking changes that have taken place in
our countryside are evidence that the party is pur
suing a correct agrarian policy. They show that the
Leninist ideas of cooperation can be applied suc
cessfully in industrialized nations.

The Czechoslovak countryside’s transition to
socialism was headed by communists, who com
prise 14.5 per cent of the people engaged in agricul
ture. The party is providing every facility for the
politicakand professional training of cadres for ag
riculture. It requires communists not only to resolve
production questions but also create living condi
tions of a standard satisfying the people. The party
organizations are encouraging the people working
in the agrarian-production complex to show enter
prise and initiative and strives to enlist them more
broadly into production management.

The CPCz’s agrarian policy is aimed at steadily
improving the supply of food for the people and
placing agriculture in the service of socialist socie
ty’s further development. The successful im
plementation of this policy vividly demonstrates
the great potentialities implicit in the new system.
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AH Khavari
Political Bureau Member, CC, People’s Party of Iran
James West
Political Bureau Member, CC Communist Party of the USA

IRANIAN-AMERICAN DIALOGUE

The situation in and around Iran continues to be
tense. The USA has a massive naval presence off its
shores and the atmosphere is thi ck with the threat of
armed invasion, making the Persian Gulf region one
of the most volatile in the world.

The U.S. government and the media servile to the
imperialist monopolies are blaming Iran for this
inflamed climate, dating it from November 4,1979
when Islamic students broke into the U.S. embassy
in Tehran and took the personnel hostage. For its
part, Iran contends that the hostage problem is only
part of the wide-ranging Iranian-U.S. conflict gen
erated by decades-long U.S. imperialist rule of the 

nation that was held in the vice of the bloodthirsty
shah’s regime.

The causes and character of this conflict are
examined by representatives from the fraternal par
ties of Iran and the USA.
When aggressors speak of international law
Khavari: People want to know more of what is
happening in Iran. Why, they are asking, has the
mammoth propaganda and lie machine of the U.S.
and West European imperialists raised a clamor
over the revolution in my country? What lies at the
root of the Iranian-U.S. crisis? I think it would only
be fair to update WMR readers on how our two
parties assess the situation.
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West: You’re right. The U.S. administration and
imperialist media are telling the American people
that U.S. ‘vital interests’ are in jeopardy and that
there can therefore be no dialogue with repre
sentatives of the Iranian people, of the Iranian rev
olution, that the only solution is their uncon
ditional acceptance of American terms. The CPUS A
has made it clear from the outset that this is ill-
advised, that a dialogue is possible given the desire
to consider the problem comprehensively, without
prejudice.

Khavari: Comprehensively is the right word. For
nearly ten months U.S.-led world imperialism has
been tenaciously accentuating one element (the
American hostages issuejof the Iranian-U.S. crisis,
brushing aside the arguments of the other party,
and portraying that element as the sole cause and
core of the crisis. We are under no illusion that this
ploy of the imperialists, of the U.S. monopolies,
which had exploited the Iranian people for a quarter
of a century, is no more than a cover for a decision,
taken long before the seizure of the U.S. embassy in
Tehran, to go ahead with subversion against the
new' regime in my country and destroy the Iranian
revolution.

I’ll illustrate this with just one piece of evidence.
The Iranian authorities came into possession of a
secret memo sent by Carter's National Security Ad
viser Zbigniew Brzezinski on August 6, 1979 to
Cyrus R. Vance, who was Secretary of State at the
time.

In this document, made public by Iranian Presi
dent Abolhassan Bani-Sadr, Brzezinski wrote that
Carter had considered Vance’s message of July 18,
1979 setting out the administration’s priorities rela
tive to the political developments in Iran and had
decided that the Secretary of State’s priorities
should not go beyond the jurisdiction of the State
Department. The President felt that anything done
to influence the changes in Iran should be coor
dinated with the Defense Department, the CIA, and
other departments and agencies, taking into ac
count, where required, the views stated by the shah
of Iran at the last consultations with him.

The President had reaffirmed, the memo stated,
that since developments in Iran were unpredict
able, the USA should have contacts with the leaders
of all political organizations and currents without
exception, including ethnic and religious
minorities and extremist groups, capable of provok
ing armed resistance to the Khomeini regime. But
since this was a ticklish line of action, the President
was against any contact with religious and political
leaders, or with individuals from the ‘Khomeini
gang,’ or with members of the opposition among the
senior military in Iran without prior agreement
with the CIA Director. As the events in Iran de
veloped and in view of U.S. security interests, any
new recommendation should be forwarded to the
White House.1

This document, you will agree, leaves not the
shadow of a doubt that the U.S. had planned high
handed interference in the affairs of our yoqng re
public as early as last summer and shows its 

willingness to stick to the course marked out by its
most dependable surrogate, the deposed shah.

West: Many other documents may be cited in
support of this.

Kavari: Let me for a moment draw your attention
to the embassy and hostage problem.

Since early 1978 the scale of the mass actions had
demonstrated that the Iranian people were opposed
to the shah’s fiendish regime. But the USA went to
all lengths to keep him on the throne. You will
remember that on the eve of the revolution General
Robert Huyser was sent to Iran, where with the aid
of the so-called diplomats in the U.S. embassy he
directed the violence against our people and, at the
same time, tried to save the pro-U.S. regime with
back-stage bargains. Even after the revolution the
USA still hoped its agents would gradually redirect
events into the old channel, once again using the
U.S. embassy in Tehran as their headquarters. The
various spy paraphernalia, the huge number of
forged passports and visa seals, and also the docu
ments found in the U.S. embassy incontrovertibly
prove that it was the CIA’s center for espionage and
subversion against Iran and other countries in the
region.

In the face of the danger created by the actions
directed from that center Iranians decided to seize
their chief enemy's headquarters on Iranian terri
tory and present legitimate demands to the USA:

1. That it extradite the deposed shah and return
to Iran the wealth stolen by him.

2. That it cease its plotting and subversion
against the Iranian revolution.

3. That it acknowledge its responsibility for the
crimes perpetrated by the shah’s regime against the
Iranian people.

The response was that instead of complying with
these legitimate, lawful demands of the Iranian
people, the USA intensified its hostile actions
against Iran, using its propaganda machine to
spread the lie that international law and human
rights were being trampled in Iran. Moreover, the
USA posed as the victimized side championing
human rights, international law, and justice.

We are convinced that the purpose of this prop
aganda is to prepare world opinion for an attempt to
strike a death blow at the Iranian revolution. More,
the facts indicate that the relevant decision was
taken not after butlong before the seizure of the U.S.
embassy. U.S. imperialism is using the hostages
issue to camouflage its political, economic, and
military actions against Iran.

West; There is indeed a hostage problem in Iran.
But the big hostage question is not the one about
which the Carter administration and the com
mercial media have been frothing at the mouth. To
be sure, the seizure of the U.S. hostages is a viola
tion of international law and of the accepted norms
of conduct between nations. Still, the release of
the U.S. hostages could be brought about quickly
and bloodlessly, and a grave threat to world peace
removed, by Washington frankly facing up to the
responsibility for the situation that resulted in the 
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seizure of the U.S. embassy and hostages in the first
place.

This responsibility consists in the fact that U.S.
oil imperialism has held the Iranian nation of more
than 30 million people hostage for over a quarter of
a century. The manner in which this came about is a
clear, brazen example of state-monopoly capitalism
in action in the arena of foreign policy.

Let’s go back to the year 1953. The combined,
planned operations of the federal government led
directly by President Dwight D. Eisenhower and
Secretary of State John Foster Dulles with Allen
Dulles, the CIA Director, in field command from
Switzerland, and of the U.S. transnational oil
monopolies, of U.S. imperialism

— Brought about the downfall of Prime Minister
Mohammed Mossadegh, who had just received
99.4 per cent of the votes in a popular referendum;

— buttressed the hated shah on his peacock
throne with the CIA-created and trained secret
police, SAVAK; .

— blasted the way for ARAMCO2 into Iran and
shoved the British oil monopolies out of their dom
inant position into a junior partnership;

— paved the way for the lucrative sale of unlim
ited quantities of arms to the shah, which was
approaching the $100 billion mark at the time of the
national democratic revolution, and turned Iran
into a surrogate policeman for U.S. imperialism in
the Persian Gulf;

— encouraged the unleashing of a veritable reign
of terror against the people of Iran, resulting in tens
of thousands killed and hundreds of thousands
crippled;

— secured a base from which to spy upon and
plot agai.ist the Soviet Union, another link in the
chain of bases around the main bastion of the world
revolutionary process;

— and, as the pay-off, opened up a new area for
superprofits, bringing U.S. imperialism nearly $3
for every dollar invested in Iran.

The plot to make Iran hostage to U.S. neo
colonialism was masked behind the most hypo
critical cant, with claims of ‘saving Iran from the
Soviet threat’ and ‘from that communist, Mossa
degh,’ ‘making Iran safe for Islam and democracy,’
etc.

’ Kavari: You have very properly recalled the over
throw of the lawful Mossadegh government. It is an
eloquent example of the worth U.S. imperialism
places on international law. And it exemplifies how
brazenly it violates that law. It will be remembered
that on July 13, 1953 John Foster Dulles bluntly
stated that the USA could have no further dealings
with Mossadegh. The ‘crime’ of Mossadegh and his
government was that they pursued a policy in the
national interest, nationalizing Iranian oil that until
then had been the unchallenged domain of the im
perialist monopolies. This gave the USA its pretext
to walk in and apply its version of ‘international
law’ in Iran. At the time, 27 years ago, the American
journal Saturday Evening Post hailed what it called
the sure-fire actions of the CIA.

These amounted to a criminal coup orchestrated 

by the U.S. government with the involvement of the
CIA. This cold-blooded operation was directed by
the U.S. ambassador in Iran, Loy Henderson, Dul
les, Rockefeller, the CIA resident Kermit Roosevelt,
and the U.S. General H. Norman Schwartzkopf (ad
viser to the Iranian gendarmerie).

We want the world to know the price the Iranian
people had to pay for these sure-fire actions of the
CIA and the application of ‘international law,’ U.S.-
style, in Iran.

Immediately after the coup tens of thousands of
Iranian patriots were thrown into prison and sub
jected to inhuman torture. Thousands were shot.
All freedoms were trampled and all progressive
political parties and organizations were brutally
suppressed.

Once more Iran was turned into a preserve of the
monopolies. The oil vampires were given the green
light to pillage Iranian oil. Iran became im
perialism’s policeman in our region. During only
the last five years of the shah’s regime $20,000 mil
lion were spent on armaments. And this in a coun
try where two-thirds of the population were illiter
ate and people were dying of starvation and disease.
For the bulk of the population medical assistance
was out of reach either because it was too expensive
or simply because it was unavailable.

The USA imposed over a thousand unequal
treaties on Iran. More than 40,000 U.S. advisers had
extra-territorial rights, enormous sums of money at
their disposal, and direct control of all aspects of the
nation’s life, above all the army and SAVAK, the
secret police.

The U.S. monopolies, as you have noted, placidly
raked in a net profit of $3 for every dollar invested.
Iran belonged to U.S. imperialism lock, stock and
barrel.

West: The ensuing history of U.S. domination is
as grini and sordid as its beginnings. SAVAK,
which can rightly be considered the Iranian branch
of the CIA, helped to keep the impoverished Iranian
masses hostage to the oil monopolies. It engaged in
espionage operations against neighboring coun
tries, spied on and harassed Iranian students and
nationals in the USA and other countries, and main
tained close liaison with the Zionist secret agency
against Arab liberation.

The truth about the ruthless, murderous, iron-
heel trampling of human rights and life in Iran soon
became known world-wide. In the United States
there was widespread recognition of the shah’s role
as the tyrannical tool of the U.S. oil companies and
as a corrupt ruler, whose so-called reforms resulted
in amassing great personal wealth robbed from the
people. Outcries found their way into Congress and
the mass media, including a number of books.
Courageous mass activities by Iranian students in
the USA also contributed to the expulsion of the
shah.

The imperialist elite became increasingly
alarmed at the growth of anti-shah feeling in the
USA and abroad. It saw its vital interests
threatened. A noteworthy view of this was given in
the influential Washington Post, which wrote in an 
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editorial that ‘there are not many subjects in world
politics more touchy than the voracious U.S. appe
tite for other countries’ natural resources and U.S.
pressure for more production at lower prices.’3 The
U.S. imperialists are accustomed to thinking the
world belongs to them. This mentality was referred
to in this same editorial, which wrote: 'The Justice
Department seems to be saying that when foreign
governments deal with U.S. companies, they be
come part of the U.S. economic system.’

This attitude of regarding the world as the private
preserve of monopolies is a built-in feature of
monopoly psychology embedded in state-mono
poly capitalism. It is this attitude that is basically
responsible for calling forth the national revolution
in Iran and its by-product of U.S. hostages in the
seized embassy.
Hostage to oil imperialism no more
West: The old game of‘Who lost...?’ is now being
played in the USA. This game is played after every
defeat of U.S. imperialism: Who lost Cuba? Who
lost Vietnam? Who lost Nicaragua?, etc. The effort
to avoid the onus of responsibility in the Iranian
crisis has become a factor in the Carter-Reagan con
test for the presidency.

Carter, out to prove he could be just as tough as
Reagan, acted in a near-irrational way. The hair
brained abortive military rescue attempt, which
plainly jeopardized the lives of the hostages, was
only the tip of the iceberg. Beneath it lurked the
plan for the overthrow of Ayatollah Khomeini. It
was doomed to fail in any event, for 1980 is not
1953.

No amount of blame-placing for the ‘loss’ of Iran
(for the U.S. companies, of course) can hide the face
that the responsibility for the conflict, including the
seizure of the embassy lies with U.S. imperialism in
general and the Rockefeller oil-big banks combine
in particular. Behind all the carrot-and-club man
euvers and misadventures of the Carter administra
tion stand 50 U.S. big banks, insurance companies,
and pension funds. According to statistics uncov
ered by Corporate Data Exchange, these hold the
controlling interests in the 38 largest oil and energy
conglomerates.4 They robbed the Iranian people
and today continue robbing the peoples of other
oil-producing nations.

The people of the United States are also victims of
this insatiable oil profit appetite. The price of gaso
line has more than doubled in the last decade. The
blame for this robbery of the people’s pockets is
being put on the OPEC countries and on Ayatollah
Khomeini in particular, who has been singled out
by the monopolist media as the target of jingoist,
chauvinist hatred. But it is precisely the U.S. com
panies that have been withholding oil in order to
jack up prices. The American people also have to
pay higher taxes to make up for the ‘oil depletion
allowances’ the government grants the oil com
panies, thereby reducing the taxes paid by the latter.
To these extents, the oil companies also hold the
American people hostage.

Khavari: This is true. Every day brings further 

affirmation of Carter's irrationality. Although the
U.S. military gamble against Iran last April5 turned
into a fiasco, U.S. imperialism has by no means
abandoned its aggressive intentions. Nourreddin
Kianouri, First Secretary of our party’s Central
Committee, has warned that the imperialist
brigands are planning further strikes at the revolu
tion in Iran.

At a press conference in May Carter claimed that
since the USA was the main victim in the conflict it
could, under international law, have recourse to
any means, which signified that military force, if he
felt it was necessary, was not a closed option.6

The world remembers U.S. imperialism’s reading
of international law in the face of the just struggle of
the Vietnamese, Cuban, Dominican, Chilean, and
other peoples. As regards Carter’s assertion that the
USA is the victim, the facts both of us have men
tioned speak for themsplves.

Iranian President Bani-Sadr has justifiably noted
that what the USA wants is not the release of the
hostages but the destruction of the Iranian revolu
tion.7 In reply to the question whether Carter was
aware that by arousing the resentment of the Iranian
militants he was risking the lives of the hostages,
Warren-Christopher, Assistant U.S. Secretary of
State, replied that U.S. national interests stood
above the lives of the hostages.8

West: More, the hostage issue is being used as a
smokescreen behind which subversion and military
intervention are being planned not only in Iran but
throughout the Middle East.

Incontrovertible evidence of this planning is that
long before November 4, 1979 steps were taken to
ensure and enlarge the U.S. military presence in the
Indian Ocean and set up a network of U.S. strong
holds in that area despite the clearly-expressed will
of the littoral nations to turn the Indian Ocean into a
peace zone. Also, this is proved by the formation of
a rapid deployment force for — the Pentagon is
making no secret of it — punitive operations in the
Persian Gulf. Lastly, this is seen in the Carter ad
ministration’s unseemly role in triggering a tense
situation around revolutionary Afghanistan.

The traditional false and vocal anti-Soviet cam
paign accompanying all these actions makes it
crystal-clear that the military-industrial complex is
bent on setting the USA and its allies on a course
toward armed gambles.

Khavari: Let me add a few details to what you
have just said.

The USA proclaimed economic sanctions against
Iran, froze $8,080 million in Iranian assets in U.S.
banks, and sent more than 30 warships to Iranian
waters. Aboard the U.S. aircraft-carriers in the Per
sian Gulf are hundreds of fighter-bombers poised
for strikes at installations in Iran. A 100,000-strong
rapid deployment force likewise waits for
Washington’s orders to attack the Iranian people.

The USA is expanding its military facilities on
Diego Garcia in the Indian Ocean, has obtained the
use of bases in Oman, Kenya, and Egypt, and is
conducting talks toward the same end with
Somalia. Imperialism claims that these are ‘defen
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sive' actions taken to safeguard the ‘vital interests’
of the USA and its NATO allies. But who are they
safeguarding themselves against in our region?
What purpose is being served by this concentration
of military strength, by the enlargement of existing
and the building of new military bases? Why is
military pressure on Iran accompanied by the un
leashing of an undeclared imperialist war against
revolutionary Afghanistan?

Imperialism’s hired hacks shamelessly charge
the Soviet Union with having created a threat to our
region, alleging that it is seeking an outlet to warm
seas and control of the world’s biggest oil-
producing area. This is a standard gambit and the
communists are all too familiar with it.

However, in the past few years the peoples of our
region have likewise learned much. As regards
these ‘vital interests,’ we know they are the interests
of the imperialist oil monopolies. Carter wants to
defend them against the region’s peoples, who are
squaring their shoulders in a powerful anti
imperialist movement. Imperialism thinks it can
intimidate them. It is using the propaganda inven
tions about a ‘Soviet threat’ and the hysteria over the
hostages as a cover for U.S. military expansion in
the Persian Gulf, for the U.S. drive to militarize the
Indian Ocean.

West: The American people, too, have learned a
lot during these years, especially after the war in
Vietnam. Despite the torrents of lies poured out
daily against Iran, ostensibly over the hostage issue
but in reality directed at the revolutionary changes
in your country, there is growing concern among
the people of the United States due to the reckless
course of the Carter administration and the fear he is
playing with fixe in a sea of oil. The smell of oil has
taken on the smell of a nuclear welt threat. The
people sense a real danger. An indication is that
Carter’s standing in the public opinion polls as of
early June has fallen to the low point it held last
autumn — before he attempted to exploit the hos
tage issue and the eVents around Afghanistan.

Voices of sanity are being heard and receive a
growing response. For example, Close-Up, organ of
the Coalition for a New Foreign and Military Poli
cy,9 writes in its spring 1980 issue:

‘The past six months have been a critical period
in the development of U.S. foreign policy. The U.S.
response to the events in Iran and Afghanistan ap
pear to signal a new and more dangerous period in
international relations. The Right hag characterized
the crisis in the Persian Gulf as a result of U.S.
military weakness plus the Soviets’ move to take
advantage of that weakness. This argument fails to
understand the roots of the problem and does not fit
the facts ...

‘First, massive U.S. arms and military aid could
not keep the shah in power or guarantee U.S. access
to Iranian oil. No amount of military might can
enhance the credibility or stability of a government
that does not have the support of its own people.
Second, U.S. military intervention could not free
the hostages or forestall similar events in the future.
The general principle is that in Iran, as in Vietnam, 

the problem is not a lack of military might. Many
international problems are simply not amenable to
military solutions.’

Khavari: It would be hard- to dispute these con
clusions. It is to be hoped that within the next few
months they will begin to be shared by ever larger
sections of opinion in the USA and other capitalist
countries. I should like to underline the sig
nificance of the role the communists have to play in
promoting such comprehension. In Iran we are stat
ing our stand to the people in the clearest terms
possible, despite the innumerable difficulties.

On April 27 of this year our party's Central Com
mittee declared: ‘The People’s Party of Iran is con
vinced that the U.S. military aggression on Iranian
territory10 is part of a wide-ranging and extremely
dangerous conspiracy against all the achievements
of the Iranian revolution, against the existence of
the Islamic republic. Its aim is to restore the crimi- .
nal, piratical domination of U.S.-headed world im
perialism in our country.’" Our central newspaper,
Mardom, wrote on May 13: ‘The USA wants Iran,
not the hostages!’

This is a pipe dream of the monopolies. The rev
olutionary Iranian people will never give their coun
try to imperialism.

West: In the USA we have also clearly defined our
stand. Our party stresses the urgency of a speedy,
peaceful solution which can free the hostages and
avert the danger of a thermonuclear holocaust.
Campaigning as the party’s candidate for President
of the United States, General Secretary Gus Hall
wrote in an article published in The New York
Times on May 28, 1980:

'Neither a tricky, mumbled diplomatic “apology”
or John Wayne-type military adventurism will re
solve this fateful crisis. What is required is bold and
decisive action of a radically different sort — a 180
degree turn in Washington’s policy toward Iran.’12

Primarily it requires that the United States
government once and for all come to terms with the
fact that Iran has experienced a great national
democratic revolution. Whatever its internal prob
lems, Iran is a sovereign nation no longer ruled by
the torture regime of a shah and SAVAK. It is a
nation that will never again suffer a shah serving as
gendarme over the Persian Gulf and its oil treasures
for the benefit of foreign monopolies.

This means that Pentagon and CIA plans for overt
or covert intervention in Iran must be definitely
shelved. Iron-clad assurances of non-intervention,
must be publicly given.

In the opinion of our party, some specific steps to
implement such assurances might include the fol
lowing: withdrawal of all United States naval and
military forces from the waters adjacent to Iran;
lifting all sanctions on Iran; unfreezing Iranian as
sets held in United States banks and returning to
Irarf the vast sums taken by the shah and his entour
age; resumption of normal diplomatic relations;
ending all government harassment of Iranian stu
dents and other Iranian nationals now in the United
States; opening negotiations for a nuclear-free zone
of peace in the Persian Gulf area.
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There should also be a report, or white paper, by a
joint Senate-House committee reviewing the ac
tions of the oil and banking interests and the CIA in
respect to Iran since 1952. Links of the former shah
and his embassy officials to various members of
Congress and other government officials should be
placed on the public record. Such a document
would set the record straight.

These steps would represent a decisive break
with the Rockefeller-Kissinger-Brzezinski reaction
ary, pro-oil monopoly policy pursued by our
government. Such steps would lay the basis for the
prompt release of the hostages. Further, they would
assure normal trade relations, including unim
peded flow of oil from the region.

‘Most important,’ Gus Hall said, ‘such steps
would defuse a time bomb that could explode into a
thermonuclear war. The whole world would heave
a gigantic sigh of relief.’13

Khavari: The facts thus make it clear that Iran is
not to blame for the crisis in its relations with the
USA, for the tension in our region. The key to a
settlement of the conflict lies in meeting the legiti
mate demands of the Iranian people. Our people,
who have risen to fight for independence and free
dom, want to maintain relations with all nations,
relations resting on mutual respect. It is Qur view
that there is no issue that cannot be settled peaceful

ly. But the Iranian people will no longer tolerate
interference in their affairs and stand prepared to
repulse imperialist aggression.

1. Mardom (central newspaper of the People’s Party of
Iran), April 24, 1980.

2. ARAMCO is owned by Standard Oil of California (30
percent), Standard Oil of New Jersey (30 percent), Texaco
(30 per cent), Socony Vacuum (10 per cent). The Rocke
feller interests thus have the lion's share of ARAMCO.

3. Reprinted in International Herald Tribune, De
cember 12, 1979.

4. International Herald Tribune, June 28,1980.
5. This is a reference to the attempt to take a U.S. strike

force into Tehran with the purpose of rescuing the hos
tages and, at the same time, paralyzing the republic’s
nerve centers and killing its leaders. — Ed.

6. Mardom, May 13, 1980. Another step by U.S. im
perialism in this direction was the attempt at a coup in Iran
with the aid of its agents in that country. The conspiracy
was discovered on July 10 and hundreds of its participants
were arrested. — Ed.

7. Mardom, April 29, 1980.
8. Ibid.
9. This Coalition consists of 41 national peace, religi

ous, and other organizations and groups.
10. See footnote 5.

‘ 11. Mardom, April 28, 1980.
12. New York Times, May 28,1980.
13. Ibid.

Lessons of a thousand days

Orlando Millas
Member, CC Political Commission and Secretariat,
Communist Party of Chile •

TENTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE CHILEAN REVOLUTION

On September 4,1970, Salvador Allende, candidate
of Popular Unity — a coalition of six left-wing poli
tical alignments holding disparate ideological
views — won the presidential elections in Chile. On
November 3 he became head of government. In
between these two events there was a sharp struggle
for state power (the Allende majority was not abso
lute). Action by the working class and other working
people assumed impressive proportions. In fac
tories and universities, and in urban neighborhoods
and rural communities supporters of democratic
government, some of whom belonged to the right,
backed Allende. But reaction had no intention of
beating a retreat.

Although General Rene Schneider, commander-
in-chief of Chile’s armed forces, who abided
scrupulously by the Constitution, was assassinated,
his successor, General Carlos Prats, mobilized the
armed forces in defense of the law. Reaction found
itself in isolation. In-Congress Allende was. sup
ported not only by the Popular Unity MPs but.also 

by the Christian Democratic MPs, which meant a
total of more than two-thirds of the electorate.

Nevertheless, the battle went on. The con
spirators went to all lengths to prevent a people’s
government from coming to power. It has been
proved that the threads of the conspiracy led to the
transnationals exploiting Chile and that these, in
turn, collaborated with the State Department, Pen
tagon, and CIA. The insurgent gang led by General
Roberto Viaux, who had ordered Schneider's mur
der, was funded and armed by the U.S. Embassy in
Santiago. The operation against Allende was under
the personal direction of U.S. Secretary of State
Henry Kissinger.

Chile’s democrats frustrated this conspiracy and
many more. Large progressive sections of the popu
lation united in the course of a persevering struggle.
Awareness of the need for revolutionary change
was gaining ground.

Another favorable factor was the changed situa
tion on the world scene, where the role of the forces 
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championing socialism, democracy, peace, and na
tional independence had grown. The Soviet Un
ion’s successes in the struggle for detente rein
forced the courage and optimism of peoples. The
victory of the Cuban revolution had opened a new
stage in the Latin American national liberation
movement. In the late 1960s and early 1970s there
were further socio-political changes, such as the
assumption of power by military governments in
Peru, Bolivia, and Panama committed to progres
sive reforms, the formation of the Campora and
Peron governments in Argentina, and the consoli
dation of the Broad Front in Uruguay.

It was in that context that the Communist Party of
Chile, which had evolved a precise concept of the
revolutionary process, set its sights on uniting all
democratic forces on the basis of the steadily grow
ing militancy of the masses. The communists at
tached great importance to labor strikes, the occu
pation of vacant lots for house-building, the seizure
of land by peasants, the organization of street dem
onstrations, better day-to-day work in residential
associations, municipalities and parliament, assis
tance in putting a university reform into effect, and
vigorous promotion of cultural activity. This in
terpretation of the requirements of the revolution
ary process was prompted by a scientific analysis
of real ity, by a study of the contradictions in Chilean
society and the peculiarities of these contradic
tions, the situation that was shaping, and lastly, the
pressing tasks in the struggle against imperialism,
the oligarchy, and the land ownership system.

Working-class unity and an alliance of the work
ers with the masses in town and countryside, the
petty bourgeoisie, middle strata and intellectuals
were indispensable for the success of the revolu
tion. In the political sphere, especially in the rela
tions between parties, this social concord found
expression in the formation of the Popular Unity
bloc. It also manifested itself in joint action with the
Christian Democratic Party, particularly in support
of the agrarian reform, against General Viaux’s at
tempt at a coup in 1969, and in defense of the law
and the constitutional decision nationalizing the
copper mines. In October 1970, a joint Pact of
Democratic Guarantees was signed and the election
of Salvador Allende to the presidency confirmed.

The Chilean revolution lasted a thousand days.
The word revolution frightens the vacillating and
faint-hearted. Yet it was thanks to the revolution
that the nation's leadership was taken over by forces
capable of restoring Chile’s riches to its people.
These forces wrested the big copper industry from
U.S. imperialism without compensation,
nationalized the ferrous metals and cement indus
tries, and converted saltpetre, iron-ore, and coal
deposits into public property. They transferred 16
banks to the state thus placing them in control of 90
per cent of credits, and nationalized 70 textile mills,
breweries, and electrical engineering, chemical,
and metallurgical plants. They completed the agrar
ian reform, making 5,500 landed estates the collec
tive property'of peasants.. They achieved nearly
100-per cent attendance at school by children in the 

6-14 age group, gave the people the possibility of
participating in every sphere of government, and
secured an unprecedented cultural upsurge. As a
result, industrial output doubled and the share of
wages in the national income rose from 49 per cent
in 1959-1964 and 51 per cent in 1965-1970 to 62.8
per cent in 1972.

Both the achievements and the mistakes of the
people’s government provide extremely valuable
lessons for the future.

The Allende government always saw its mission
in serving the people. It did everything to this end
and its every step met the interests of the masses.
The anti-imperialist and anti-oligarchic changes
carried out by it were intended to democratize the
country. It was a truly popular government immune
to the pressure of reaction. Nobody will deny this.

Allende remained loyal to his commitments to
the people. Founder of the Socialist Party, he fought
for its unity, for a socialist-communist alliance, for
joint action by the left-wing parties, and for the
unity of all popular forces. Of course, his political
position differed from the Communist Party’s. But
as Luis Corvalan has said, he was at one with the
communists regarding the need for an ‘uncom
promising struggle to ensure that the working class
and the people as a whole won positions of power.'
Allende was ‘a great enlightener of the masses, who
advocated the ideas of social transformation,’ a
‘consistent champion of world peace, a friend of the
socialist community, above all of the Soviet Union,
Cuba, Vietnam, and the German Democratic Repub
lic.’1

Allende demanded of the government led by him
measures to undermine the positions of U.S. im
perialism and the clans of finance oligarchs and big
landowners. He reacted with dignity to victory and
defeat alike. ‘President Allende’s exemplary con
duct,’ Fidel Castro wrote, commenting on Allende’s
death, ‘morally destroyed Chile’s fascists, for they
underrated him, imagining that he would board a
plane, would submit to force. They were quite
confident that this was what would happen. What
crushed and infuriated them was President Al
lende’s attitude, his bravery, his integrity, his
heroism, his dignity, his readiness to fight there and
then against all tanks and guns and planes, for he
knew that he was defending a banner and a cause,
even though the fight for that banner and that cause
was going on in most unfavorable and difficult con
ditions. But he knew that he had to defend them,
even at the price of his life.’2

The local finance oligarchy, aided and abetted by
imperialism, took vengeance by imposing fascist
terror, which has not subsided for seven years. This
is not the first time a revolution has been drowned
in blood; but setbacks only make the people more
determined to fight on and they always draw useful
lessons from them as they prepare for imminent
class battles.

Doing one’s highest duty by defending the rev
olution is an imperative, a law of the class struggle.
Under the same law a victorious counter-revolution
stages a bloodbath and commits the worst excesses.
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Where social reforms carried out at a certain mo
ment are not consolidated and then years of regress
come and the reforms are abolished, reaction begins
to avenge itself brutally all along the line. However,
this vengeance is a far cry from cases in which a
truly popular revolution is defeated. ‘The civiliza
tion and justice of bourgeois order,' wrote Marx,
commenting on the atrocious suppression of the
Paris Communards, 'come out in their lurid light
whenever the slaves and drudges of that order rise
against their masters’ (Karl Marx and Frederick En
gels, Selected Works, Vol. 2,p. 235). But in the same
period, at a time of the most savage repression,
Marx stated: ‘Working men’s Paris, with its Com
mune, will be forever celebrated as the glorious
harbinger of a new society’ (ibid., p. 241).

Indeed, no counter-revolution can stand up for
long against a people fighting with determination.
’Now,' wrote Lenin at the height of counter
revolution in Russia, ‘the tsarist autocracy has been
restored, the feudal lords are reigning and ruling
again, the workers and peasants are everywhere
being crushed down again, everywhere the Asiatic
despotism of the authorities and infamous mal
treatment of the people prevail. But these hard les
sons will not have been in vain. The Russian people
are not what they were prior to 1905. The proletariat
has taught them to fight. The proletariat will bring
them to victory’ (Coll. Works, Vol. 16, p. 304).

The Chilean revolution was based Both on an
in-depth analysis of the domestic situation, the
structural crisis which our country was going
through as the dimension of the class struggle grew
at the international level, and on the alignment of
social and political forces, and the role of the work
ing class and its allies in the struggle for democracy
and socialism.

The basic provisions of the Popular Unity pro
gram adopted in 1969 had been advanced by the
Communist Party of Chile at its Tenth Congress
(1956).

‘Although the Communist Party of Chile has had
a temporary setback,’ writes Alexander Sobolev, a
Soviet scholar, ‘the theoretical works of the party
and its distinguished leader, Luis Corvalan, are
among outstanding Marxist-Leninist works thanks
to their content, clarity, keen discernment of the
substance of social processes, and profound
generalizations. A knowledge of these works, of
their conclusions, which reflect current problems of
the class struggle, has already had — and is likely to
continue to have an invigorating influence on
analyses of new problems of the working-class
movement. The Chilean revolution has been tem
porarily defeated, but the immense experience of its
preparation and accomplishments, the changes
brought about by it, and the rapid modifications of
the alignment of class forces at its various stages,
and the lessons of its setbacks are of great interna
tional significance.’3

We know of the tendency of some anti-fascists,
disheartened by the defeat of the Chilean revolu
tion, to accentuate its miscalculations. They con
sider that calls for socialist construction and other, 

seemingly quite radical, slogans should have been
put forward from the first as immediate tasks.

We also know the attitude of those interpreters of
the drama in Chile who believe that the weakness
was in ignorance of the general laws of revolution
ary processes or, at any rate, in lack of desire to
apply them.

Here is, however, what Edward Boorstein, an
American economist who closely followed the
course of the Chilean revolution, has to say: ‘One
must be careful in" talking about mistakes. Many of
the “mistakes” attributed to the Chilean revolution
aries were not mistakes at all. Some writers have
accused the Chilean leaders of the most outlandish
things — failure to understand the elementals of
Marxism-Leninism, the problem of the state, the
need to arm the people, etc. Such criticisms are
worse than useless; they sow confusion. They tell a
great deal about the lack of understanding of those
who make them and nothing about the Chilean
leaders. These leaders were Marxists, people tested
in long years of practical political struggle. They
knew the elementals and far more. If the problems
had been half as simple as some of the critical writ
ers describe them, these leaders would have solved
them ten times over. Mistakes were made, but on an
altogether different level. To truly understand the
mistakes, one must first understand the difficulties
— why the easy, formula-like solutions presented
by some critics were not possible.’4

Life has shown — witness earlier and present-day
revolutionary processes (meaning Ethiopia,
Nicaragua, and Afghanistan in the latter case) —
that socialism can be achieved not by launching
radical appeals but primarily through sustained
and courageous struggle by a united people and by
winning to the side of the revolutionary forces a
popular majority actively seeking social change.
From this point of view, the substance of political
leadership is to dialectically investigate reality,
make scientific generalizations, and follow a prin
cipled class policy.

We consider that as far as the Chilean people are
concerned, the most valuable lesson of the 1970-
1973 period is the conclusion that the working
people’s life and the form of government can be
transformed through revolutionary mass struggle
and not through conciliation with reaction or
through acts of terrorism. Another fundamental les
son closely connected with the first is that partial
gains or even the assumption of power are not
enough. It is necessary to democratize society from
top to bottom and abolish anti-democratic institu
tions. And the important thing is that the drama
experienced by millions of Chileans when the issue
of freedom was one of life and death revealed the
attitude of every party and every organization.

To quote our General Secretary Luis Corvalan,
Chile’s communists ‘have never tried to impose
their experience on anybody. But the experience of
every party belongs to all. It is part of the armory of
international experience.... Although the Chilean
revolution was drowned in blood we consider that
our defeat does not rule out the possibility of a 
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peaceful road in a number of countries. At the same
time, we infer from our experience that the general
laws of revolution operate under any circum
stances, whatever the road.’5

The general laws of class struggle and revolution
and their operation under definite circumstances,
under this or that set of distinctive conditions, also
found reflection in Chile, where mass action was
the decisive factor. This is very important to us as
communists. What matters is not the Chilean
people’s mistakes but the greatness of what they
accomplished. This is not to say that we conceal our
own miscalculations; the Communist Party has
earnestly and self-critically analyzed its mistakes
and does its best to avoid them in new situations.
We do not deny our responsibility, for the vanguard
must pursue a correct policy in alliance with forces
that do not subscribe entirely to our line but are
willing to fight the common enemy.

Unity of the people and unity of the leadership
are basic elements in a revolution. Reaction under
stood this better than some members of the Popular
Unity government. By focussing attention on con
tradictions between parties and advocating every
form of anti-communism, it contrived to split the
working-class and popular movement and provoke
differences among democrats. This proved fatal to
the revolutionary process. The problem of forming
a united revolutionary leadership cannot be solved
voluntaristically: it requires a definite coincidence
of program provisions and strategic objectives. As
this coincidence was lacking, right- and ‘left’-wing
opportunism came to play an important part; it tried
to influence the Popular Unity government in order
to undermine its ability to repulse the
counter-revolution.

‘It should be clear,’ said Luis Corvalan at a meet
ing of the CPC Central Committee in August 1977,
‘that had our party been much stronger, much more
effective theoretically, ideologically, and political
ly, the situation would certainly have been differ
ent, for in that case we would have been or become
the acknowledged vanguard of the working class
and the people as a whole in those days. As a matter
of fact, this is perhaps one of the most crucial les
sons that we must draw in order to build a bigger
and qualitatively better party.’6

What made the Chilean revolution instructive
was not only its positive aspects. Other revolutions,
such as the Sandinista revolution, which went
further than ours, took account of both its gains and
its temporary setbacks. For instance, the ill-advised
approach of some people to the alignment of forces
among Chile’s military, and the impossibility or
inability to influence the position of the armed
forces, served as a warning.

In seven years of fascist rule in Chile, all the
problems that the revolution wrestled with have
gone from bad to worse. They have acquired new
aspects, become even more grave, and are ag
gravating the antagonistic contradictions in Chi
lean society.

Fascism has made a shambles of the economy. It
uses a recipe of the Chicago school, a neo-liberal 

economic policy turning'Chile into a country with a
glittering facade and garish show-windows, and
this misleads part of the population. A small group
of well-to-do people feels happy; it is the social
mainstay of the fascist regime. Besides, a consumer
mentality and illusions affect many more people,
misleading them and influencing their behavior.

However, the real consequences of fascism’s
economic policy are being felt more and more
strongly. Imperialist domination is increasing, as
suming the character of unrestrained neocolonial
ist plunder. The concentration and centralization of
capital are giving the monopolies profits from ex
tended reproduction that had earlier gone to other
business sectors. Two clans of finance oligarchs
own more property than the rest of the bourgeoisie.
As the economy is deformed and dislocated, the
regime has to import capital goods and large quan
tities of raw materials. Dependence has become in
herent in the system. „

Practically one-fourth of the workforce is un
employed; over one-third of the production
capacities is unused; investments make up only
half the average for Latin America; and inflation
runs at 40 per cent annually. Output indices have
fallen short of those under the Popular Unity
government. The housing shortage is growing in
creasingly more acute, urban development is in
adequate, and the balance of trade and payments is
unfavorable to say the least. Import of consumer
goods is twice as great as that of capital goods and
the external debt is growing at a rate of $4 million a
day. Some spheres of culture have been paralyzed
or have declined, the working class is grpwing
poor, and numerous members of the middle strata
have been ruined. All this has been caused by the
terrorist dictatorship of the more predatory sections
of local finance capital propped by imperialism, a
dictatorship with arbitrary rule, corruption, and
crime as its hallmarks.

Concentration of capital leads inevitably to con
centration of labor; the demands of the core of the
industrial proletariat coincide with those of work
ers in transport, construction, and commerce, the
new agricultural proletariat, workers in the forest
industry, agrarian-industrial complexes-and the
services industry. The proportion of ruined mem
bers of the middle strata is on the rise. The big clans’
use of management methods of dependent state
monopoly capitalism is prejudicing the interests of
the overwhelming majority of Chileans, including
numerous members of the bourgeoisie and land
owners and even of the monopoly groups unin
volved with the fascist clique. All over the country,
an anti-fascist national unity is urged. Within this
unity the working class would be the chief force and
diverse social and ideological currents would oper
ate from their own positions.

Great credit is due to Chile’s left for preserving its
unity in the face of fascism. The Popular Unity bloc
is still there. It comprises the Communist, Left
Christian, Radical and Socialist parties, MAPU7
and the Worker-Peasant MAPU Party. There are
trends toward a realignment of the bloc’s member 
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parties. As for the communists, we are interested in
left unity and a more dynamic Popular Unity poli
cy. We uphold the cohesion of the bloc not because
of its name but because it groups political forces
whose mission is to carry out the revolutionary
tasks left by the government of President Allende.

In the years of fascist terror the Chilean people
have shown a high degree of political awareness;
they have learned much and gained a better grasp of
the problems facing the country. They are in a mili
tant mood. The opposition comprises Popular Un
ity, the CDP and other forces. The military junta is
ruling by violence but action by the people as a
whole is in the making at the grass-roots. Demo
cratic unity reaches beyond parties. The Catholic
Church sides with the people; it has identified itself
with fascism’s victims and so has an important role
to play in the future of the nation. Labor unions are
setting an example of action and paving the way for
advance. Women and young people are important
contingents in the struggle of our nation, whjch has
the sympathy and support of world opinion.

Ten years after the memorable days of 1970, the
Chilean people are experiencing new repressions
but the struggle for freedom is mounting. The forces
that will honorably carry forward the historic cause
of liberation are growing. The thousand days dur
ing which the Popular Unity government was in
power are becoming more and more a living
stimulus and radiant example for all who are in
volved in the people’s struggle.

1. El Pleno de agosto de 1977 del Cornite Central del
Partido Comunista de Chile. Ediciones Colo-Colo, 1978, p.
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2. Fidel Castro, Beatriz Allende, Homenaje a Salvador
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3. Preface to M. Kudachkin Chile: La experiencia de la
lucha por la unidad de las fuerzas de izquierda y las
transformaciones revolutionaries. Moscu, 1978, p. 8.

4. Edward Boorstein, An Inside View ... Allende’s
Chile. New York, 1977, p. X.

5. Op. cit., p. 26.
6. Op. cit., p. 38.
7. Popular Unity Action Movement.

Grenada: on the road .
to people’s democracy
W. Richard Jacobs
Grenadian Political Activist, Professor at the University
of the West Indies

The revolution of 1979 gave the people of Grenada
their first-ever freedom and sense of national digni
ty, and brought them the possibility of building a
new society governed by justice. More than two
centuries of British rule and almost three decades of
a pro-imperialist dictatorship are now a thing of the
past.

Grenada’s history is one of unrelenting struggle
against slavery, exploitation, and poverty, against
the arbitrary rule of a colonial power. In this strug
gle there have been many bitter setbacks, but there
also have been important advances. In 1951 popular
unrest compelled London to give Grenada limited
internal autonomy. ‘ «

This was precisely when Eric Gairy, a trade
unionist, was in the leadership of the popular
movement. Using the confidence of the people, he
took over key offices in the self-administration
bodies, and then betrayed his people, who were
demanding liberation. He gained personal control
over the local administration, the Grenada United
Labour Party, and the Grenada Manual and Mental
Workers’ Union, and steered a course toward col
laboration with the British authorities.

The Gairy government openly declared that it

Grenada is situated in the most southerly of the Wind
ward Islands and includes the southern half of the Gre
nadines, the largest of which is Carriacou. It has an area of
344 square kilometres and a population of 115,000. 

was opposed to communism, would cooperate with
the ‘Western democracies,’ and would place the
nation on the foundation of ‘free’ enterprise. The
GULP sometimes gave the nation’s other pro
imperialist organization, the Grenada National Par
ty, intermittent stints in office, but there was no
essential change in the policies of the ruling circles.
They did not change even after Grenada was given
the status of a West Indies Associated State in 1967.
These policies led to the enrichment of the oligar
chy, an intensification of neo-colonialist exploita
tion, and growing pauperization of the masses.

At first the resistance of the workers was spon
taneous. But gradually, due to the persevering ef
forts of advanced workers and progressive seg
ments of the petty-bourgeoisie and intellectuals, the
conditions were created for meaningful action
through the trade unions, public organizations, the
press, the cooperative movement, and so on. This
resulted in the emergence of two left political
organizations —Joint Effort for Welfare, Education
and Liberation led by Unison Whiteman and the
Movement for the Assemblies of the People with
Maurice Bishop at its head. In 1973 these two
groups came together and became known as the
New Jewel Movement. This produced the vanguard
capable of directing the actions of the people and
invigorating their struggle for their rights.

Apprehensive lest these developments take a
dangerous turn, the British, in collusion with the 
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local oligarchy, decided to grant independence to
the nation with the reins of government firmly in
Gairy’s hands. They hoped this would heighten
their puppet’s prestige, subvert the revolutionary
movement, and consolidate the neo-colonialist
regime.

The British decision evoked a storm of indigna
tion. The NJM mobilized thousands of people to
protest. But the government responded with more
brutalization. On November 18,1973 six NJM lead
ers were arrested and imprisoned. This triggered a
general strike. The wave of strikes and demonstra
tions gathered momentum; their participants de
manded Gairy’s immediate resignation. However,
even with all this evident popular opposition Gairy
became Prime Minister after Grenada was pro
claimed an independent nation within the British
Commonwealth on February 7, 1974.

The formal withdrawal of the British had no fun
damental effect. Grenada remained a dependent
satellite economy tied into the imperialist network.
The only new element was that U.S. neo
colonialism entrenched itself more firmly.

Economically, Grenada was one of the most
backward nations in the Caribbean: on the eve of the
revolution average per capita income did not ex
ceed S280. The economy was entirely dependent on
a few items of export (nutmeg, bananas, cocoa
beans, and copra) and on the tourist industry. Only
8 per cent of the able-bodied population (according
to statistics for 1970) were employed in industry
and crafts.

Agriculture was in the hands of a small group of
38 landowners linked to the big capitalists. In 1975
they owned 31 per cent of the crop area. The big
landowners were oriented on exports, having had
no interest in producing food for the home market.
This agrarian country was unable to meet even half
of the population’s food requirements because of its
one-sided export specialization.

The tourist industry was controlled by a few
transnationals. They imported all the equipment for
hotels and for the servicing of tourists. The tourist
centers were in fact alien enclaves in the Grenadian
economy. At least four-fifths of the revenue from
the tourist industry was remitted abroad.

The serious difficulties experienced by the
economy did not worry Gairy. His concern was
chiefly to satisfy the interests of his imperialist pa
trons, increase his personal fortune, and reward his
stooges. Fiscal accountability was unheard of, and
corruption and arbitrary rule flourished.

While Gairy and his myrmidons became mil
lionaires, allocations for social services were re
duced to a bare minimum. Hospitals had insuf
ficient doctors and nurses and were short of
medicines; even sheets were unavailable for beds.
School buildings fell into disrepair, and there were
no school-books for the pupils. In 1974 the Gairy
government stopped paying its contribution to the
University of the West Indies.1 In 1978 only three
Grenadian students attended the university under
government sponsorship.

Violence thrived. To suppress opposition, any 

manifestation of protest, Gairy devised a multi
stepped system of repressive organs: army, police, a
special police, and a personal guard (Mongoose
squad). To assert his power he made use of super
stition, declaring that God had appointed him to
rule Grenada, and his henchmen spread the fable
that God was punishing his enemies.

On the international scene Gairy pursued an
openly pro-imperialist policy, cooperating with the
most reactionary regimes — the fascist Pinochet
junta, the South Korean dictator, the South African
racists, and the Israeli Zionists. To get closer to the
core of U.S. imperialism, he repeatedly offered a
military base to the USA.

He combined buffoonery with an ultra-reaction
ary foreign policy. While ignoring humanity’s re
ally urgent problems, he routinely asked the UN
General Assembly to investigate the issue of
Unidentified Flying Objects.

NJM activists were tireless in their efforts to
explain the situation to the population, and cam
paigned against all the vices of the Gairy regime —
corruption, grovelling to imperialism, mysticism,
cruelty. In the campaigns against the rotten regime
use was made also of the weekly newspaper pub
lished by the NJM. Holding meetings, rallies and
talks among small groups the NJM mobilized work
ers and peasants, students and the middle segments
for participation in strikes and demonstrations.

At the 1976 parliamentary elections the NJM,
which acted in alliance with other opposition
forces, won the support not only of the workers but
also of a large segment of the middle strata. With the
Gairy ’democracy’ falling apart, the authorities had
recourse to outright manipulation. Nevertheless,
the opposition won six of the 15 seats in parliament.
But, on the whole, these elections made it clear that
no democratic reforms could be achieved by
parliamentary means.

Government policy alienated a steadily growing
number of people. Even the bourgeoisie turned
away from Gairy. The objective factors for the
emergence of a revolutionary situation took shape
in the country. By its intensive educational cam
paign, its advocacy of a revolutionary ideology, and
its efforts to unite its own ranks, the NJM helped to
create the subjective conditions for that situation’s
development. Armed detachments led by the NJM
Political Bureau rose in revolt on March 13, 1979.
The military barracks of the Gairy army were cap
tured. The radio station was taken over and the
masses were called upon to support the insur
rection. Thousands of people responded. Within 12
hours the revolutionary forces were in firm control
of Grenada and power passed to the people’s
government.

Grenada became a nation welded together by the
alliance between the workers and peasants, with all
segments of the population, except the pro
imperialist bourgeoisie, participating in the run
ning of the country. In keeping with the principles
of people’s democracy and anti-imperialism, this
nation pursues a socialist orientation.

The Assembly of the People’s Revolutionary
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Government consists of representatives of all strata,
except those that had discredited themselves by
undisguised collaboration with the Gairy regime. It
meets regularly to propose and discuss legal meas
ures to ensure the further development of the rev
olution. The Cabinet is the principal executive of
policy.

The ruling New Jewel Movement comprises ad
vanced elements of Grenada’s society. The party
adheres to the ideas of scientific socialism and the
principles of democratic centralism. The NJM is
now the sole organized force with real influence
over the masses. This devolves on it the tremendous
responsibility of involving the entire people in the
revolution.

The People’s Revolutionary Government has
given all workers the right to join trade unions of
their choice, and within the first year of the revolu
tion 90 per cent of the workforce had become
unionized — an increase of 40 per cent over the
pre-revolutionary figures.

Our gains are guarded by the People’s Revolu
tionary Army and the People’s Militia. These are
composed of persons from the working masses who
had taken up arms to uphold their government
against all of the intrigues of Gairy, the imperialists,
and their accomplices.

The immediate aims of the revolutionary gov
ernment are to give the people access to education,
invigorate economic life, and provide the popula
tion with food and employment.

The very first year of the revolution witnessed
noteworthy achievements. Tuition fees have been
significantly reduced at primary and secondary
schools. Schoolchildren receive free lunches and
milk. The elementary school curriculum has been
revised and the teacher training program has been
extended. A Center for Popular Education has been
established to implement a national literacy pro
gram. There is now a vocational training institute.
The number of our students studying at the Univer-
sity^of the West Indies has grown from three to 109.

Despite the colossal difficulties and the attacks of
imperialism, the Revolutionary Government has
dramatically alleviated the economic situation. In
1978 Grenada had a budget deficit of 4,000,000 East
Caribbean dollars,2 but as early as at the close of
1979 it had a budget surplus of 2,600,000 East
Caribbean dollars. Exports of nutmeg, copra,
bananas, and cocoa-beans have gone up 26 percent.

The pattern of agriculture is being changed to
resolve the food problem. More land is being
planted to food crops. Considerable attention is
being given to the fishing industry, which is being
provided with modern ships.

It is planned to place the tourist industry on a
sound footing and make it a major contributor of
funds for economic development.

The government is expanding its construction
program. The most important project is an inter
national airport. Under construction with fraternal
assistance from Cuba this airport will substantially
improve communication with other countries and
allow us to host more foreign tourists.

The government is therefore taking steps to open
up as many more jobs as possible. Steady economic
development — particularly the growth of agri
culture, the tourist industry, and construction — is
creating the conditions for solving this problem.

The National Import Board has been established
to ensure the import of food and regulate food
prices. The National Commercial Bank, formed
after the revolution, controls the nation’s finances
and the operation of foreign banks. These new
government agencies have helped to cut the in
flation rate.

The international factor is a major element in
fluencing the development of the revolution. This is
particularly apparent in a small country like Grena
da. Our people were able to accomplish and con
solidate the revolution, bringing down the neo
colonialist Gairy regime, only because of the
changed world balance of strength in favor of social
progress and the liberation movement, because the
Cuban revolution had altered the situation in the
Caribbean in direct proximity of the USA. ‘Cuba,’
Maurice Bishop said at the Havana Non-aligned
Conference, ‘is now the best example of what
socialism can do in a small country for health, edu
cation, employment, for ending poverty, prostitu
tion, and disease.’ Small wonder that Cuba has be
come an inspiring example for the revolution in
Grenada and then its faithful ally.

With an exemplary display of proletarian inter
nationalism, Cuba is providing outstanding assis
tance in hydropower development, medicine,
higher education, adult literacy, fisheries, forestry,
transport, cultural organization and sports.

Since the triumph of the revolution, Grenada has
broken off diplomatic relations with Chile, South
Korea, and South Africa, and has developed close
relationships with the socialist world and the na
tional liberation movements. It is now an active
member of the non-aligned movement. Today Gre
nada can be counted upon to give unqualified sup
port to the Palestine Liberation Organization, the
POLISARIO Front, the governments of Afghan
istan, Vietnam, and Kampuchea, and the revolu
tionary forces of Namibia, South Africa, and Puerto
Rico. Indeed, all peoples fighting for peace, justice
and socialism can count on Grenada’s support

The progressive domestic and international
postures adopted by Grenada are irritating the im
perialists. Diplomatic pressures began to be brought
to bear from the very first day of the revolution.
Imperialism did not confine itself to diplomatic
pressure. Since the triumph of the Grenadian rev
olution several CIA-orchestrated plots have been
uncovered. Their purpose was to assassinate the
leadership of the People’s Revolutionary Govern
ment and the New Jewel Movement and cut short
democratic reforms. It has become an integral part
of CIA policy to subvert and destabilize the nation’s
economy. Shortages of prime necessities are being
created artificially, fiscal sabotage is rife, and tourist
travel is restricted. The U.S. and West European
press has started a vocal campaign in order to dis-
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credit the policies of the People’s Revolutionary
Government.

These attacks are a typical example of the U.S.
policy of ’punishing’ nations that have opted for
independent development. But behind the Grena
dian events one must see the peculiarities of the
present situation and the broad historical perspec
tive in the Caribbean as a whole.

Books on Questions
of the National

Liberation Movement
National Liberation Revolutions

Today
Brutents
A two volume major analysis of the
present-day stage
cloth $8.95

Non-Capitalist Development
Solodovnikov
An historical outline examining
questions on socialist orientation
cloth $3.50

Non-Capitalist Way
Andreyev
In-depth analysis of all aspects
cloth $2.95

A Socialist-Oriented State
Chirkin
The state as an instrument of
change in countries which have
recently thrown off colonialism
cloth $3.50

National Liberation
Ulyanovsky
Thorough survey of basic theory
and particular studies of India,
Burma and Southern Africa
cloth $6.95

PROGRESS BOOKS
71 Bathurst St. Toronto, Ont. M5V 2P6

The overthrow of the dictatorships in Grenada
and Nicaragua, the maturing of a revolutionary
situation in El Salvador, Cuba’s firmness in defend
ing its gains, and the awakening of the peoples of
neighboring countries are indications that the
liberation movement in the Caribbean has reached
unparalleled proportions. The people are no longer
inclined to remain docile in the face of the tyranny
of the oligarchy, foreign dictation and exploitation.
The entire system of neo-colonialist domination is
crumbling. U.S. imperialism is taking every possi
ble step to reinforce its strategic positions. Undis
guised interference in the internal affairs of
sovereign nations, including direct intervention,
has become standard practice.

In this situation small Grenada, like the other
embattled Caribbean nations, is acutely in need of
international support. Progressives throughout the
world have hailed the Grenadian revolution. The
Festival of the Revolution, marking the first an
niversary of the people’s victory, was a further
demonstration of solidarity. Representatives of 47
fraternal countries and parties came to the capital,
St. George’s.

At the Festival Prime Minister Bishop expressed
his government’s anxiety over the deteriorating
situation in the Caribbean and the danger over
hanging nations defending their independence and
right to choose their road of development. He called
for unity in the struggle to preserve peace and
security in the Caribbean.

Like the peoples of Nicaragua and Cuba, the
people of Grenada have accomplished a historical
exploit. ‘One must have a sense of history,’ Fidel
Castro said, 'to understand the merit of the San
dinista Revolution, the merit of the Grenadian rev
olution. Grenada, Nicaragua, and Cuba are three
giants rising up to defend their right to inde
pendence, sovereignty, and justice, on the very
threshold of imperialism.’3

The Grenadian revolution has demonstrated that
with the support of peoples that have already won
independence and with the solidarity of world pro
gressive opinion even the smallest countries, even
those of them that are situated in a zone influenced
by imperialism's main center can smash the chain
of oppression. The events in Grenada are part of the
general process of revolutionary changes in the
Caribbean, part of the world revolutionary process.
At one moment or another and in one country or
another imperialism is still capable of defeating the
liberation movement, but these can only be tran
sient setbacks. The advance toward the end objec
tive of the peoples is irreversible. The task of revolu
tionaries is to mobilize all means of countering the
forces of reaction, including such a mighty means
as proletarian internationalism.

1. A regional institution of higher learning set up and
funded (within fixed national quotas) by the English-
speaking nations of the Caribbean — Ed.

2. A currency in circulation in English-speaking East
Caribbean countries and territories. One EC dollar equals
U.S. $0.37. — Ed.

3. Granma, March 10, 1980.
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Interminable lies on short waves

BOOKS ON BOURGEOIS PROPAGANDA

The present deterioration of the world situation
brought about by U.S.-led reactionary imperialist
circles is accompanied, as in previous cases, by an
intensification of anti-communist and anti-Soviet
propaganda.

In marking the first anniversary of the Conserva
tive government in Britain, Prime Minister Mar
garet Thatcher promised ‘a massive propaganda
campaign such as we have never yet mounted be
fore’ against the ‘spread of communism.’1 She was.
referring to the use of high technology, including
earth satellites capable of relaying television broad
casts to socialist countries.

Although the means are new, the strategic aims of
imperialist propaganda have remained unchanged.
They are to discredit socialism as an idea and as an
existing social system, to shatter the socialist world
community. By directing its propaganda strikes at
the USSR and other socialist states, imperialism
counts on weakening the international communist
and working-class movement, on eroding the forces
of national liberation, progress, and democracy
worldwide. /

The fraternal parties are attaching great sig
nificance to combating this imperialist ideological
subversion. To be successful in this struggle it is
imperative to know the enemy well, to study him. In
recent years quite a few books exposing the aims of
bourgeois propaganda and researching its methods
have been printed in the socialist countries. Below
we present some of these books, drawing attention
to those sections in which the authors analyze hos
tile propaganda against socialist countries. With
radio being used as the chief medium seeking an
audience in these countries this review is devoted
mainly to it.
Subversion by ether
Studies by the Bulgarian publicist Stela Avishai on
the Voice of America and by the Soviet researchers
V. Artyomov and V. Semyonov on the British
Broadcasting Corporation2 offer a large array of
facts and theoretical material that leave no doubt as
to whose interests these radio stations are serving
and reveal the methods used by them. The only
difference is that the BBC is more experienced3 and,
by virtue of this, has recourse to greater subtlety. It
will be recalled that powerful American radio cen
ters — Radio Free Europe and Radio Liberty that
operate in Munich, the FRG — were set up at the
height of the cold war. Subversive broadcasting in 

the languages of the peoples of socialist countries is
now the raison d’etre of these centers.4 Even the
U.S. press has noted that over 30 per cent of the
broadcasts from Radio Free Europe and Radio Lib
erty are formed of materials whose dissemination in
socialist countries is punishable by law.s

Some ten years ago Zbigniew Brzezinski, the
apostle of present-day anti-communism and the
U.S. President’s National Security Adviser, advo
cated using every possible means of propaganda
against socialist countries. The Voice of America,
Radio Liberty, and Radio Free Europe, he said, were
precisely the vehicles with the decisive role to
play.6 Since 1977 the U.S. foreign policy prop
aganda machine oriented on stepping up
psychological warfare against socialist countries
has been operating in accordance with a program of
heightened effectiveness-proclaimed by Carter. A
new foreign policy propaganda center, the Interna
tional Communication Agency, was set up under
that program to coordinate Washington’s global
propaganda actions. Money is not spared for this
purpose. For instance, in the current fiscal year
$93,900,000 were allocated for Radio Free Europe
and Radio Liberty. The Voice of America now has a
budget of $85,500,000.

This money is used to maintain a huge army of
experts and keep the radio stations equipped with
the latest technology. The psychological warfare
business is free of crises and unemployment In
recent years there has been a sharp increase of
foreign-language broadcasting from the capitalist
countries, the weekly dose now amounting to 822
hours from the Voice of America, 728 from the BBC,
and 578 from Deutsche Welle (FRG); most of this
time is devoted to broadcasts to socialist countries.
Doctoring of facts
The BBC, write Artyomov and Semyonov, was one
of the first to turn the latest news into the main form
of propaganda. They analyze the BBC’s handling of
facts to achieve a planned propaganda effect —
singling out such ‘factological’ propaganda
methods as purposeful selection of information,
continued repetitions of news items (although they
may not be significant at all) with the aim of
dramatizing and focusing attention on them, the
balancing of news (a balance of ‘self-critical’ and
positive news items concerning capitalist coun
tries), and a studiedly impartial reading voice with
constant references to informed' sources to give an
impression of neutrality. In characterizing the style
of the Voice of America, Stela Avishai writes: ‘News 
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items are presented in brief and in quick succes
sion ... This may be compared with a volley of
gunfire, with the mind of the listener as the target’
(Propaganda Made in USA, p. 126).

In both works it is noted that the British and U.S.
radio stations slant the facts, although their bias is
not always obvious. ‘The tendentiousness of the
BBC and other Western stations employing similar
tactics,' the Soviet authors write, ‘can be bared only
by a special, long, and painstaking analysis, which
will hardly be done by an ordinary listener’ (p. 117).
This is precisely what these authors have done,
using innumerable examples to show how informa
tion is doctored. We will give only one of these
examples. In a broadcast to the USSR the BBC re
ported the Chairman of the USSR State Planning
Commission as telling a Supreme Soviet session
that there was a shortfall in housing construction
and that in the current five-year plan period only
the Ukraine and Byelorussia had fulfilled their
housing programs. Actually, the following was
said: ‘It must be noted that there are significant
shortcomings in housing construction. Under the
current five-year plan only the Ukraine and Byelo
russia have gone forward with housing construc
tion in accordance with the average estimate cost
established for them.’ The point was, consequently,
not that little housing was built in the USSR but that
building costs should be lower and fit into the esti
mates. This shifting of accents is not immediately
discernible, but an analysis of the broadcasts from
London to Soviet listeners makes it abundantly
clear that the ‘BBC outlaws truth’ (pp. 148-49).

Or take the flood of news items from the Voice of
America and the BBC in connection with the events
in Afghanistan. Even a correspondent of the British
bourgeois newspaper The Times had to expose the
Voice of America as an unmitigated liar. This cor
respondent happened to be in Kabul when that
station was presenting a report alleging that Afghan
soldiers were fighting Soviet troops in the Bala Gis-
sar fortress in the heart of the Afghan capital. There
were no battles and no troops were to be seen in the
streets, the correspondent testified.7

It is no secret that facts can be threaded together
in such a way that together they are tantamount to a
lie. This is a method in the armory employed by
Radio Free Europe in its press reviews beamed to
Bulgaria. There are no distortions in the excerpts
from the Bulgarian press. But the ‘review’ is com
posed entirely of negative facts and criticisms.

The cunning of ‘factological’ propaganda is that
it is swallowed by politically inexperienced per
sons, who let themselves be ‘depressed by certain
sad and deplorable facts’ and hence lose the ‘ability
soberly to appraise the forces’ (V.I. Lenin, Coll.
Works, Vol. 32, p. 506).

‘We must take not individual facts,’ Lenin wrote,
‘but the sum total of facts, without a single excep
tion, relating to the question under discussion.
Otherwise there will be the inevitable, and fully
justified, suspicion that the facts were selected or
compiled arbitrarily, that instead of historical
phenomena being presented in objective intercon

nection and interdependence and treated as a
whole, we are presenting a “subjective” concoc
tion’ (Coll. Works, Vol. 23, p. 272-3).
False values
Andrzej Lawrowski, director of the Polish Institute
of Research Into Contemporary Problems of
Capitalism, devotes his book to U.S. sociological
propaganda.8 At first glance, this propaganda, to
which our ideological adversaries are having re
course more and more frequently seems to have no
direct political orientation, although ‘in fact it is a
means of imposing a definite way of life on groups
of individuals or even an entire society’ (p. 50).
Using materially identifiable aspects of life, this
propaganda aims at demolishing and remolding
peoples’ value orientations. The proponents of
sociological propaganda deliberately avoid distin
guishable political arguments, selecting subjects
that have no direct link to politics, for instance,
cultural life, leisure, and fashions, and insinuating
that capitalism is a society of‘equal opportunities’
and ‘unrestricted freedoms,’ where success and,
consequently, money for the satisfaction of all de
sires, all requirements, are easy to come by. Things
that in socialist countries are criticized, denounced
or rejected as conflicting with our ideology, with
the norms of socialist morality and human associa
tion, are approved by bourgeois commentators, pre
sented by them as an ‘inalienable right of the indi
vidual’ in a ‘democratic’ (read capitalist) society.
The advertisements of the bourgeois way of life
represent a deliberate set of misinformation and are
remote from reality (p. 23). Indeed, the touted U.S.
model never did and cannot include, for example,
unemployment, which is starkly real to millions of
ordinary Americans.

Thevalue orientations of an individual cannot, of
course, be changed overnight, and for that reason
sociological propaganda does not pursue im
mediate results; it is projected over a long period of
time. But its architects hope that it will be ulti
mately instrumental not only in reshaping the value
orientations of its objects but also in getting them to
accept alien political views, to ‘emigrate spiri
tually.’
Psychological warfare
A radio production of H.G. Wells’ The War of the
Worlds, broadcast in the USA on October 30,1938,
demonstrated how radio can affect people emotion
ally. Listeners who did not tune in at the start of the
program or paid no attention to the announcement
that this was no more than a radio production, be
lieved that the nation had been invaded by an un
identified enemy and that a war was raging. There
was mass panic and a special announcement was
required to calm the frightened people. This be
came a textbook example and was largely responsi
ble for the appearance and use of the very term
‘psychological warfare' in the USA.

The Fourth Front, published in the GDR,’ states
that psychological warfare ‘is an essential compo
nent of imperialism’s preparations for another war 
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and is, at the same time, an independent element of
its political strategy and tactics in peacetime’ (p.
25). Political and psychological situations are
created to induce the population, individual groups
of the population, or even the government of
another country to follow desirable behavior pat
terns. This propaganda is aimed not so much at the
consciousness as at the subconsciousness (and in
this respect the radio is the most suitable instru
ment). As in war, psychological warfare is directed
by 'general headquarters’ (propaganda centers) that
plan various operations (psychological subver
sion).

This book reminds us that in 1961 a NATO com
mittee for education, culture and information
adopted a document, that is still operative, inwhich
it is recommended that the members of the North
Atlantic bloc should conduct regular radio broad
casts in languages of the peoples of the Soviet
Union and other Wars aw Treaty nations (p. 90). As a
rule, every spiral of NATO’s arms race is preceded
by increased allocations for psychological warfare
agencies. These agencies immediately begin dig
ging up the old myth about the ‘threat from the
East.’ >'

Bourgeois literature divides propaganda into
three categories, depending on its source: ‘white,’
i.e., official, government propaganda; 'grey' — re
ceived from ‘independent’ sources; and ‘black’ —
specially concocted by various agencies. An essen
tial feature of psychological warfare, The Fourth
Front says, is the prevalence of ‘grey’ and ‘black’
propaganda.

A typical example of psychological subversion,
planned and coordinated by the ‘general headquar
ters’ of world imperialism, the U SA, is the hypocrit
ical ‘human rights’ campaign with foreign radio
stations cramming the ether with turbid — ‘grey’
and ‘black’ — sources of information about alleged
suppressions and deprivations of human rights-in
countries with a ‘communist regime.’
The Trojan Horse of ‘well-wishers’
It is an open secret that by virtue of their different
levels of political and economic development and
of distinctions in history and traditions there some
times is a divergence of views between socialist
countries on individual issues. ‘Distinctions be
tween social interests in and between individual
socialist countries are researched by and comprise
the bedrock of VOA propaganda,’ Stela Avishai
writes (pp. 151-152).

The Soviet Union is constantly the principal
target of all anti-communist attacks. Programs in
Russian and other languages of the peoples of the
USSR consume the largest portion of the foreign
broadcasting time of many bourgeois radio stations.
Anti-Sovietism, chiefly in the form of attempts of all
sorts to discredit the policies of the CPSU and the
Soviet government, is given the highest priority in
imperialist propaganda. As ‘reliable sources’ it
makes increasing use of ideological renegades —
‘dissidents’ — prepared to smear their own country
for praise or for a sop.

The striving to compromise the Soviet Union at
all costs is the keynote of the broadcasts beamed by
imperialist radio stations to the entire socialist
world, particularly Bulgaria. Hostile voices in the
ether endeavor to portray the heartfelt friendship of
our people for the land of the great Lenin as
‘Sovietization’ of the Bulgarians, while the consis
tent socialist internationalism guiding the Bulgar
ian Communist Party is depicted as ‘adjustment’ to
the CPSU, as loss of national face.

In A Front Without Armistice,10 the Czecho
slovak author Milan Matous presents a detailed
study of the ideological subversion against
Czechoslovakia during the crisis of 1968-1969. The
BBC and Radio Free Europe took a most active part
in the counter-revolutionary incitement. It was then
that the BBC advanced a new motto, which was
later adopted by other bourgeois radio stations,
namely: ‘By criticizing socialism we are helping to
improve it.’

Imagine, imperialist propaganda assuming the
role of a well-wisher of socialism. Indeed, hypoc
risy knows no bounds! It was certainly not success
that compelled this propaganda to change its time.
‘The failure of the plans for a counter-revolution in
Czechoslovakia,’ Milan Matous writes, ‘compelled
the centers of anti-communist subversion to under
take new attempts to reinterpret and somewhat
modify the orientation of ideological subversion’
(p. 205). In the propaganda beamed to Czecho
slovakia, for example, more attention was given to
the conditions of the working people, particularly
of the factory workers.

The ‘worker’ theme figures most prominently in
the programs beamed by Radio Free Europe, which
is in first place among stations of its type for the
volume of broadcasts to Czechoslovakia. These
programs are studded with ‘details’ and criticisms
of shortcomings at individual enterprises (to give
listeners the impression that the station is well in
formed, while in fact it uses material from the
Czechoslovak press). The stations’ propagandists
constantly assert that the party, the trade unions,
the governmental bodies, and the leadership of
Czechoslovakia pursue an ‘anti-labor policy.’ By
disparaging socialist emulation and the initiatives
and innovations of the working people. Radio Free
Europe tries to prove to the Czechoslovak workers
that their living standard depends not on the qual
ity and results of their work but on how much they
can ‘wrest’ from the factory management

In the broadcasts of West German radio stations to
the GDR (along the border with it there are 326 radio
and 38 television transmitters) one frequently
hears, as the authors of The Fourth Front note,
acknowledgement of the people’s achievements in
the socialist German state. However, accompanying
these acknowledgements is the importunate allega
tion that these achievements are due not to the
socialist transformations put into pffect under the
leadership of the Marxist-Leninist party but solely
to the national character of Germans, to their indus
triousness, thrift, conscientiousness, and discipline
(p. 108).
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From the aforesaid it is obvious that while'the
strategic aims of our adversaries remain constant,
they continue to look for and develop new tactical
methods of fighting socialism, and readjust them
selves to the changing situation.

Communists and propaganda
The two opposing social systems differ also in their
approach to propaganda. For bourgeois radio sta
tions, as we have seen, the approach is one of man
ipulation, and this is not concealed by leading
capitalist researchers. The Marxist-Leninist con
ception of propaganda rejects exaltation, the exploi
tation of people’s feelings and instincts, for this is in
principle alien to scientific content and common
sense.

In the struggle against bourgeois propaganda the
main weapon is truth about existing socialism, an
objective presentation of its advantages over
capitalism, of its achievements, and of the outlook
for removing shortcomings. This weapon explodes
the slander against the socialist way of life and gives
a true picture showing how under bourgeois
democracy the masses are denied rights in contrast
to the tangible rights and freedoms enjoyed by citi
zens of the socialist community. This is the opinion
of the authors of the books we have reviewed. ‘The
most dependable barrier to the penetration of alien
ideas.’ Stela Avishai writes, ‘is the steady improve
ment of social conditions, the systematic dissemi
nation of Marxist-Leninist ideas and their conver
sion into a profound inner conviction of our people'
(Propaganda Made in USA, p. 158).

It would be a big mistake to underrate the danger
of bourgeois propaganda. It is still holding large
segments of the population of capitalist and de
veloping countries captive spiritually. In an
exploiting society it is hard for people to with
stand the daily indoctrination by powerful mass
media. But in the socialist countries, too, there are
people who succumb to the influence of foreign
honey-tongued ‘sirens.’ These are chiefly people
who are beguiled by petty-bourgeois ideology and
set their consumer, philistine interests above those
of society. Politically illiterate and ideologically
immature people, who cannot take their bearings in
the torrent of rapidly changing information, like
wise come under the influence of the gross prop
aganda deception.

The authors we have cited offer recommenda
tions on ways of making the struggle against the
influence of bourgeois propaganda more effective.'
They underline the importance of counter
propaganda, of its two basic components — fore
stalling and exposing the adversary. A combination
of dynamic practice with convincing explanations
of the problems exploited by hostile propaganda is
a dependable method of Marxist-Leninist ideologi
cal work.

Anti-communism cannot conduct a debate with

Marxism-Leninism on a genuinely scientific level
and therefore directs its propaganda mainly at the
commonplace consciousness. It has no coherent
system of views and therefore combines diverse
aspects and elements of ideology. Consequently,
unlike the scientific consciousness, the com
monplace consciousness easily succumbs to
ideological surrogates, especially when they are
served up under a disguise.11 Educational work
among the people is effective when it is conducted
scientifically. Attention to the need for more effec
tive ideological education, for a constant improve
ment of this work with account of the dynamic
character of the life of present-day society was
drawn by the Berlin conference of CC Secretaries of
communist and workers’ parties of socialist coun
tries on international and ideological problems
(July 1979).12

Despite all the subterfuges of Imperialist (prop
aganda, the ideological struggle between the two
•social systems is not tilting in favor of the cham
pions of the moribund system. This does not mean,
of course, that capitalism is thinking of surrender
ing its ideological positions. A long and persever
ing struggle still lies ahead. A significant contribu
tion to the ideological work of fraternal communist
and workers' parties is being made by studies of the
strategy, tactics, means, and methods of anti-com
munist centers.

Girgin Girginov,
Professor, Doctor of

Philosophical Sciences
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Rani Jhansi Road, New Delhi 110055, India.
In: Bengali, Hindi, Malayalam, Oriya,
Punjabi, Tamil, Gujarati and Telugu
ITALIAN EDITION: Libreria Rinascita,
Via delle Botteghe, Oscure 4, \
001 86 Roma, Italia
MONGOLIAN EDITION: Ulaanbaatar Mongol,
Ulsyn Nomyn, Khudaldaany Gazar,
V.L Lenin gudamzh 1, Mongolia
NORWEGIAN EDITION: Verden og vi,
Boks 3715, GB Oslo 1, Norway
PERSIAN EDITION; P.B. 49034,
10028 Stockholm 49, Sweden
POLISH EDITION: RSW "Prasa-
Ksiazka-Ruch”, BKWZ Warszawa,
ul Tpwarowa 28, Poland
PORTUGUESE EDITION: Revista Internacional,
Av. Saritos Dumont, 57,
30 Lisboa-1, Portugal
RUMANIAN EDITION: llexim,
Calea Grivitei 64-66,
POB 2001, Bucuresti, Romania
RUSSIAN EDITION: Mezhdunarodnaya Kniga,
Moskva 121200, USSR
SINHALESE EDITION: 91 Cotta Road,
Colombo 8, Sri Lanka
SPANISH EDITIONS:
Ediciones Paz y Socialismo,
Apt. Aereo 1253, Bogota, Colombia
Revista Internacional,
Apartado 4665, San Jose, Costa Rica
Agencia de Distribucion de Prensa,
16 616 Praha 6, Thakurova 3, CSSR
Ediciones Cubanas,
Ministerio de la Cultura,
La Habana, Cuba
Empresa Editora e Importadora C.A.,
Villami 211 y Calderon,
Casilla 6217, Guayaquil, Ecuador
Ediciones de Cultura Popular S.A.,
Filosofia y Letras 34,
Col. Copilco Universidad,
Mexico 20, D.F., Mexico
Revista Internacional,
Calle 46, Este No. 16,
Panama, Rep. de Panama
Ideologia Y Politica,
Jr. Rufino Torrico No. 671-Of. 401,
Lima, Peru
San Pedro a San Francisquito,
Ed if. Cantaclaro, Caracas, Venezuela
SWEDISH EDITION: Internationell Revy,
Fack, 12206 Enskede 6, Stockholm, Sweden
TURKISH EDITION: Baris ve Sosyalizm
Sorunlart, PK: 41, Sirkeci
Istanbul, Turkiye
VIETNAMESE EDITION: S o xuat nhap,
khau sach bao 32, Hai Ba Tru'ng,
Ha-N6i, Vietnam


