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Communique
on consultative meeting
of Communist and Workers' Parties

A Consultative Meeting of representatives
of the following Communist and Workers’
Parties was held in Budapest from Febru-
ary 26 to March 5, 1968:

Communist Party of the United States
of America, Communist Party of Argentina,
Communist Party of Australia, Communist
Party of Austria, Communist Party of
Belgium, Bulgarian Communist Party, Com-
munist Party of Bolivia, Brazilian Commu-
nist Party, Communist Party of Ceylon,
Communist Party of Chile, Progressive
Party of the Cypriot Working People,
People’s Vanguard Party of Costa Rica,
Communist Party of Czechoslovakia, Com-
munist Party of Denmark, South-African
Communist Party, Dominican Communist
Party, Communist Party of Ecuador, Com-
munist Party of Northern Ireland, Commu-
nist Party of Finland, French Communist
Party, Communist Party of Greece, Guada-
loupe Communist Party, Guatemalan Party
of Labor, People’s Unity Party of Haiti,
Communist Party of Honduras, Communist
Party of India, Irish Workers’ Party, Iraqi
Communist Party, People’s Party of Iran,
Communist Party of Israel, Jordanian Com-
munist Party, Communist Party of Canada,
Communist Party of Colombia, Polish
United Workers’ Party, Lebanese Commu-
nist Party, Communist Party of Luxem-
burg, Hungarian Socialist Workers’ Party,
Moroccan Communist Party, Martinique
Communist Party, Mexican Communist
Party, Mongolian People’s Revolutionary
Party, Communist Party of Great Britain,
Communist Party of Germany, Socialist
Unity Party of Germany, Nicaraguan So-
cialist Party, Italian Communist Party,
People’s Party of Panama, Paraguayan
Communist Party, Peruvian Communist
Party, Portuguese Communist Party, Re-

union Communist Party, Communist Party
of Salvador, San Marino Communist Party,
Communist Party of Spain, Swiss Party of
Labor, Syrian Communist Party, Commu-
nist Party of the Soviet Union, Sudanese
Communist Party, Communist Party of
Turkey, Tunisian Communist Party, Com-
munist Party of Uruguay, Communist Party
of Venezuela and the Communist Party
working underground as well as represen-
tatives of the Algerian Communists.

The Socialist Unity Party of Iceland and
the Communist Party of Norway were rep-
resented at the Consultative Meeting by
observers.

In an atmosphere of free comradely
discussion, the participants in the Consul-
tative Meeting exchanged views on conven-
ing and preparing an international Confer-
ence of Communist and Workers’ Parties.
After a comprehensive discussion, they
agreed to convene the Conference in Mos-
cow in November-December of 1968.

The Consultative Meeting believes that
the purpose of the Conference will be to
strengthen the unity of the Communist
movement, to help rally all the forces of
socialism and democracy in the struggle
against imperialism, for the national and
social liberation of the peoples and for
peace throughout the world. After discus-
sing proposals for the agenda, the meeting
decided that there should be only one item
on the agenda: the tasks of the struggle
against imperialism at the present stage
and the unity of action of Communist and
Workers’ Parties, and of all anti-imperialist
forces.

It was the unanimous opinion of the
meeting, that the preparations for the Con-
ference be based on consistent observance
of the principles of collegiate and comrade-
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ly cooperation of all Communist and Work-
ers’ Parties with equal right to participate
in both the preparations for the Conference
and in its proceedings.

For the period of preparing the Confer-
ence, the participants in the Consultative
Meeting agreed to set up a Commission
consisting of the representatives of all the
Communist and Workers’ Parties desirous
of taking part in it. The Conference Pre-
paratory Commission has been instructed
to consider and summarize all the proposals
submitted by the fraternal Parties and all
other materials germane to the Conference,
to draft its documents and to submit these
drafts to the Conference. The Commission
will likewise maintain liaison with the
fraternal Parties on these matters. This
approach will make for the taking into
maximum consideration of all constructive
views and wishes expressed by the fraternal
Parties and for joint preparation of the
International Conference. The Commission
will have its headquarters in Budapest. The
Consultative Meeting deems it necessary
for the Preparatory Commission to meet
on April 24, 1968 and hereby requests the
Central Committee of the Hungarian So-
cialist Workers’ Party to convene this
meeting.

It is the firm conviction of the partici-
pants in the meeting that the Conference
accords with the interests of each Commu-
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nist Party and with the entire international
Communist movement and also with the
interests of rallying all forces in the fight
against imperialism.

The Consultative Meeting urges all Com-
munist and Workers’ Parties, even those
that for one reason or another did not
attend the Budapest meeting, to take part
in the future Conference. It urges them to
join in the preparatory work on a full and
equal footing.

The participants in the meeting unani-
mously adopted a Message of Solidarity
to the People of Vietnam, in which they
expressed that admiration which all Com-
munists feel for their heroic struggle and
in which they give the assurance that the
help rendered by the socialist countries
and all the working people of the world
to fighting Vietnam will grow until the
American aggressors are cleared from the
soil of Vietnam.

The delegations attending the Budapest
meeting are convinced that the impending
International Conference of Communist
and Workers’ Parties will be a milestone
towards rallying the Communists of the
world on the principled foundation of
Marxism-Leninism and proletarian interna-
tionalism, that it will signify a big stride
forward in the further consolidation of all
the anti-imperialist forces.




Message of solidarity

to the Vietnamese people, the central committee of the

Vietnamese Working People’s Party

. the presidium

of the central committee of the National Liberation Front

of South Vietham

Dear comrades and friends,

Representatives of 67 Communist and
Workers’ Parties attending the Consulta-
tive Meeting in Budapest send fraternal
greetings to the heroic people of Vietnam,
who, in grim struggle against the American
aggressors and their accomplices, are up-
holding the freedom and independence of
their homeland.

The epic of the Vietnamese people is a
model and stimulus for all peoples fighting
for liberation. It is also a powerful factor
of unity of action of the anti-imperialist
forces. Vietnam is a symbol of courage,
fortitude and resolve in the fight against
the main enemy of the peoples—American
imperialism. You are graphically proving
that people who have taken to arms in a
just cause cannot be defeated.

Your successes in the past few weeks
evoke general admiration. We wholeheart-
edly congratulate the patriots of Vietnam,
who are inflicting blow after blow on the
enemy, and we have complete confidence
in the final victory of the Vietnamese peo-
ple in their fight against the invader.

For all its crimes, American imperialism,
playing the part of international gendarme
and oppressor of the peoples’ freedom, will
never succeed in its designs. A wrathful
protest against and denunciation of the
criminal policy pursued by the American
ruling circles —a policy of genocide — is
growing throughout the world.

Suffering defeat after defeat, American
imperialism is escalating the war, threaten-
ing to use atomic weapons and thereby
creating a real danger to general peace,

the danger of a world thermonuclear war.
Today, as never before, vigilance and reso-
lute action by the peoples are essential
against this grave danger.

Defending their country, the people of
Vietnam are performing their international
duty to mankind, serving the sacred cause
of safeguarding peace.

We, Communists, regard solidarity with
fighting Vietnam as our vital international-
ist duty. On behalf of our Parties, on behalf
of the millions of our supporters, we re-
affirm our inflexible resolve to give all
support to the people of Vietnam who are
in the forefront of the armed struggle
against imperialism. With you are the
countries of the socialist community; with
you are the factory workers and working
people throughout the world; with you are
all Communists; with you are the soldiers
of the national-liberation movement; with
you are all people on earth who cherish
freedom and peace, including those in the
United States. Rest assured, dear comrades,
that the aid rendered to you by the social-
ist countries, by the working people of the
whole world, will grow.

A continuous strengthening and exten-
sion of the international front of support
for the Vietnamese people fighting for
victory serves the interests of every coun-
try, of every nation, of world peace. Unity
of action in the struggle against imperial-
ism, above all against American imperial-
ism, is the most powerful need of our time,

Dear friends, we fully agree with you
that there is but one way of solving the
Vietnam problem—on the basis of the just
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proposals made by the Government of the
Democratic Republic of Vietnam and the
program of the National Liberation Front
of South Vietnam. We demand the imme-
diate and unconditional cessation of the
barbaric bombing of Vietnam and all other
military acts against it.

Vietnam soil is the cradle of a proud
and courageous people and the day will

come when the last of the invaders is
ousted from this sacred soil. There is not,
nor can there by, any master on the soil of
Vietnam other than the people of Vietnam.

Honor and glory to the valiant people of
Vietnam fighting selflessly for freedom and
independence!

Budapest, February 28, 1968

Towards solidarity

and unity

The documents of the Budapest Consulta-
tive Meeting of Communist and Workers’
Parties (published in this issue) are evi-
dence of the resolve of the participants to
promote cooperation and solidarity of the
Marxist-Leninist parties in solving the cen-
tral problems of combating imperialism and
uniting all the progressive forces for this
struggle.

Imperialism, the chief obstacle to human
progress and peace, uses modern produc-
tion and science to destroy human life,
suppress freedom, devastate countries and
subjugate peoples. This aspect of imperial-
ism as a social system now stands out in
sharp focus.

In Asia, a half-million strong American
army is laying waste to towns and villages,
devastating and desecrating the land of
Vietnam. The war menace hovers over
South-East Asian countries, Laos and Cam-
bodia. The reckless threat by U.S. military
and political leaders to use tactical nuclear
weapons in Vietnam is — as the Sofia
declaration of the Warsaw Treaty powers
rightly pointed out — a fresh manifestation
of the policy of aggression, blackmail and
pressure, and is a challenge to the peoples
striving for peace. In the Middle East, the
imperialists have created a military threat
to the Arab national-liberation movement
by keeping alive and fanning the smoulder-
ing flames of the military conflict. In Latin
America, the U.S. imperialists are using
conquistadcr methods to crush every mani-
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festation of independence and freedom,
implant regimes of terror and barbarism,
and present a constant threat to revolu-
tionary Cuba. The U.S. imperialists are
seeking to apply in Africa, a continent now
awakening to an independent role, the
methods of suppression they have tried out
in Latin America and Asia. In the heart of
Europe, the militarist and neo-Nazi forces
are trying to stage a comeback in West
Germany. They yearn for a new version of
Hitler’s “new order” in Europe and threaten
the security of its nations.

Imperialist global strategy, and primarily
that of the U.S. monopolies, extends to
many different parts of the world. Its pur-
pose is to crush all the progressive forces
and trends of our time. Imperialist propa-
ganda is at pains to prove that the manifes-
tations of imperialist aggression are isol-
ated and unconnected developments and
conflicts. It has sought to put the blame
on various detachments of the democratic
forces and has used every means at its
disposal to sow discord and distrust among
the progressive forces of the world. The
“settlement” of these “local” conflicts, the
reactionary press says, requires isolated
action by local forces, which should think
in terms of “local considerations” and not
in terms of world development.

But how can they conceal the fact that
these events are but manifestations of im-
perialist aggression, links in one and the
same chain. How can they conceal that




they affect every continent and that a pro-
gressive solution of national problems is
now intimately linked with the internatio-
nal situation, to one or another extent
acquires international significance, and is
closely related to the tasks facing the pro-
gressive forces in every part of the world.
What we have is a growing international-
ization of all world processes, in whatever
area. Such is the objective trend of world
development, a trend leading to deeper and
more complex processes within national or
local frameworks. These ideas and facts
are finding increasing prominence in the
pages of the Communist press everywhere.
They found expression at the Budapest
meeting, which was concerned for united
action in the anti-imperialist struggle. Even
publications far removed from communism
are changing their tone and evincing dis-
trust of the propaganda about “discord” in
the Communist movement. It is now be-
coming increasingly difficult to put over
that type of anti-communist propaganda,
and we find the bourgeois press admitting
that the idea of world Communist unity is
meeting with success.

The anti-imperialist struggle requires
careful analysis of the international situa-
tion as it presents itself in different areas
and in all its differing aspects. Lenin had
a high regard for the counsel given by
Wilhelm Liebknecht, co-worker of Marx,
to the workers’ parties—always c¢ombine
three forms of activity: study, propaganda
and organization. That advice fully retains
its validity to this day. Study of the ob-
jective situation is the basis for Marxist-
Leninist propaganda and action. It is one
of the things that distinguishes scientific
socialism from the ideological schemas of
the Utopians. There is a growing interest
in theory in the Communist parties, in the
study of the objective conditions and po-
tentialities of mass action to bring about
profound social change. And these prob-
lems are seen in the context of the con-
crete conditions obtaining in the given
continent, area or country. Not all the
problems have been tackled and, still less,
not all the problems that have been tackled
have found final solution. But today the
situation in any given country, area or con-
tinent cannot be studied outside the con-
text of the general international situation
and imperialist global strategy. Internatio-
nal exchange of experience and views on
this question is essential to an understand-
ing of all international and local situations.
There is no need to dwell on the import-

ance, both for theory and practice, for the
Communist movement carefully to take
into account the specifics of the present
situation in all the diverse aspects, of
working out a more effective policy of
anti-imperialist struggle and enriching the
tactics of that struggle in order more ef-
fectively to combat imperialism, the chief
enemy of the peoples.

The point and purpose of such study and
propaganda is to organize the masses. In-
deed, it is for this purpose that the Marx-
ist-Leninist parties were formed. And right
from their inception Marx inscribed on
their banners: “Workers of all Countries,
Unite!” The Budapest Consultative Meeting
met 120 years after these words were proc-
laimed in the crucible of revolutionary bat-
tle. The forms of international proletarian
organization have changed in the past
century. At the present stage of develop-
ment, it is manifestly impossible to direct
the world Communist movement from one
center. Today, one of the main forms of
joint discussion of pressing problems and
voluntary cooperation is meetings of fra-
ternal parties. Such a meeting has been
held in Budapest, and following consulta-
tions and exchange of views it decided to
prepare a conference of all fraternal par-
ties, to be held in Moscow in November-
December. Such international meetings, at
which, from the very outset, democracy is
observed in their preparation and conduct,
make it possible to coordinate worldwide
communist activity. That is the starting
point for the convocation of a world forum
of the fraternal parties.

In preparing and carrying out these con-
ferences, it is especially important to abide
by democratic principles, respect the right
of all parties to share in their preparation
and proceedings. That is a feature of the
present-day Communist movement. Mutual
respect, the will to reach mutual under-
standing, persistent search, on a principled
basis, for what all the parties hold in com-
mon, what unites them—such is the earn-
est of success of international communist
activity. Broad democratic and construc-
tive discussion is expressive of the level
now achieved by the world Communist
movement. Every party, by demonstrating
its will to cooperate, contributes to this
discussion something new, based on its
concrete experience and on the specific
features of its struggle. That is the only
way to show what the Communists hold in
common, what unites them in their activ-
ity and, consequently, assures cohesion, co-
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operation, and unity in the pursuit of com-
mon aims. In the opinion of many parties,
the spirit of comradeship and democracy,
and the search for effective solutions, must
find full expression at all meetings and
- international conferences.

The Budapest meeting is now being fol-
lowed by direct preparation for the Mos-
cow meeting by a commission of repre-
sentatives of all Communist and Workers’
parties wishing to participate. The prepa-
ratory commission, which is working in
Budapest, has been instructed to examine
and summarize all proposals from the fra-
ternal parties and other materials relating
to the Conference and draft its documents.
On these questions it will be in contact
with the fraternal parties. This is an im-
portant period of careful accumulation of
the experience of the world Communist
movement in its fight for the national and
social emancipation of mankind, against
imperialism’s global strategy of strangula-
tion, against the menace of another world
war.

For various reasons not all Communist
and Workers’ parties took part in the
Consultative Meeting. It appealed to all
parties, including those which, for one or
another reason, were not represented at
Budapest to take part in the Moscow con-
ference and share, on an equal footing, in
the preparatory work. In Budapest the
delegates emphasized that there can be no
question of “excommunicating” any party.
The purpose of the forthcoming meeting is
solidarity and unity.

The Communist parties influence all as-
pects of social life. The strength of the
Soviet Union and of other socialist coun-
tries, and the unity of these countries, is a
decisive obstacle to the imperialist aggres-
sors. The people of Vietnam are fighting
heroically and the flame of national libera-
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tion is spreading to imperialism’s hinter-
land. There are strong Communist parties
in a number of capitalist countries, and
anti-capitalist sentiment, in one form or
another, has spread to diverse non-prole-
tarian sections of the people. Social con-
flicts, far from abating as the apologists of
capitalism maintain, are becoming more
acute. Scientific socialism is penetrating,
in one form or another, the national-libera-
tion movement and lending strength to the
idea, posed by life, that today the tasks of
national and social liberation are intimately
connected. Imperialist contradictions are
sharpening too, and the idyllic picture
which bourgeois propaganda held out in
the early years of NATO, has faded. New
social and national strata are joining the
anti-imperialist struggle. All this helps the
maturing of conditions for closer coopera-
tion and joint action of all the anti-impe-
rialist forces. Concentrated effort is the
earnest of success in the battle against im-
perialism.

In Lenin’s words, the general direction,
the objective truth, of this complex anti-im-
perialist process, with its interwining of
diverse trends, is expressed by the work-
ing class and its conscious vanguard. And
to assure the triumph of the objective truth
of modern history, this vanguard is advanc-
ing, overcoming all difficulties, to its new
conference, the purpose of which is to
strengthen the unity of the Communist
movement, muster all the forces of social-
ism and democracy in the fight against im-
perialism, for national and social liberation
and for world peace. The Conference will
discuss only one question: the present stage
of the struggle against imperialism and
united action by the Communist and Work-
ers’ parties and by all the anti-imperialist

forces.
Yuri FRANTSEV




ON THE 98th BIRTHDAY OF V. I LENIN

Under the banner of Lenin's ideas

TODOR PAVLOY

Lenin's greatness is recognized by all, es-
pecially in the light of the recent fiftieth
anniversary of the October Revolution,
which confirmed his brilliant discoveries
and forecasts.

L

On the eve of the October Revolution
Lenin’s genius demonstrated clearly and
logically that it would be a revolution
against capitalism in the name of a social-
ist system and that it would, in substance,
“expropriate the expropriators,” as Marx
postulated in Capital.

Prior to embarking on Lenin’s way, the
Bulgarian revolutionary-Marxist Socialist
Party conceived the process of revolution
essentially as Marx had outlined it in Ca-
pital, as ‘‘expropriation of expropriators”
after all medium-sized and lesser producers
have been expropriated by the big capital-
ists, that is, after the middle peasants,
craftsmen and small businessmen have
been proletarianized, but it did not see the
new element in capitalism at the turn of
the century.

The process of “expropriating the ex-
propriators” was examined by Marx on the
basis of a profound analysis of capitalist
development. To be sure, Capital also
contained observations on the growth of
specific capitalist industries. But the sub-
stance of the examination went much
farther: Volume One of Capital gave an
exposition of the basic laws and formulas
related to the emergence, growth and re-
volutionary overthrow of capital, irrespec-
tive of time and country. So it may be ap-
propriate to note that Marx’s analysis, fore-
cast, synthesis and judgment are still valid
in theoretico-logical and politico-practical
terms,

Lenin was able to see all the complex-
ities in this important matter, taking it a
step farther. To Marx’'s formulas he added
a few master touches, finalizing them, not-
ably in his theory of the imperialist chain
girdling the world. He indicated that ca-
pital was capital no matter in what coun-
try, and that the capitalist system was by
nature exploitative and oppressive, al-
though with a definite advantage over
feudalism — something no creative Marxist
ever denied, especially in reference to the
early capitalism.

Lenin’'s idea of a single imperialist chain
girdling the globe was logically associated
with his other idea: that the chain had its
weak links, with tsarist Russia, which had
embarked on capitalism and imperialism
(especially on the eve of the Revolution),
proving to be the weakest in the second
decade of this century.

Lenin also advanced the postulate that
the general laws of socialist revolution de-
fined by Marx in Volume One of Capital,
though fully valid in the October Revolu-
tion, would manifest themselves in specific
ways shaped by the social realities of
tsarist-landowner-bourgeois Russia. And
indeed, a variety of individual factors and
facts in and through which the common
and particular laws of socialist revolution
operated in Russia, had to be taken into
account.

Not until after October and our Party’s
conversion into a Communist Party and a
charter member of the Third Communist
International, did we fully realize that in-
stead of being merely an idea and a remote
possibility, dictatorship of the proletariat
was a vital immediate aim, like the alliance
of the workers and peasants, and like the
national-democratic liberation movement,
the Party’s reserve. When this was fully
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understood, the Party gradually became
bolshevized (taking the Lenin way) and,
standing the test of the September uprising
(in 1923), was ready later—with decisive
help from the Soviet Army that had en-
- tered the eastern part of our country — to
organize and carry through the victorious
popular uprising of September 9, 1944,
under the Fatherland Front banner, usher-
ing in socialist development.

It is a fact, too, that Mongolia and some
of the Soviet socialist republics by-passed
the capitalist stage and entered directly on
the socialist way. Everybody knows that
they owed this to the fraternal all-round
aid of socialist Soviet Russia, and that in
similar circumstances the same may apply
now to other countries, provided they get
the essential aid from a socialist state.

Both from the theoretical and political
standpoints it is important to note that be-
fore the revolution most of the countries
in question had no industrial workers and
no proletarian revolutionary-Marxist or
Leninist party. It was not until after libera-
tion, with socialist industry and agriculture
being built there, that a working class be-
gan to emerge and a Communist Party ap-
peared. Slowly but surely, inspired and
guided by a growing revolutionary Marxist-
Leninist Communist Party, the working
class assumed its role of hegemon, linking
up with the working peasants.

That much is clear. It is also clear that
the picture differed somewhat from that
in Marx’s Capital, just as when Lenin’s
party, and Lenin himself, prepared and car-
ried out the socialist revolution in Russia.
Russia was neither a Mongolia, an Uzbek-
istan nor a Tadjikistan because (especially
shortly before the Revolution) it had em-
barked on vigorous industrial development.
Yet the specific economic, political, natio-
nal, cultural, ideological and other condi-
tions in the country did not necessitate a
sweeping expropriation of all small pro-
ducers; nor was there any necessity then
to underrate the “revolutionary spirit” of
the Russian peasant driven to the lowest
depths by landowners and capitalists and
the colonially-exploited and oppressed peo-
ples under the tsarist boot.

It was in these specific conditions—with
the specific revolutionary history of the
Russian proletariat and intelligentsia—that
a revolutionary party was built, making
it possible and necessary in face of the dis-
astrous consequences of the First World
War to carry out the October Revolution
under the Party’s leadership with Lenin at
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the head, opening the era of socialism and
communism in man’s history.

It follows that working-class hegemony,
Communist Party leadership, the revolu-

tionary Marxist doctrine, coupled with
Marxist strategy and tactics, are logically
and historically essential to prepare the
proletarian socialist revolution and bring
it to victory. And going a step farther, we
may also infer as essential the dictatorship
of the proletariat during the transition from
capitalism to socialism, followed, as we
witness in the Soviet Union today, by the
historically essential growth of the state
of proletarian dictatorship into a peoples’
state of socialist democracy.

For Marxists, the Bulgarian Communists
included, this is almost an axiom. Yet after
Marx and Lenin, world affairs assumed a
still more complex form, posing problems
that Marxist-Leninist theorists and political
leaders can neither evade nor underrate, or
explain away with the formula that prole-
tarian dictatorship is essential during the
passage from capitalism to socialism.

The fact remains that some of the coun-
tries of the so-called Third World, recently
delivered from the colonial yoke, failed to
break out of the imperialist fold and fell
under neo-colonialist economic and cultural
influence, embarking in effect on the ca-
pitalist way. To deny this is logically im-
possible and politically foolish.

Yet there are other facts too. Some of
the Third World countries are trying to
follow the socialist way. But only a few
of them have a heavy or light industry, an
industrial proletariat and working-class
hegemony, or Communist parties of the
new Leninist type to lead and direct the
social forces that would secure the socialist
way.

The problem has been maturing for
years. But it was at its sharpest in the 50th
year of the October Revolution. The fact
that Mongolia by-passed capitalism is not
quite the same thing. The matter is far
more complicated, particularly because the
Soviet Union and the rest of the socialist
camp are geographically more remote
from the countries in question. True, they
are generally eager to establish relations
with countries of the socialist community,
especially the Soviet Union. They expect
economic, political, scientific and technical
aid from them, and therefore in one form
or another, to one extent or another, gear
their national policy to the policy of the
socialist countries.

The fact is that many countries are opt-




ing for socialism under the influence of the
general laws and trends of our time, of
the Soviet Union and the socialist camp,
the world Communist and all other revolu-
tionary movements. Yet it depends on each
of them, and on the attitude towards them
of the socialist camp and on the revolu-
tionary factors of our epoch, how and to
what extent they follow the socialist way,
at what rates, on what scale, they can
achieve positive results in historically de-
fined terms.

If the light of October reaches such far-
away places, if it influences even the most
remote underdeveloped countries, this in
itself proves that the basic laws of October,
including the laws of the building of social-
ism and communism are intrinsically gener-
al and worldwide, and no, say, purely Rus-
sian or Bulgarian, although the general is
always tied up with the particular, and the
world revolution, while it is a single pro-
cess, manifests itself differently in different
countries, at different times and, last but
not least, the specific laws of revolution
presuppose such singular facts and factors
which, alongside the particular and the
general, impart a unique character to each
socialist revolution, to the building of so-
cialism and communism from country to
country.

This brings us to some logical conclu-
sions.

To begin with, developing in a variety
of forms, at different rates and on different
scales from country to country, depending
on national features, the socialist revolu-
tion is governed by universal laws (which,
admittedly, always materialize in specific
ways) first observed in the October Re-
volution. That revolution, too, in the en-
vironment of tsarist-landowner-capitalist
Russia, was prepared and carried forward
as a dialectical unity of the general, parti-
cular and singular of the Russian society
of that time, which, as we have noted
earlier, was then the weakest link in the
imperialist chain girdling our planet.

The national-liberation revolutions of our
time, too, are prepared and carried forward
along specific, singular lines. Still, they are
governed in one form or another, to one
extent or another, by the general laws of
the worldwide anti-colonial, anti-imperial-
ist, anti-capitalist revolution.

The general character and historical
trend of the present times is determined by
the October Revolution, irrespective of how
and to what extent this is refracted in the
individual anti-colonial national-liberation

revolutions. This does not contradict, but
rather accords with the general nature and
significance of socialist revolution, despite
all imperialist efforts to isolate the natio-
nal-liberation process from the general re-
volutionary process and thereby oppose it
to the October and other socialist revolu-
tions.

This may escape our notice if we exam-
ine the national-liberation or socialist re-
volutions in isolation (each separately, as
it were) . To grasp all the aspects and pers-
pectives of the present world revolutionary
process, it has to be viewed at a higher
level as a dialectical unity, not a simple
empirical mechanico-metaphysical process
of successive isolated national and socialist
revolutions. We can form but two triangles
out of six equal lines under planimetric
laws and have to invoke the laws of stereo-
metry to get four; the idea of a cube as a
body of volume and density is inconceiv-
able under the law of mechanical associa-
tion if we take six separate sides of it, for
to obtain this idea we have to rise to a
higher theoretico-practical level of percep-
tion and thought. Similarly, the profound
nature of socialist and national-liberation
revolutions cannot be explored and scienti-
fically defined until we rise above mecha-
nical associations, above wvulgar empiric-
ism, abstract Gestaltpsychologie or holism,
as made clear, on the basis of Lenin’s
theory of reflection, in the early editions of
my paper, “The Theory of Reflection.”

There is no whole in dialectico-material-
ist logic if it is not the whole of its parts,
just as there are no parts that are not the
parts of their whole. Only by treating
whole and part, theory and practice, analy-
sis and synthesis, association and rational
intuition in their organic dialectical unity
can the human intellect penetrate the
“nature of the natural and social pheno-
mena and processes.”

These truths, substantiated by Lenin and
constituting a projection of his ideas,
acquired particular logical and practical
impact precisely in the 50 years since the
October Revolution, in the light of the
practice of other socialist revolutions and
the building of socialism. It is extremely
important to keep this within the range of
our vision.

IL

Over the past decade the socialist coun-
tries have turned to a new system of plan-
ning and economic management.
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In the Soviet Union, during the early
years and decades, and during the early
phase in the other socialist countries,
democratic centralism from above out-
weighed democracy from below, that is, the
creative initiative of people in planning
and management. This was due not only to
the specific wartime and postwar exigen-
cies (especially in the Soviet Union, where
even a system of war communism had had
to be introduced for a time). There was a
lack of essential machinery, of industrial
and agricultural raw materials, and of spe-
cialists. Experience in running the economy
along socialist lines was still scarce, and
the small-bourgeois element was still
aboundant in town and country.

Yet the economic, scientific, technical,
cultural and general growth of the Soviet
Union, like that of the new socialist states,
has attained a high rate; a rate and a scale
so high that Western statesmen have had
to acknowledge the Soviet Union — the
main force of the socialist camp — as the
world’s second super-power. If we recall
that about 20 years were needed just to
make good the destruction caused by the
civil and the two world wars, this left ap-
proximately 30 years for the once back-
ward country to grow into the world’s
second super-power, proof of how correctly
Lenin’'s party organized and carried out the
world’s first great proletarian revolution,
ringing in the era of socialism and com-
munism, peace and all-round progress. No
longer do we in the People’s Republic of
Bulgaria plan milk from barren cows; no
longer do we plan centrally what crops the
peasant must sow in his cooperative or any
particular field, etc. Things have changed
drastically since the early years after
September 9, especially as regards the
equipment of factories and farms, raw and
building materials, engineers and techni-
cians, production experience, cooperation
and specialization in CMEA and, particu-
larly, the fraternal friendship and coopera-
tion with the Soviet Union.

These and other factors prompted the
passage to new methods of planning and
management, to sophisticated machines
and production techniques, improving the
system scientifically, training the requisite
specialists, etc.

This is clear to any impartial citizen in
any of the socialist countries. No less clear
is it, however, that the new system is
doubly necessary because the socialist
countries, even the Soviet Union, have not
yet attained the technological and produc-

12 World Marxist Review

tivity levels of the developed imperialist
countries, especially the United States.

We are neither Utopian socialists nor
subjectivists or voluntarists, and recognize
the impact of the technological revolution,
the importance of modernizing and improv-
ing the production facilities of our socialist
economy. True, our rates of growth are
higher. But it is just as true that we started
building at a lower level than the develop-
ed capitalist countries, that we still have to
strain our resources in the technical and
economic competition, to pull abreast in
technical progress, in plant equipment and
labor productivity, and demonstrate the
greater potentialities and progressiveness
of the socialist system, of planned balanced
industrial and agricultural growth in social-
ist society.

It would be foolish to think (and none
do so in the socialist countries) that this
can be done without increasingly rapid and
comprehensive scientific and technological
progress. But in the new conditions the
central planning agencies must in no cir-
cumstances interfere with local production
plans; their immediate business is to deter-
mine, observe, correct and promote the
basic proportions of the economy, the basic
rates of production and trade, the basic
price scale (procurement and retail
prices), etc. Unless this is done and demo-
cratic centralism prevails in our economic
development, the growth of any socialist
country will sooner or later, in one form
or another, to one or another degree, given
complete liberalism, also known as demo-
cracy, with competition between the dif-
ferent industrial and agricultural enter-
prises allowed free rein, inevitably shed its
socialist specifics and revert spontaneously
to free competition and, consequently, to
the  indirect exploitation of some enter-
prises by others, as in capitalist society.
Lenin stressed that every socialist enter-
prise should show a profit. Yet it cannot
do so without the right scientific techni-
ques of organizing and distributing labor.
But though Lenin stressed that socialist
enterprises should show profits and not
exist on government subsidies, he never
said socialist and capitalist profit were
metaphysically identical.

Under capitalism, in the ultimate analy-
sis, the ones to gain are either the freely-
competing individual capitalists or capital-
ists organized in trusts, or the capitalist
state which always champions the interests
of trusts and capitalists rather than those
of the people. '




The reverse is true under socialism:
speaking generally, whenever the state
gains, the associations gain as well; when-
ever the associations gain, the enterprises
gain, their employees also gain, and hence
the socialist individual, and vice versa.
This is totally inconceivable for a capitalist
country, even though imperialist ideolog-
ists theorize about ‘“people’s capitalism,”
worker “participation” in management and
profit, etc. The past 50 years have shown
that the basic concepts or categories of the
socialist political economy are not meta-
physically identical with the concepts or
categories of the bourgeois political eco-
nomy, just as the nature of profit under
the two systems cannot be identical either.

This leads to the logical conclusion that
we, not being utopians, subjectivists or
voluntarists, cannot be described as bu-
reaucratic technocrats for whom the man,
the collective and indeed the whole of
society are of no importance whatever, as
is the case in the world of profit and super-
profit of the capitalists, monopolies and
the capitalist state. From the very nature
of profit in socialist production we can
logically infer the necessity for concrete
initiative and democratization from below,
alongside state initiative and democratic
centralism in planning and management
from above. Inasmuch as our state is a
state of the working people, not of the
capitalists, and inasmuch as the people
have a stake in planned harmonious de-
velopment of the entire economy, not just
of individual enterprises, it may be logical-
ly inferred according to the laws of both
formal and dialectical logic that man, the
socialist worker, and, hence, his socialist
consciousness, ethics, education, aestheti-
cal views, sentiment, etc., fit in naturally
with the organization and operation of the
new system of planning and management.
What this means above all is that the new
system affects not only the economic
sphere, but all spheres of our society.

This was underscored in the Central
Committee report to the Ninth Congress
of our Party delivered by Comrade Todor
Zhivkov, and in all the congress resolutions
and interventions, for that is one of the
main features of the new economic system
as distinct from the capitalist economy in
the imperialist countries, the USA included.

The new system must be fashioned by
the intelligent and dynamic effort of
members of socialist society — individuals
and collectives. Not even the conversion of
science into a productive force could

without their guidance secure the desired
harmoniously planned economic growth
and improvement.

The socialist economy must make full
use of cybernetics, bionics, mathematical
mechanics, computer techniques, etc. But
the ney system cannot be put wholly in
charge of cybernetic robots. It is the con-
cern of living men, the members of social-
ist society, of individuals and collectives,
with the Party at their head.

At the helm of the new system, the new
techniques, the new cybernetic and other
devices and methods, stands the new, en-
terprising man, the member of socialist
society, in whose interest and for whose
welfare the socialist economy, like social-
ist science, culture, art, education, etc., is,
essentially, created. This is why the success
of the new system depends not only on
purely mechanical and automated techni-
ques, but on the individual. the maker of
socialism, with his Marxist-Leninist con-
sciousness, emotions and ideals.

The new economic system, as we have
said, has a strong bearing on all spheres of
socialist society, not just the technical and
economic. The recent cultural congress
and a number of other undertakings in
Bulgaria are proof of this, while opposing
the notions of Rostow, Aron and other im-
perialist ideologists who, covertly or
overtly, in one form or another, seek to
“deideologize” and dehumanize socialist
society, to view general human progress as
technocratic and automated progress
which, ostensibly, will in the end eradicate
the disparities between capitalism and
socialism and bring about the so-called
convergence of, say, the Soviet Union and
the United States.

Since we have examined these matters
on other occasions elsewhere, and in this
journal as well, we need not refer to them
again. Unavoidably, however, conclusions
must be drawn from the first and second
parts of this article, to the effect that new
ideas in planning and management have
come to the fore, opening up new prospects
and new possibilities which we should al-
ways remember, and not only in order to
repel the imperialist ideological aggression
against communism and Marxism-Lenin-
ism, but to go over openly to the counter-
offensive.

That counter-offensive is long overdue.
And if we are to mount it, we should not
underrate the ideological issues, the social
sciences, the Marxist-Leninist philosophy,
and gravitate to the purely technical
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sciences and purely scientific and technolo-
gical progress. In this respect, attention
should be drawn to the recent decision of
the Central Committee of the CPSU stress-
ing the role and importance of the social
sciences—which we shall not quote here
because it is surely known to the readers
of this journal.

IIL

Time and again, in various contexts, in
earlier and later works, Marx observed
that the emancipation of the individual is
a precondition for the freedom of any so-
cial collective, class, etc. It should always
be borne in mind, however, that for Marx,
Engels and Lenin man’s nature is indivis-
ible from his social environment, or, as
Marx put it, the human consciousness is
by nature the aggregate of the social rela-
tions. True emancipation of the individual,
in our case the worker, is, therefore, incon-
ceivable without the emancipation of the
working class, of the social collective to
which the individual belongs. The emanci-
pation of his class from capitalist exploit-
ation and oppression is, therefore, the
logical and historical precondition for the
emancipation of the separate worker, the
individual.

Marx and the other Marxist classics have
never denied the relative significance of
the individual's efforts toward emancipa-
tion, self-improvement, etc. But Marx was
at his most caustic when ridiculing the
Robinson Crusoe* theory, and at his most
ardent when defending historical material-
ism, that is, the theory on the role and the
impact of the social material basis and
social economic relations in emancipating
and improving the working class and with
it the individuals that comprise it.

The Communist Manifesto slogan,
“Workers of all countries, Unite!”, is no
new Crusoe theory in the sense that the
emancipation and improvement of the
working class and human society generally
are attainable through the emancipation
and improvement of individual workers.
Neither Marx, Engels nor Lenin ever held
views even remotely resembling the Ro-
binson Crusoe theory of their contempor-
ary (or, for that matter, our contemporary)
bourgeois liberal economists, sociologists

*A bourgeois economic theory widespread in the past
century, strongly criticized by Marxism, conceived society
os a sum of individuals separate from other individuals,
sach leading on independent existence. See Engels,
Anti-Duehring, Foreign Languages Publishing House,
Moscow, 1959, p. 213 et seq.—Ed.
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and philosophers. They took their material-
ism much farther in the matter of history
and sociology, while combining it skil-
fully with dialectics—a dialectics, however,
which is not to be confused with Hegel's
idealistic notions nor with relativism, the
interpretation of dialectics in our time by
imitators of Kant, Hegel and other idealist
classics,

Marx and Engels, and particularly Lenin,
cast aside the connotations of the Robinson
theory in relation to nationalism and inter-
nationalism, and postulated the dialectico-
materialist unity of socialist patriotism
and internationalism.

Theoretically, each people can in a long
period of growth pass through all the histo-
rical stages, including the capitalist, and
arrive via revolution at the socialist and
communist stage. But in historical terms,
some underdeveloped peoples by-passed
the capitalist stage, entering directly into
the socialist stage with the aid of the
socialist countries, notably the Soviet
Union. In the Soviet Union itself—as we
know — some ethnic groups were at an
even lower stage than feudalism at the
time of the October Revolution. Yet, in the
socialist community formed by the Russian
and other peoples, these backward groups
were helped to follow the socialist way,
rather than the capitalist, and then to in-
tegrate with the socialist family of Soviet
peoples in the still bigger community of
socialist countries and thus avoid what
might well be described as Robinson
Crusoeism in national and social growth.

In the general conditions of our time, the
conditions of the socialist camp and the
Soviet Union, separate nations or an ag-
gregate of nations may come under the in-
fluence of nationalist or great-power
chauvinist ideas. But both logically and
historically, proletarian socialist interna-
tionalism is the governing principle and
socialist patriotism, and patriotism general-
ly, is the governed principle; that is the
general trend of our epoch. True Marxists
believe that national issues are governed
by the social, not vice versa. That is why
so much is said about common views and
joint action on the basis of Marxism-Lenin-
ism and proletarian internationalism, and
not on the basis of some pluralist Marxism
and the nationalism of separate countries
and peoples. Like Marx and Lenin, Dimitri
Blagoyev and Georgi Dimitrov were genu-
ine patriots. This did not prevent them,
however, from being proletarian socialist
internationalists. Lenin took pride in be-




longing to the great Russian nation, and
from the dock of Leipzig Georgi Dimitrov
spoke with pride of belonging to the Bul-
garian working class, the people of Bul-
garia. Yet Lenin was 100 per cent a prole-
tarian socialist internationalist and Georgi
Dimitrov declared at Leipzig, and later
at the 7th Congress of the Comintern,
that he was a soldier of proletarian socialist
internationalism.

Time and again, especially after embark-
ing on Lenin’s way, the Bulgarian Com-
munist Party has in various documents,
like the theses of Comrade Todor Zhivkov
on work among the youth adopted by the
11th Congress of the Komsomol, stressed
emphatically that the dialectical unity of
socialist patriotism and internationalism
is an axiom, though at specific stages em-
phasis may have been laid either on social-
ist patriotism or on socialist international-
ism. But at no time, under no conditions,
whether internal or external, has the Bul-
garian Communist Party ever conceived
socialist patriotism outside its dialectical
unity with socialist internationalism.

In Bulgaran this dialectical unity of
socialist patriotism and internationalism
expressed itself most fully, most specifical-
ly and effectively in Bulgarian-Soviet
friendship, which Georgi Dimitrov de-
scribed as being as essential for the people
of Bulgaria as sun and air, and as the
cornerstone of our foreign policy.

Bulgarian-Soviet friendship has deep
roots. Regrettably, its history has not yet
been written in the desired scientific educa-
tionally revolutionary context. We should
like to draw attention to the fact, how-
ever, that unlike the Bulgarian-Russian
friendship prior to Bulgaria’s liberation
from the feudal Osman yoke with the help
of the fraternal Russian army, Bulgarian-
Soviet friendship rests on the granite
foundation of socialism, of mutual eco-
nomic, political, cultural and scientific aid
and cooperation, the expanding cooperation
and specialization of our socialist economy
and, at the same time, the extension of
this friendship to all the other socialist
peoples and all peoples of the world.

The movement for friendship with the
Soviet and other peoples is associated since
the first days of October with the move-
ment for peace and peaceful coexistence.
This does not imply any disregard of class

distinctions and class struggle, nor any co-
existence of two basically contradictory
ideologies—the imperialist and communist.
The forms, degrees, rates, etc., which char-
acterize the scientific, technological, cul-
tural and other cooperation of nations do
not remove the need for a systematic and
consistent struggle against the current im-
perialist ideological crusade against Marx-
ism-Leninism, socialism and communism.

Having dealt with the problem earlier in
this journal, we shall merely single out a
few points on the unity of Communist and
Workers’ Parties. Unity is doubly import-
ant at this time in history when imperial-
ism’s armed, political and ideological ag-
gression is spreading and when, consequent-
ly, it is essential not only to accentuate
some of our common views, tasks, aims,
perspectives and ideals, but also to find
the ways of putting them into practice. In
other words, the common stand should ma-
terialize in united action by the Communist
and Workers’ Parties and by all revolution-
ary and progressive national and other
movements associated with them.

It is clear that these questions are
supremely important and complex, and at
once highly topical.

#& * #

It is also clear that to discuss and re-
solve this series of common problems in
the correct, Marxist-Leninist dialectico-
materialist, historico-materialist and inter-
nationalist context, we need an analysis of
the problems related to dialectical and his-
torical materialism, the relationship be-
tween philosophy and the particular na-
tural and social sciences, the relationship
between technical and cultural progress
and, ultimately, the role and significance
of the social sciences, notably of Marxist-
Leninist philosophy as the basis for all
further revolutionary, material and spiri-
tual growth of the socialist peoples and all
progressive mankind in the fight for peace,
national liberation, democracy, socialism
and progress.

But those are subjects for other articles,
and I am sure this journal will not miss
the opportunity of examining at least some
of them, for they are no less important and
topical than those we have examined in
the present article.
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THEORY AND PRACTICE OF BUILDING SOCIALISM

New economic upswing

CMEA countries in 1967

The drum-beating of bowurgeois propagan-
dists about ‘“crisis phenomena” in the
socialist countries could lead the poorly-
informed reader in the capitalist world into
believing that the economy of these coun-
tries is really in a bad way.

But the facts tell a different story.
Whereas grave economic difficulties beset
the capitalist world, the socialist countries
united in the Council for Mutual Economic
Aid have accelerated, on the whole, their
rate of growth, as the results for 1967
show.

During the 1967 the economies of most
CMEA countries developed faster than in
1966, and in the past two years, faster
than they had averaged in 1961-65. Accord-
ing to preliminary data, the 1967 increase
in industrial output was 9.5 per cent, com-
pared to 8.3 per cent in the previous year.
In 1966 and 1967 overall agricultural pro-
duction rose substantially, rate of growth
of national income quickened and living
standards improved, demonstrating the
effectiveness of the current economic re-
forms. The CMEA countries registered fur-
ther success in their economic cooperation
and in foreign trade as a whole.

In the capitalist world, the picture is dif-
ferent. The boom in the leading capitalist
countries, the longest in postwar years,
ended towards mid-1966. Things worsened
in 1967, when business activity slackened
almost simultaneously in the three econo-
mically strongest countries — the United
States, Federal Germany and Britain. In
the United States, for instance, industrial
production managed a mere one per cent
increase (9 per cent in 1966), in Britain it
dropped by 0.5 per cent (in 1966 it rose
1.1 per cent) and in Federal Germany by
3 per cent (as against a 1.6 per cent rise
the previous year).
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The slowdown affected the entire capi-
talist world, where the Gross National Pro-
duct is estimated to have risen by approxi-
mately 3 per cent, compared to a 5 per
cent average in 1965 and 1966. The in-
crease in industrial production did not ex-
ceed 2.5 per cent, as against 7 per cent in
1966, and in the Common Market coun-
tries it was slightly over one per cent (4.8
per cent in 1966).

The decline in business activity was ac-
companied by an aggravation of crisis phe-
nomena in the currency system. The deva-
luation of the pound and, following it, of
the currency of twenty-five other capitalist
states further weakened the dollar as the
reserve currency of the capitalist world
and triggered off a gold-buying fever.

Thus, the economic showing of the two
systems in 1967 can be summed up as
follows: an indisputable advance in the
socialist countries and grave difficulties in
the capitalist world.

Let us examine some of the preliminary
figures for 1967 in the CMEA countries.

INDUSTRY

Industry maintained high growth rates
and considerably exceeded the planned tar-
gets.

RATES OF GROWTH

(in %%)
Annual Estimated
averoge annual average

in ilﬁ_l-!! L 1967 in 1966-67
Bulgaria 11.7 13.4 12.4
Hungary 7.5 9.0 7.8
GDR 6.0 6.8 6.5
Mongolia 10.5 7.7 7.5
Poland 8.5 75 7.4
Rumania 13.8 13.5 12.6
USSR 8.6 16.0 9.3
Czechoslovakia 5.2 7.1 7.2




As we see, in 1966 and 1967 industrial
production in the majority of the CMEA
countries grew faster than in the previous
five years. The slightly lower rates in some
countries were envisaged in the national-
economic plans, which, as a rule, are over-
fulfilled.

What is equally important, serious quali-
tative changes designed to raise the effec-
tiveness of production, were introduced
in the industry of the CMEA countries,
most of which are operating new prin-
ciples of economic planning and manage-
ment. Towards the end of 1967 the Soviet
Union had established the new system of
planning and incentives in 7,000 enter-
prises accounting for about 40 per cent of
total industrial output. It would be pre-
mature to judge the ultimate effect of the
reforms, but the initial results show their
timeliness and soundness. As a rule, these
enterprises and branches operating the
new system achieve better results, great-
er productivity of labor, bigger profits and
exert an influence throughout industry.

Major structural changes, too, were ef-
fected in 1967. In a number of countries
the gap between growth rates in producer
and consumer goods industries was con-
siderably narrowed. In the Soviet Union,
for instance, output in the former grew by
10.2 per cent, in the latter 9 per cent.

Progress was registered in the engineer-
ing, chemical, power and other key indus-
tries. Engineering output increased by 20.1
per cent in Bulgaria, 9 per cent in Hungary,
9.7 per cent in Poland, 17 per cent in
Rumania, 12 per cent in the Soviet Union
and 10.4 per cent in Czechoslovakia. A
number of new types of production were
assimilated.

Some 650 new items that began to be
manufactured in Poland include 200,000
kw steam turbines and automatically-
controlled copying lathes. In the course
of the year the rapidly developing electro-
technical and electronic industries in the
GDR increased their output by 9.5 per
cent. Among the items is the Robotron-
300 electronic computer. More than 3,000
models of new machines, equipment and
apparatus and about 1,500 instruments of
a new type were designed and manufac-
tured in the Soviet Union. In Bulgaria, the
share of the engineering industry in total
industrial output rose from 12.5 per cent
in 1960 to 19.5 per cent in 1967.

In the first two years of the current five-
year plans the CMEA countries achieved
important quantitative and qualitative

changes in chemistry. In 1967 output in
Bulgaria’s chemical industry rose 19.9 per
cent, in Hungary 13, Poland 13.9, Rumania
23, the Soviet Union 13 and Czechoslova-
kia 10.2 per cent. In the GDR output of
plastics rose by 13.8 per cent, synthetic
fibres 28.4 per cent and mineral fertilizers
5.3 per cent.

All CMEA countries show a growing
output of electric power.

OUTPUT OF ELECTRIC POWER
(in billions of kilowatt-hours):

1950 1960 1965 1967

Bulgaria 0.8 4.7 10.2 13.6
Hungary 3.0 7.6 11.2 12.5
GDR 19.5 40.3 53.6 56.9*
Mongolia 0.02 0.1 0.2 0.3
Poland 9.4 29.3 43.8 512
Rumania 2.1 ¢ o § 17.2 24.8
USSR 912 2023 507 589
Czechoslo-

vakia 9.3 24 .4 34.2 38.6

*In 1966.

According to preliminary estimates, the
1967 output of electric power in the CMEA
system reached 790,000 million kwh—al-
most double the 1960 figure and nearly six
times that of 1950. Recent years have
witnessed a steady growth of reciprocal
transmission of electric power. Deliveries
through joint power grids amounted to
9,900 million kwh in 1966 and 6,500 million
in the first nine months of 1967. Last year
Bulgaria was added to the members of the
power pool.

Special attention is paid to the iron and
steel industry, all the more so since some
CMEA countries still experience a short-
age of metal.

STEEL PRODUCTION
(in millions of tons)

1950 1960 1965 1967
Bulgaria 0.01 0.3 0.6 2.2
Hungary 1.0 1.9 25 2.7"
GDR 1.3 3.8 44 4.5%*
Poland 2.5 6.7 9.1 105
Rumania 0.6 1.8 3.4 4.0
USSR v 65.3 91.0 1022
Czechoslo-
vakia 3.1 6.8 86 10.0
* Estimate.
*In 1966,

Total steel output in 1967 was approxi-
mately 135 million tons—60 per cent more
than in 1960 and almost four times that
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of 1950. In 1967 three CMEA countries
established new records for steel output:
Poland and Czechoslovakia produced 10
million tons and the Soviet Union 100 mil-
lion tons.

Output of cement is steadily rising. In
Bulgaria it reached 3.36 million tons last
year compared to 2.68 million tons in 1965
and 0.6 million tons in 1950. Hungary pro-
duced 0.8 million tons in 1950, 2.38 million
tons in 1965 and an estimated 2.65 million
tons last year; Poland, 2.5 million tons,
and 11.1 million tons, and the Soviet
Union, 10.2 million tons, 72.4 million tons
and 84.8 million tons respectively.

Good results were achieved in light in-
dustry. Output of cotton textiles in Bul-
garia stood at 71 million metres in 1950,
253 million in 1965 and 306 million in 1967.
In Poland, 778 million metres of cotton
and cotton-type textiles were manufac-
tured in 1967 (397 million and 754 million
in 1950 and 1960 respectively). Last year
the Soviet cotton industry turned out
5,915 million metres as against 2,745 mil-
lion in 1950 and 5,502 million in 1965.

Absolute growth of industrial output was
accompanied by a considerable improve-
ment in quality. In most countries labor
productivity rose, production costs were
lowered and profits were greater.

GROWTH IN LABOR PRODUCTIVITY

(in % %)
Annual Estimated
average annual average
in 1961-65 1967 in 1966-67
Bulgaria 6.8 8.1 6.3
Hungary 4.7 7.0 6.5
GDR 5.6 7.2 6.6
Poland 4.1 3.5*% 3.6
Rumania 7.7 9.4 8.8
USSR 4.6 7.0 6.0
Czechoslo-
vakia 3.5 6.0 5.3

* Value of gross output per worker.

In most CMEA countries growth of labor
productivity plays an increasing role in
boosting production. In Czechoslovakia,
for instance, it accounted for 85 per cent
of the rise in industrial output.

AGRICULTURE

Because of bad weather the 1967 agricul-
tural year was for most CMEA countries
less favorable than 1966. But thanks to
steady mechanization, wider use of ferti-
lizer, and incentive measures, they not
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only overcame the inclemency of the wea-
ther but made further progress in crop
raising and animal husbandry, which is
particularly noteworthy when compared to
the annual averages of the preceding five
years. In Bulgaria, for instance, gross agri-
cultural output exceeded the annual aver-
age for 1961-65 by 25.7 per cent. In Hun-
gary a record grain yield brought grain
production to 21 per cent above 1966. In
the German Democratic Republic the best
showing was made by the state sector,
where the output of animal husbandry
grew by 4.6 per cent and crop raising by
10 per cent. Mongolia, despite unfavorable
weather conditions, achieved good results
in animal husbandry and especially in crop
raising, where 20.2 per cent more grain
was harvested than in 1966. Gross agricul-
tural production in Poland went up by 2.3
per cent. In Rumania the average annual
increase in agriculture in 1966-67 was 7.5
per cent, compared to the 2.4 per cent
annual average in 1961-65.

Measures to boost agriculture in the
USSR helped counter the effect of un-
favorable weather and exceed the record
1966 gross output by one per cent. Aver-
age rate of growth in Soviet agriculture in
1966-67 approximated 5.4 per cent, as
against 2.1 per cent in 1961-65. While grain
production did not reach the 1966 level, it
exceeded the average for 1961-65 by 13 per
cent. There was a considerable increase in
the potato crop, in vegetables, sugar-beet
and livestock products. Agricultural out-
put rose by 3.5 per cent in Czechoslovakia,
which gathered the best postwar grain
harvest.

STANDARD OF LIVING

Economic progress can be judged by
growth of national income.

GROWTH OF NATIONAL INCOME

(in % %)
Annual Estimated
average annual average
in 196165 1967 in 1966-67
Bulgaria 6.7 9 10.3
Hungary 4.5 7 (B g
GDR 3.3 5 4.7
Poland 6.2 6 6.3
Rumania 9.1 7.5 8.2
USSR 6.6 6.7 7.1
Czechoslo-
vakia 1.9 8 9.3

In the first two years of their five-year




plans the member-countries in the CMEA

system considerably accelerated the
growth of national income as compared
with the previous five-year period. More-
over, some countries exceeded the targets
planned for 1967. For instance, in Hungary,
which had planned for 3.5-4 per cent, the
national income grew by about 7 per cent.

Greater production in the socialist world
signifies a rise in the standard of living.
In the past year, cash incomes in Hungary
grew by 7 per cent, per capita real income
by 6 per cent and real wages 3-3.5 per
cent. The minimum wage in the German
Democratic Republic was raised from 220
to 300 marks. Cash incomes in Rumania
registered a 9.1 per cent increase. Per
capita real income in the Soviet Union
grew by 6 per cent. Growth of real wages
in Czechoslovakia averaged 3.5 per cent.

Higher real incomes boosted retail trade
by 10 per cent in Hungary, 4 per cent in
the GDR, 5.5 per cent in Mongolia, 7.5 per
cent in Poland and 94 per cent in the
Soviet Union.

All the CMEA countries have large-scale
housing programs. Last year Hungary built
61,000 flats, Rumania 51,000, Poland
127,000 and the Soviet Union 1,900,000.

INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION

The attention paid to foreign trade in
the current five-year plans of the CMEA
countries is explained by the new stage
reached in the development of the produc-
tive forces and by the common task of rais-
ing the effectiveness of the national eco-
nomy. Special importance is attached to
improving the forms of economic relations
with other countries, enhancing the pro-
fitability of foreign trade and extending
the international socialist division of labor
in its higher forms — specialization and
cooperation. These processes are facilita-
ted by the fact that economic relations
within the CMEA system have long been
based on coordination of national-economic
plans.

In 1967 Bulgaria’s exports rose 13.4 per
cent and imports by 6 per cent. Hungary’s
exports rose 7 per cent and imports 13
per cent. The German Democratic Repub-
lic’'s exports rose 8 per cent, while ex-

ports to the Soviet Union rose 10.3 per
cent, and 100 per cent to the Democratic
Republic of Vietnam. Poland’s foreign trade
rose by 8.3 per cent, and in terms of value
exceeded 20,000 million gold zloty. Ex-
ports went up 11 per cent. The share of
industrial plant in exports reached 36.2 per
cent, that of consumer goods, 15.4 per cent.
Rumania’s foreign trade turnover exceed-
ed the 1966 level by 22.4 per cent, and
the 1965 level by 34.8 per cent. The Soviet
Union increased its foreign trade by 9 per
cent. A favorable balance of trade was
achieved by Czechoslovakia, whose exports
rose 6.9 per cent and foreign trade turn-
over by 2 per cent. Its trade with the
socialist countries was 3.6 per cent greater
than in 1966.

These preliminary results show that in
the case of most CMEA countries growth
of trade within the system was greater
than that of the developed capitalist coun-
tries, where the bad economic situation
aggravated marketing difficulties and led
to sharper competition. By way of illus-
tration, in 1967 foreign trade is estimated
to have grown by less than 5 per cent in
the United States, approximately 5 per
cent in the Common Market countries and
about 3 per cent in Britain (with an abso-
lute decrease in exports). Only Canada and
Japan can boast a substantial growth of
foreign trade (10 and 12 per cent respec-
tively), but in the case of Japan most of
the increase is accounted for by greater
imports, whereas her exports grew by less
than 5 per cent, as a result of which her
foreign trade deficit reached 1,220 million
dollars.

As can be seen from these first results
for 1967, the five-year plans of the CMEA
countries are being fulfilled. A new stage
has been reached in the economic compe-
tition with capitalism. The share of the
socialist countries in world production has
further grown.

Today the efforts of the Communist and
Workers’ parties, governments and all
working people in the socialist countries
are aimed at consolidating their success
and achieving further progress in the com-
Ing years.

V. LATER
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The GDR's socialist constitution

On January 31, 1968, the People’s Chamber
of the German Democratic Republic approv-
ed the draft of a new, socialist Constitu-
tion. The draft has now been submitted
to the public for discussion, and people are
urged to send in their views and proposals
to the People’s Chamber Commission. The
text of the Constitution and the report of
the Drafting Commission have been sent to
every family.

The nationwide discussion has already
begun at meetings in factories and resi-
dential areas, colleges and universities.

The draft Constitution deals with funda-
mental questions of GDR policy, the coun-
try’s economic and cultural development
and the basic problems of the class strug-
gle in Germany.

THE CONSTITUTION AND THE GDR’S
NATIONAL MISSION

Addressing the People’s Chamber Walter
Ulbricht said: “The Commission endeavor-
ed to produce a draft that would meet all
the requirements of a Constitution of the
socialist society and socialist state of the
German nation.” The draft is predicated on
the understanding that in this era of social-
ist reconstruction of the world and of the
scientific and technological revolution, the
state and the people can fulfil their mission
only through the socialist refashioning of
social relations to give free rein to the
people’s physical and spiritual qualities.

By consistently following the path chosen
after 1945, and implementing the first Con-
stitution of October 7, 1949, the GDR laid
the foundations of socialism and assured
predominance of socialist relations of pro-
duction. The new, socialist Constitution
consolidates these gains and, at the same
time, provides a program of political, eco-
nomic and cultural progress. It provides
the political and legal foundation for build-
ing a developed socialist society. Its fram-
ers were guided by the scientific prognosis
formulated in the decisions of the Socialist
Unity Party’s Seventh Congress.

The preamble says the Constitution is
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expressive of the responsibility of the GDR
and its citizens for indicating to the entire
German nation the way to a peaceful, demo-
cratic and socialist future. The results of
social change, legally consolidated in the
new Constitution, and the path it maps out
for completing the building of socialism,
fully accord with the vital interests of the
entire nation. The Constitution clearly
shows that Germany’s national problem can
be solved only by eliminating the power
of imperialism, uniting all the democratic
forces under working-class leadership and
vesting political and economic power in
the working people.

The preamble records that “the United
States government, in collusion with West
German monopoly capital and to the detri-
ment of vital national interests, partitioned
Germany in order to convert its western
areas into a base of imperialism and anti-
socialism.” German Big Business, which
repeatedly plunged the country into disas-
trous wars and crises, helped U.S. imperial-
ism to partition Germany to prevent, at
least in the western areas, fulfilment of
the Potsdam agreements, which called for
the extirpation of nazism and militarism,
and the elimination of monopoly rule. In
re-establishing monopoly rule in West Ger-
many, the German and American imperial-
ists were motivated by common interests,
not by the national interests of the Ger-
man people. They sponsored the West Ger-
man separatist state and by concluding the
Paris agreements hardened the division of
Germany. The emergence of a separate
Bonn state provided the conditions for re-
militarizing West Germany as the European
operational base against the socialist coun-
tries. The Paris agreements brought West
Germany into NATO. Bonn hoped that re-
unification would now be achieved only by
the whole of Germany adhering to the
NATO alliance. Its policy of war and re-
venge is a menace to European peace: its
drive for nuclear weapons, support of Ame-
rica’'s imperialist global strategy and its
barbarous war against Vietnam are deter-
mining factors behind the suppression of




the democratic and peace forces, encour-
agement of neo-nazism and the abolition
of what remained of bourgeois democracy.
This extreme anti-national policy of West
German monopoly capital and its Bonn gov-
ernment is one more indication that imper-
ialism is doomed.

In the German Democratic Republic
nazism and militarism have been compiete-
ly eradicated. Monopoly capital has been
stripped of every vestige of power. Led by
the working class, the people have become
masters of the country and its economy.
The socialist changes have created a firm
foundation for applying the creative abili-
ties of the people in peaceful endeavor and
social progress. The German Democratic
Republic has become a key factor of Euro-
pean peace and security. Thus two German
states have emerged, states with mutually-
opposed social systems, and the gap be-
tween them is becoming wider. Unfortun-
ately, all the efforts of the GDR failed to
prevent events taking this course. In 1952
and 1954 the GDR suggested the conclusion
of a German peace treaty and establish-
ment of normal relations between the two
states.

NORMAL RELATIONS ESSENTIAL
TO PEACE

West German propaganda maintains that
the GDR’s new Constitution can but harden
the present division. But the men respon-
sible for this propaganda are responsible
also for the partition of Germany and the
strained relations between the two German
states. The new Constitution points out
that standing opposed in the two German
states are progress and reaction, humanism
and hatred, peace and aggression.

The people of the GDR have nothing in
common with the monopolists, bankers, Hit-
ler generals and neo-nazis in West Ger-
many. But there is a close community of
interests between the German Democratic
Republic and its citizens and the working
class and all the democratic forces in West
Germany. The new Constitution inspires in
them faith in the triumph of the German
people’s vital interests. It shows them that
there can be neither genuine democracy
nor progress unless militarism and nazism
are extirpated and the West German mono-
polies restricted and, subsequently, abolish-
ed. What is needed in West Germany is
the operation of the anti-monopoly, anti-
fascist and democratic measures prescribed
by the Potsdam agreements.

The new, socialist Constitution will be

of immense assistance to the working class
and all the democratic forces in West Ger-
many because strengthening the peaceful
German state, its steady progress and the
development of its social system, tend to
restrict the power of West German imperi-
alism and advance the fundamental inter-
ests of West Germany’s working class and
working people generally.

The draft Constitution clearly states the
GDR position on relations between the two
states. Article 8 says: “The establishment
and maintenance of normal relations and
cooperation between the two German states
on a basis of full equality is a national
goal of the German Democratic Republic.”
This constitutional provision fully accords
with the interests of the European nations
and peace in Europe.

Normalization brooks no delay; the ten-
sion between the two German states must
be removed. The German Democratic Re-
public and its citizens are also anxious to
overcome the imperialist-imposed partition
of Germany by fostering closer relations
with a view to eventual reunification in
democracy and socialism—that is expressly
stated in the Constitution. Reunification is
bound to be a long process; what the Ger-
man imperialists divided, will be reunited
by the German workers in alliance with
the peasants, intellectuals and all other sec-
tions of the working people and the pro-
gressive bourgeois elements.

ROLE OF THE WORKING CLASS AND
COMMUNIST LEADERSHIP

The German Democratic Republic (Art.
1 of the draft Constitution says) is “the
political organization of the working people
of town and country who are jointly build-
ing socialism under the leadership of the
working class and its Marxist-Leninist Par-
ty.” The people have once and for all shat-
tered the fetters of capitalism and have
built a state which serves their interests,
safeguards their peaceful labor and pro-
motes social progress. This finds expression
in Article 2, which proclaims the sovereign-
ty of the people: “All political power in
the German Democratic Republic is vested
in the working people.”

Article 1 consolidates the leading role of
the working class and its Marxist-Leninist
Party, the Socialist Unity Party. This is a
guarantee of the people’s sovereignty and
of the continued expansion of socialist de-
mocracy, a guarantee, also, of successful
building of a developed socialist society.
Class antagonisms have been overcome and
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class struggle is no longer a motive force.
The motive force is “harmony of the poli-
tical, material and cultural interests of the
working people and their collectives and
the requirements of society.” The working
class continues to play the leading role,
and the formation of a developed socialist
society makes new demands on it.

The enhanced leading role of the working
class and its party follows from the need
for more scientific guidance of the social
processes. For only the working-class party,
guided by Marxism-Leninism, creatively
applying and enriching it by collective ef-
fort and by drawing on the rich experience
of the masses, can provide the scientific
prognostication needed to build a develop-
ed socialist society as an integral system
and chart its path into the future.

The Marxist-Leninist party, the organiz-
ed vanguard of the working class, exercises
its leadership through its scientifically sub-
stantiated policy, the appeal of its decisions
and the activity of its members, and not
through administrative coercion. Its task is
to develop the political understanding and
activity of all citizens in tackling and solv-
ing the problems confronting society. The
role of the Party has grown. This does not
imply a lesser role for the other social
forces, but closer cooperation and joint
responsibility, particularly closer coopera-
tion of the parties and the public organiza-
tions, the value of which has been fully
confirmed by experience. Firm alliance of
the working class and the cooperative farm-
ers, intellectuals and other sections of the
people, Article 2 says, is the inviolable
foundation of the socialist system. Its or-
ganizational form is the National Front of
Democratic Germany. Article 3 states:
“Through the National Front of Democratic
Germany, parties and public organizations
unite all the forces of the people for joint
effort in further developing socialist so-
ciety.”

ECONOMICS, SCIENCE, EDUCATION,
CULTURE

Socialist relations of production have
triumphed in the German Democratic Re-
public. Accordingly, the draft Constitution
proudly proclaims: “Exploitation of man by
man has been abolished for all time. Every-
thing produced by the people belongs to the
people. The underlying principle is ‘from
each according to his ability, to each ac-
cording to his work’.” Socialist property,
planned and guided social development in
accordance with scientific achievement, are
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basic to our socialist society (Art. 2).
Founded on socialist ownership of the
means of production, the GDR economy is
a planned socialist economy. It serves to
strengthen the socialist system and makes
for progressively fuller satisfaction of the
material and cultural needs of the people,
development of the personality and of so-
cialist relations (Art. 9).

Economic power in the hands of the
working people is an essential safeguard of
their political power and a necessary condi-
tion for the development of socialist de-
mocracy. The task is properly to under-
stand and employ the forms and methods
necessary to assure rapid development of
the productive forces to take full advantage
of the scientific and technological revolu-
tion. This is a process of growth, study, cri-
tical review of what has been accomplish-
ed, struggle against mediocrity—in short,
a process of consistent solution of all the
problems facing society. One of the key
elements of the socialist economic system,
which the Constitution seeks to bring into
full operation, is the link between the cen-
tral planning and management bodies and
local government (Art. 9). Solution of econ-
omic problems, higher production and
higher efficiency of social labor can be
achieved only by stimulating democracy
within the economy, encouraging more re-
sponsibility at factory level and enlisting
all the people to share in planning and run-
ning their enterprise and the economy as
a whole. That, too, is implicit in the draft.

Science, education and culture, which
hold an important place in the constitution-
al provisions, are regarded not only as the
inherent rights of all citizens, but rather as
one of the foundations of our socialist sys-
tem. The educational system offers every
citizen maximum opportunities to meet
constantly mounting requirements. The
Constitution expressly forbids the use of
scientific achievement to the detriment of
peace and understanding among the na-
tions, against human life and dignity (Art.
16) . The GDR promotes and safeguards so-
cialist culture, which serves the cause of
peace, humanism and social progress. Our
society develops cultural life, upholds all
the humanistic values of world culture and
encourages the growth of a socialist na-
tional culture (Art. 17).

MAN AND SOCIETY

The Constitution provides for the all-
round development of man’s abilities and
accomplishments, for satisfaction of his
material and spiritual needs. Article 2 pro-




claims: “Man is the central element of all
the undertakings of socialist society and
the socialist state.” The new Constitution
will be the fundamental law of a country
that faithfully fulfils its obligations to its
citizens. It can do that because revolution-
ary change has created the conditions for
a life worthy of man. The jungle law of
capitalism has been abolished, as have all
the factors that make for exploitation, for
a society of ‘“one against all,”” which is
the underlying principle of capitalism.
Humanism and justice, the fundamental
rights of the citizen and respect for human
dignity are firmly guaranteed by the eco-
nomic, political and legal systems of the
socialist state.

That is why the Constitution singles out
as the fundamental right of the citizen “‘the
right actively to share in shaping the
political, economic, social and cultural life
of socialist society and the socialist state”
Art. 20). This right is exercised primarily
through democratic election of all govern-
ment bodies and through participation in
planning and conducting public affairs.
Citizens are entitled to demand an account
of the activity of all officials and all elect-
ed bodies and persons.

This right to an active share in social
and political life is closely associated with
another constitutional right, the right to
work (Art. 30). Citizens of the GDR are
not only guaranteed employment, but also
the right and opportunity to participate in
planning and managing their enterprises
and the national economy as a whole.

Equally important, the citizen is guaran-
teed the right to education, which under
the new Constitution is being substantially
expanded. Article 31 says: “Ten-year poly-
technical schooling is compulsory for all
children. All young people are obliged to
acquire a profession.” And these rights are
backed by effective guarantees: vocational
training, special schools and institutes and
facilities for adult education are open to
all. In fact, every citizen is afforded ample
opportunity to acquire the knowledge
necessitated by the higher requirements of
the scientific and technological revolution.

Socialism presupposes the emancipation
of woman and ample opportunity for the
development of her abilities, which is
something bourgeois “emancipation” can-
not do.

SOVEREIGNTY OF THE PEOPLE AND
THE POLITICAL STRUCTURE

“Sovereignty of the working people,

exercised on the basis of democratic cen-
tralism, is a fundamental principle of the
political structure” (Art. 47). Accordingly,
the people exercise their political power
through democratically elected bodies. The
latter—from the People’s Chamber down
to local elected bodies—constitute the basis
of government, the only source of govern-

ment authority.
Supreme authority is vested in the

People’s Chamber, the sole body authoriz-
ed to promulgate the Constitution and
laws of the German Democratic Republic
(Art. 48). The People’s Chamber adopts
fundamental policy decisions, and has both
legislative and executive powers and au-
thority to assure realization of its deci-
sions (Art. 49). The new Constitution con-
tains the important provision that the
People’s Chamber defines guiding princip-
les for the Council of State, the Council
of Ministers, the National Defense Coun-
cil, the Supreme Court and the Prosecu-
tor’s Office and alone has the authority to
appoint and dissolve these bodies. (Articles
49 and 50.)

The same principle applies to all local
government bodies—regional, district, city,
etc. They independently decide all ques-
tions relating to the given area and its
population in conformity with operating
legislation. They see to it that the people
have an adequate share in political, eco-
nomic, cultural and public affairs, and in
all their work they cooperate with public
organizations (Art. 81).

This method of formulating the national
will, plus accountability of all govern-
ment agencies to elected bodies and of
the latter to the electorate, and the diverse
forms in which the people share in politi-
cal and economic affairs, are proof that
the new Constitution is the most democra-
tic ever presented to the German people.

BULWARK OF PEACE AND
FRIENDSHIP

The new Constitution gives legal con-
solidation to the principles of GDR foreign
policy. As the socialist state of the Ger-
man nation, the GDR has drawn the neces-
sary lessons from the country’s history
and, in keeping with international commit-
ments binding on all Germans, has rooted
out militarism and nazism. Its foreign
policy aims at peace, security and closer
understanding among nations (Art. 6). The
draft says that, in keeping with the prin-
ciples of socialist internationalism, the
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German Democratic Republic supports and
develops all-round cooperation and friend-
ship with the Soviet Union and the other
socialist states. It maintains close frater-
nal friendship with the armies of the
Soviet Union and the other socialist coun-
tries in the interests of preserving peace,
promoting the Republic’s defense capacity
and defending its socialist system and the
peaceful labors of its people. The Con-
stitution makes it incumbent on the GDR
and its citizens to support peoples advanc-
ing to freedom and independence, to co-
operate with all nations on a basis of equa-
lity and mutual respect, and calls for a col-
lective security system in Europe and last-
ing peace throughout the world. Expressed
in these constitutional provisions is the
German Democratic Republic’s attitude to-
wards the fundamental standards of inter-
national law. Article 8 states: “Generally
accepted standards of international law
that serve peace and peaceful cooperation
are obligatory for the government and
citizens of the German Democratic Re-
public. The GDR will never wage wars of
aggrandizement, nor will it use its armed

forces to suppress the freedom of other
nations.”

It follows, then, that the new Constitu-
tion stresses the role of the German De-
mocratic Republic as a bulwark of peace
in Central Europe. The socialist GDR is an
insuperable barrier to Bonn’s peace-menac-
ing and revanchist policies. Those coun-
tries that have not yet adopted a clear
attitude towards the GDR will now have
a fuller picture of its aims and policies, its
national and international mission. The
new Constitution will show European
governments which, influenced by Bonn's
revanchist policy, have refrained from
establishing normal relations with the GDR
that they can no longer afford to disregard
the historic changes that have taken place
in Germany and their impact on Europe.
If they want to assure Europe peace and
security, they can no longer by-pass the
peaceful socialist state of the German na-
tion. The German Democratic Republic is a
steadfast and powerful factor for European
peace and security.

Tord RIEMANN

Czechoslovak economists on
planning and the market
mechanism under socialism

The main problem now being discussed by
Czechoslovak economists—as a glance at
any economic journal will show—is the
role of planning and the market in a social-
1st society.

The discussion is free and constructive.
Its participants draw on the concepts enun-
ciated by Lenin, carefully analyze the work
of Soviet economists of the twenties and of
Western economists of the thirties (von
Mises, Hayek), the late Polish economist
Oskar Lange and others, the experience of
fraternal socialist countries and everything
that can be usefully borrowed from capi-
talist experience.
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The discussion should be seen against
the background of Czechoslovakia’s econo-
mic position and recent economic research.

Studies published in 1967 came after ear-
lier theoretical research had been incorpor-
ated into documents of Party and govern-
ment bodies, and after far-reaching changes
in planning and management. For instance,
rigid economic planning was abandoned,
industry contributions to the national bud-
get were made uniform, factories were
given a wider margin of independence to
enable them to react to changing market
conditions and to the goals set by central
planning agencies. The economy regained




its former growth rate and industry on the
whole was already running at a higher effi-
ciency level.

Several concepts which were the subject
of heated debate in 1963-66 were in 1967
accepted unreservedly by practically all our
economists. It is now generally agreed that
planning by administrative directive does
not accord with the present stage of inten-
sive development and tends to aggravate
rather than solve economic problems. To-
day, no economist subscribes to the theory
that the market is a spontaneous force that
must be suppressed by the plan, or to the
formula: “The market is capitalism, the
plan socialism.” Economic thought revolves
around a different problem altogether,
namely, how best to combine planning with
the market mechanism in the interests of
socialist society.

Speaking on the subject last June, M.
Kohoutek, Deputy Chairman of the State
Planning Commission, remarked: “We can-
not work with a plan that excludes the
market, just as we cannot work with a
market that excludes the plan. However,
the market should not be regarded as an
instrument of plan implementation. The
market is an objective economic category,
the subject and object of study, and is
influenced through the plan. Placing the
market and the plan on one and the same
level can only lead to confusion. For the
former represents a definite complex of
economic processes, whereas the latter is a
definite program, even, I would say, an ex-
pression of subjective will, a program of
aims and the means of their attainment.
We should therefore speak of the relation
between the objective and subjective. This
does not mean that the plan should be
subjective; no, it must take into account
the market as a real economic category,
but at the same time serve as an instrument
of policy-making, as a means of influencing
economic processes, and, consequently, in
a certain sense, also the market.” (Planned
Economy, No. 9, 1967, p. 17).

Having rejected planning by binding di-
rective, Czechoslovak economists have tak-
en a new approach to the institutional
structure of society. It is wrong, they be-
lieve, to regard the economy as a mechan-
ism in which the central element acts as a
sort of brains trust whose decisions are
dutifully carried out by the lower units,
with the intermediate units acting merely
as transmission agencies. The consensus of
opinion now is that the socialist economy

is a complex organism in which the in-
dustrial enterprise is a micro-organism
within the economic macro-organism, but
the enterprise has its own “brain,” and
reacts in its own way to environmental
change.

One aspect of this complex mechanism is
described by E. Loeble as follows: “We
should see the national economy in the new
economic system as a bi-polar whole, in
which the micro-economy and the macro-
economy represent separate systems of co-
ordination, each operating on its own level”
(Economic Gazette, No. 49, 1967, p. 3).

Another aspect of the problem is dis-
cussed by D. Fiser: “If we accept the view
that there are not one but many decision-
making centers in our society, that besides
the government there are various public
institutions, cooperatives and industrial en-
terprises, then what we should demand
from planning is timely coordination of
decisions made by these various directing
centers, or, to use a more current expres-
sion, the plan must facilitate the interlock-
ing of different interests” (Planned Eco-
nomy, No. 10, 1967, p. 31).

Implict in this formula is the idea that
planning cannot be dictation from above; it
can only be a means of harmonizing inter-
ests. But how is that to be achieved? Only
if the market, and not the plan, acts as a
stimulator, and also as a force of economic
coercion, to attain a higher level of tech-
nical and economic performance.

In this context some Czechoslovak eco-
nomists discuss ways and means of com-
bining the two, stimulation and coercion,
to improve production. This, roughly, is
their line of argument: prices should be
parametric, that is, they should be tested
on the market to provide an objective cri-
terion of necessary social labor. Every en-
terprise must strictly abide by the principle
that its profits depend entirely on realiza-
tion of its product on the market; contribu-
tions to the national budget should not
impair operation of this principle (hence
the idea of uniform budget contributions).
If economic stimulation and coercion are
left to the plan (as is the case in rigid,
directive planning), then every plan indica-
tor is bound to become the subject of end-
less bargaining between the central bodies
and factory managements. And this, it is
emphasized, is the main obstacle to scien-
tifically substantiated planning.

This brings us to the next problem,
which can be briefly formulated as follows:
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how can the market mechanism be used
for scientific planning. The following can
be taken as typical thinking on the subject.

D. Fiser: “In a definite sense effective
functioning of the market facilitates plan-
ning and the construction of an econometric
model as the basis for decision making. By
assuring smooth functioning of the econo-
my, the market mechanism obviates the
need for detailed planning and, consequent-
ly, enables the planners to concentrate on
cardinal problems” (Planned Economy, No.
10, 1967, p. 29).

K. Kouba: “Planning calls for a price
mechanism that will furnish the necessary
data for decision making” (Political Eco-
nomy, No. 9, 1967, p. 776). Only if the
market (i.e., a force operating outside the
planning process) performs its stimulative
and coercive functions will factory man-
agers put into their plan all their latent
potentialities. The central planners will thus
be able mathematically to construct an op-
timal national plan. If industry does not
bring out its real potentialities, and does
not provide a true picture of what can be
accomplished, there is no point in trying to
draw up a precise plan.

The chief argument, Kouba maintains, is
that the socialist market provides the neces-
sary criteria for scientific planning. He puts
it in these words: “Without a rational price
structure, optimal planning is impossible”
(Political Economy, No. 9, 1967, p. 777).

To buttress his case, Kouba goes back to
the Hayek-Lange controversy of the 1930’s.
Hayek contended that socialist ownership
of the means of production meant that
there was no market and therefore no ra-
tional price structure for producer goods.
Lange argued that the central planners
could fix rational prices on producer goods
even in the absence of a functioning mark-
et. To this Kouba objects: “Lange’s idea
of substituting directives from the center
for a functioning market presupposes the
availability of all the necessary data for
decision making . . . but the exchange of
information between central planning agen-
cies and factories involves interested par-
ties. The gathering of reliable information
and its transmission in the form of rigid
parametric prices presupposes identical in-
terests of factorv management and society
as a whole. . . . However, all earlier investi-
gations suggest not harmony but rather
disharmony, both in short-term and long-
term interests, of enterprises and central
bodies, production collectives and their
managers, managers and the community.
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This makes it questionable whether such
a system of information would make it
possible to replace the market by economic
planning.” And developing his argument in
defense of socialism, Kouba writes: “Lange
borrowed from the critics of socialism the
idea that socialization of the means of
production precludes a functioning market.
There is nothing to substantiate that. . . .
Our present ‘discussion abouf socialism’ is
predicated on other theoretical concepts
and uses other practical methods. . . .

“The fact is that there can be a special
market for producer goods. Socialist fac-
tories, as economic subjects of such a mark-
et, can exchange their product at market
prices, and this is all the easier since, as a
rule, the socialist economy is not isolated
from the world market in producer goods.
Furthermore, such a market is fully com-
patible with regulation of individual and
collective (factory) incomes that will as-
sure socialist distribution of the national
income” (Political Economy, No. 9, 1967,
pp. 775-76).

Though Czechoslovak economists defi-
nitely favor employment of the market
mechanism in a socialist economy, they do
not consider this a cure for all ills. There
have been several critical studies of market
functioning. One of the more outstanding
contributions has been made by D. Fiser.
He uses analysis of market malfunctioning
to define more precisely the purpose and
significance of planning. To do this, he
examines fluctuations and recessions in the
capitalist market and discusses various
ways of eliminating these through centraliz-
ed planning. Fiser believes that a thorough
study of the causes of market recessions
can, in some cases at least, help towards
more precise planning.

In other words, Fiser seeks to draw from
the experience of capitalism everything
that can be usefully applied in socialist
planning. A study of the experience of
developed capitalist countries, he says, is
valuable for two basic reasons: “First, it
shows how not to plan, what one should
not do, if we want to keep the market
mechanism in operation. Second, it shows
how to plan, that is, how to construct plans
and what instruments to use in doing so,
in a situation of a functioning market”
(Planned Economy, No. 4, 1967, p. 65).

In another study, “Marxism and Planning
in Developed Capitalist Countries” (Politi-
cal Economy, No. 1, 1967), Fiser takes as
his starting point the Marxist-Leninist view
of planning under capitalism, criticizes the




metaphysical approach of certain authors
who deduce from the contradiction between
the social charatcer of the productive
forces and the private ownership of the
means of production, that capitalism pre-
supposes anarchy and is the negation of all
planning. Fiser writes: “Planning in devel-
oped capitalist and socialist countries has
something in common, namely, that it is
conducted in a situation of a functioning
market. But that should not be taken to
mean that we can automatically transplant
capitalist methods and experience to so-
cialist countries. It should be borne in mind
that in one case planning is geared to the
requirements of capitalism and in the other
to the requirements of socialism. This is
bound to tell also on the functioning of the
market mechanism and its relevance to
various forms of planning.”

To what degree is capitalist planning ex-
perience applicable? There is this interest-
ing point by J. Kotrc: “We have a rather
curious situation . . . the capitalist coun-
tries shied away from planning which they
denounced as smacking of socialism. But
expansion of the productive forces com-
pelled them to ‘slide’ into planning to one
or another degree. The socialist countries
rejected the law of value and, consequenly,
its main attribute, the market, which they
denounced as one of the more negative
aspects of capitalism, until expansion of
the productive forces and economic reali-
ties compelled them to reestablish the law
of value.” (Planned Economy, No. 5, 1967,
p. 4).

These excerpts from recent Czechoslovak
economic writing show that the market
mechanism is regarded only as a means of
improving socialist planning, and certainly
not as an instrument of plan fulfilment.

That has been strongly emphasized by
Kohoutek and is examined in detail by K.
Kouba. He writes: ‘“The underlying idea
of the economic reform, which is meant
to combine the plan with a regulated mark-
et mechanism, is gradual elaboration of a
rational price structure as the starting point
of economic (as distinct from administra-
tive) planning. However, we sometimes
meet with another concept. The traditional
understanding of planning remains, in ef-
fect, unaltered. The proposed changes con-
cern only the formulation of indicators,
which are now orientation guides rather
than rigid directives. Furthermore, it is pro-
posed to supplement this reconstructed
plan by a price mechanism which, in com-
bination with other economic levers, will

serve as an instrument of plan realization.
However, this interpretation of the reform
does not go beyond the administrative-
directive model of economic management
(Political Economy, No. 9, 1967, p. 777).

Any one conversant with the economic
position in Czechoslovakia over the past
10 years will, of course, realize that this
is a criticism of the economic reform which
we tried to introduce in 1958-60. It might
be recalled that the plan-market relation-
ship was then considered in a different
light than now, Planning was in no way
related to objective market criteria. Instead
of being guided by the formula: “Planning
in conformity with objective market cri-
teria,” the accepted formula was: *“Carry
out the subjective plan directives by de-
forming market categories.”

These two formulas are more than a
measure of the change in economic think-
ing in the decade 1957-67. They are also a
clear indication of the acute problem facing
us today. Old style planning has by no
means been completely eliminated. In fact,
in a number of cases it has proved to be
very much alive: decision is based entirely
on subjectivism, and prices are regulated
to produce the desired effect. What we
have, then, is an attempt to deform the
market by using obsolete methods based
on an obsolete understanding of planning.

M. Kohoutek flatly rejects these methods
and their underlying concept. He writes:
“The present stage is one of reconstruction
of the entire management system, but so
far there is no functioning market. Conse-
quently, the proper relation between plan
and market has to be approached in the
light of this concrete situation. I believe
that the plan is an instrument of economic
reform . . . but today it is also an instru-
ment of market formation. That may ap-
pear paradoxical, but in my opinion that
is how things stand. We had two alterna-
tives in creating a functioning market:
immediate liberalization of market relations
to allow, indeed encourage, uncontrolled
market operation. This would have led to
a sharp price rise and would have adversely
reacted on the level and structure of pro-
duction, and on employment and living
standards, though market equilibrium could
have been restored within a comparatively
short time. The other alternative—and the
one we accepted—was gradual consolida-
tion of the economic reform. . . . We care-
fully appraised the potentialities of our eco-
nomy and decided in favor of this alterna-
tive . . . for our economic structure could
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not have quickly adapted itself to this sud-
den change-over, which would have entail-
ed heavy losses” (Planned Economy, No. 9,
1967, pp. 23-24).

Understandably, a number of theoretical
problems remain temporarily unsolved as
we go ahead with the economic reform. But
there can be little doubt that 1968 and the
coming years will produce constructive
ideas on this all-important problem of com-
bining planning with the market mechan-
ism. As M. Kohoutek, Deputy Chairman of
the State Planning Commission, told a re-
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cent conference of economists: “Economic
research should now concentrate on scien-.
tific elaboration of remaining problems and
on analyzing the functioning of the new
economic system. This is necessary as a
basis for practical work, notably continued
perfection of the management system we
intend to introduce in full after 1970. Eco-
nomic research must always be more than
a step ahead of practice” (Planned Econo-
my, No. 9, 1967, p. 25).

Otakar TUREK




END OF THE PROSPERITY MYTH

USA 1968 — the sick societly

L

In 1967 the United States of America, the
richest country by far in the capitalist
world, the country which has seen the
greatest expansion of the productive forc-
es in the history of capitalism, began to be
diagnosed as the “sick society.”

How comforting it would be for the man
in the White House and for his colleagues
in the State Department and the Pentagon,
if the chiefs of the FBI and CIA could pro-
duce dossiers denouncing the diagnosti-
cians of the malaise as Reds and, therefore,
agents of the Kremlin.

But for all their ingenuity this is some-
thing the nation’s top policemen cannot
provide. For the most outspoken critic of
Johnsonism, a man who can hardly be
tarred with the Left brush, is none other
than Senator William Fulbright, Chairman
of the Senate foreign relations committee.
“The Great Society,” in the words of the
Senator, “has become the sick society.”

And Fulbright's “sick society’” diagnosis
is supported by the National Committee
for an Effective Congress which has de-
scribed the state of the nation in these
words: “At all levels of American life peo-
ple share the similar fears, insecurities and
gnawing doubts to such an intense degree
that the country may be suffering from a
kind of national nervous breakdown.”

These statements, far from being isolat-
ed views on the subject of America’s mo-
ral crisis, find confirmation and elaboration
in the daily press and in the numerous
weekly magazines. Men in all walks of life
are gravely disturbed by the alarming
symptoms of the ailment. And in their
searching for the reasons for it the trails
lead unmistakably to the White House,
the Pentagon and the other citadels of the
military-industrial-political complex in
Washington.

Any listing of the symptoms of the cur-
rent malady could begin with the Mac-
Carthy years, the persecution of the Com-

munist Party and the left intellectuals, the
assassination of President Kennedy — a
crime which deeply shocked and pained
the people of the United States and indeed
people all over the world; then came the
assassination of Oswald, the alleged assas-
sin of the President, while in police cus-
tody, in the very presence of the police
and seen by millions of astonished tele-
viewers throughout the country; next
would be the crime wave which on a na-
tional scale has made streets and even the
home places of danger to the citizenry;
there is the race problem, which in the
summer of 1967 developed into a shoot-
ing war in over a hundred cities; there is
the poverty which for 35 million people
signifies a life of bleakness and misery;
there is the war in Vietnam which has
deeply divided the nation and, as a con-
sequence, a loss of trust and confidence in
the leaders of the country and in its poli-
tical institutions. The experience of John-
sonism has taught people to doubt the
veracity of any statement made by the
President or Secretary of State Rusk.

To use a word very much in vogue in
the United States these days, the people,
young and old, Black and white, worker
and intellectual, have been alienated by
the aggressive imperialist policy of the
man in the White House. And vet only a
brief four years ago, on Nov. 3, 1964, when
Lyndon Baines Johnson was elected to his
first full term in the White House by the
biggest popular vote in American history,
his prestige was, in American parlance, at
an all-time high.

In the 1964 election the trade unions,
the various peace organizations, religious
bodies, students and young people gene-
rally, women’s organizations, even Repub-
lican politicians and newspapers, rejecting
the blood-thirsty war cries of Goldwater,
supported Johnson who wooed the elec-
tors with the solemn promise to pursue a
policy that would help make the United
States the *““. . . most peaceful nation in
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the history of mankind.”

In the three and a half years since that
election promise was made to the Ameri-
can people Johnson has so escalated the
war in Vietnam that the United States is
now waging the biggest and the most ruth-
less colonial war in all the blood-stained
history of imperialism; terror bombing of
the civilian population, naval bombard-
ment, napalm, toxic chemicals, helicopters
and a half a million American troops—all
are deployed in the desperate and futile
effort to secure victory.

And far away from this calculated de-
struction of a small country and its peo-
ple, Barry Goldwater, the rejected Presi-
dential candidate, ruefully recalls in his
Arizona retirement that he, in the course
of the 1964 election campaign, had been
denounced “as a trigger-happy warmong-
er” for advocating the very war policy
now assiduously pursued by Johnson.

Far be it from us to suggest that the
colonial war in Vietnam is the outcome
solely of an aberration on the part of the
President and his colleagues in Washing-
ton. Its genesis goes back much farther,
certainly to those days in the mid-nine-
teenth century when, after the wars of
extermination against the original Indian
inhabitants, Americans beheld from the
mountain peaks of California the vast and
alluring expanses of the Pacific Ocean.
New frontiers beckoned, and America’s
imperial dream, if not exactly born at that
particular moment, received a terrific im-
petus from the completion of the long
transcontinental trek from Manhattan
Island to the Pacific coast.

Apologists of Uncle Sam’s belated im-
perial expansion often claim that the ac-
quisition of an American empire was an
“accidental” by product, that somehow the
U.S. had “stumbled” into its imperial role,
that this role had been “thrust” upon it.
Nothing could be farther from the truth.

For American political literature of the
second half of the 19th century is replete
with declarations advocating expansion in
all directions. In the 1850’s, Senator Wil-
liam Henry Seward, who later became Lin-
coln's Secretary of State, a passionate ad-
vocate of Pacific expansion, proclaimed
that the “Pacific Ocean, its shores, its
islands, and the vast regions beyond will
become the chief theatre of events in the
world’'s great hereafter.” And even before
the happy ‘“accident” of the Spanish Ame-
rican War, when its first imperialist Big
Leap secured to the United States the an-
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nexation of Hawaii, jubilant empire dream-
ers in Washington exulted in saying: “We
have planted a Gibraltar in the heart of
the Pacific.”

The deliberately provoked war against
Spain, loudly trumpeted as a war for the
“liberation of Cuba,” had the paradoxical
result of the “liberator’” being transformed
overnight into a country with a vast em-
pire; the Philippines, Guam and Puerto
Rico were annexed. Spain was forced out
of the Western hemisphere; the United
States had moved into what in the impe-
rialist jargon of today is known as the
“vacuum” caused by the Spanish with-
drawal; this, its second Big Leap, extend-
ed its Western frontier seven thousand
miles out into the Pacific.

The people of the Philippines, however,
had as little liking for the new dollar im-
perialists as they had for the hapless
Spaniards. Their dislike took the form of
a rebellion against the Yankee invader with
the result that the Americans found them-
selves bogged down in a long and bloody
colonial war, the first of their major col-
onial wars against an Asiatic people.

Even before the war with Spain, Wash-
ington had been needling Britain in the
Western Hemisphere. And when in the
1890’s a boundary dispute arose between
Britain and Venezuela over British Guiana,
Secretary of State Olney served notice on
Britain, saying: “Today the U.S. is prac-
tically sovereign in this continent.” Hot-
heads shouted for war against Britain, and
“Europe, Asia and Africa” were rudely
warned “to keep their hands off the Hemi-
sphere on the penalty of being thrashed
within an inch of their lives.”

Such was the intexication with the
heady wine of the first U.S. essay in em-
pire building. Aggression had whetted the
appetite, and the appetite fed on aggres-
sion.

Soon Britain prudently withdrew her
naval force from Caribbean waters and
this “vacuum,” too, was duly filled; the
Caribbean became a United States lake, a
naval base was installed in Cuba, tutelage
established over the Dominican Republic,
Haiti and Nicaragua, and the whole un-
savory and still unfinished history of the
Panama Canal and the Canal Zone began.

These developments paved the way in
the 1920s to another colonial war, this
time in the Western Hemisphere against
the people of Nicaragua led by the legend-
ary Sandino. This, incidentally, was the
first colonial war in which the imperialist




aggressor used the new airpower in a big

way against civilians. Terror bombing,
tried out by the United States airforce
against the people of Nicaragua long be-
fore Hitler’s Luftwaffe blasted the Spanish
city of Guernica, had arrived.

The allied victory in World War II, a
victory which laid imperial Japan pros-
trate, was seized upon by the United
States to make its third and biggest leap
in the area of the Pacific resulting in a
string of bases stretching from Japan to
South Korea, and Taiwan.

This third leap, accompanied by use of
the newer terror weapon in the shape of
the Atom Bomb, had taken the Washing-
ton empire builders quite a long way along
their dazzling road towards world domi-
nation.

But clouds were now darkening the
skies, roadblocks appeared in the way of
the hitherto triumphal procession towards
an American world empire. The socialist
Soviet Union, despite fearful losses in dead
and devastation, emerged from the war
with a prestige unsurpassed by any Great
Power. Hitler’s massive war machine suf-
fered shattering blows in the famous bat-
tles at Moscow, Leningrad, Stalingrad,
Warsaw, Budapest and, ultimately, in Ber-
lin itself. These defeats acted as a power-
ful stimulus to the resistance movements
in the Hitler occupied countries of Europe.
And after the war in eastern and south-
east Europe many of the countries turned
to socialism, while in all colonial and semi-
colonial countries anti-imperialist national-
liberation movements and struggles gained
momentum. And soon the so-called third-
world countries began to play an active
anti-imperialist role.

For the United States these develop-
ments signified the dimming of its dreams
of stepping into the imperial shoes of Bri-
tain, France, Japan and the lesser im-
perialist countries such as the Netherlands
and Belgium. The realization brought on
a bout of political hysteria, of which anti-
communism and atomic blackmail were
the distinguishing symptoms—the “sick
society” at home extrapolated onto the in-
ternational plane.

By 1950 the Truman administration, in-
voking ‘“the Communist danger” was ex-
tending aid to the hard-pressed French
forces in Indochina. A little later it
launched its aggression against the Korean
Democratic Republic, and is presently us-
ing all the military devices of the techno-
logical revolution against the people of

Vietnam. That is to say that for the past
20 years or more United States imperial-
ism, a hideous Frankenstein-like monster
of the atomic age, has been waging non-
stop wars of aggression against small peas-
ant countries in Southeast Asia.

In the Caribbean area, too, there have
been murderous onslaughts against free-
dom fighters in the Canal Zone and in the
Dominican Republic.

The same is true of many of the newly-
free African countries, of Iran, and the
Middle East generally. And how true it is
of the ultra-reactionary regime of the
Greek colonels in Athens.

The totality, then, adds up to a Wash-
ington inspired and Washington organized
permanent counter-revolution, to a series
of non-stop anti-revolutionary wars waged
by varying means in South-East Asia,
Latin America and Europe.

And how utterly paradoxical that this
worldwide anti-revolutionary war should
be waged by the very country that was
born in the blood and travail of a revolu-
tionary war against the greatest colonial
power of the day.

The wheel of history, it seems, has come
full circle. Today it is Vietnam that is
fighting the war of independence, with its
leaders and its liberation Army doing what
Washington and his “ragged army” did
in 1776. And how ironical that President
Johnson, thirty-fifth successor to Washing-
ton, should be seen in the monarchal role
of a George the Third.

The heart of the matter is that the men
of American monopoly capitalism, seeing
their advance to world domination halted
and threatened by the rise of the socialist
world system, have turned to anti-commu-
nism as their basic state policy; they are,
judging by their foreign-policy actions,
completely obsessed with anti-commu-
nism, and from this obsession one can
trace much of the neurosis with which
American capitalist society, especially its
top layers, is now beset.

To the anti-communist obsession can be
traced directly the war in Vietnam, and
grievous though all the crime committed
at home in the United States is, it pales
before this single crime of a war against
humanity. And for this crime of crimes not
even Mr. Hoover and his FBI can accuse
the Negro people in the United States, the
teenagers, students, the working class,
trade unionists, intelligentsia and the mil-
lions more who in their totality add up to
the really great American society.
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Indeed one of the more healthy signs
in U.S. public life is the growing numbers
actively campaigning against the crime of
the Vietnam war. And the fact of its being
a criminal war impels the Administration
to crude deception, to the Goebellsian tac-
tic of the Big Lie. Hence the phenomenon
of the “credibility gap,” i.e., refusal now-
adays by large segments of the public to
believe a single word coming out of the
White House or the State Department.
People recall, for example, the lies that
came from the White House in 1966 deny-
ing that Hanoi and Haiphong were being
bombed, they recall the cynical perversion
of truth by Rusk when he told (July 1967)
a Senate subcommittee that he was op-
posed to declaring war on North Vietnam
because to do so might be seen as a threat
to destroy (!!) the country.

The anti-Communist obsession has over
the past twenty-five years led to neglect
of the grave internal ailments chief of
which is the racial issue, which last sum-
mer flared up into street action which the
press described as a second American
Civil War.

The Negro population now numbers 22
million, two-thirds of whom presently live
in the industrial cities of the North. Al-
though the Negroes in the United States
antecede by some two hundred years all
other ethnic arrivals with the sole excep-
tion of the original Anglo-Saxon settlers,
they have never had the opportunity or the
slightest encouragement to integrate. From
the first arrivals in the seventeeth century
right up until the First World War they
mostly lived in the notorious Uncle Tom
cabins of the white plantation owners in
the Deep South. There, isolated from urban
life, they experienced all the humiliations
of slavery, and the horrors of lynch law
long after the official abolition of slavery.
The two world wars of the twentieth cen-
tury with their massive demand for labor
power uprooted millions of Negro families
and catapulted them into the great indus-
trial cities of the North. There, having ex-
changed the hell of the Southern planters
for the purgatory of the moguls of north-
ern industry, they found themselves con-
demned to segregation in the slums and
ghettoes of whose existence official Ameri-
ca remained discreetly silent until the re-
volt of 1966-67 shattered the silence with
the tramping feet of a militant people now
on the march and serving notice on their
oppressors that they are no longer pre-
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pared to endure the old way of American
life.

The factory and participation in strikes
have schooled large numbers of Negroes
in a way that the old isolated Mississippi
way never could. Many are active and lead-
ing members in trade unions, despite the
fact that some of the older craft unions,
especially in the building trades, deny
membership to Negroes. A Negro intel-
ligentsia has in its ranks men and women
whose contribution to American literature
and the arts generally, to the fight for free-
dom, has won them worldwide fame. The
international Communist movement is
proud of the part played in the American
Communist Party by such men as the vet-
eran William Patterson, by the deceased
James Ford and Benjamin Davis, by Henry
Winston, James Jackson and many others.

And today when the Negro people of
the United States look outward across the
Atlantic they see in African countries, yes-
terday’s colonies, their own kith and Kkin
who, having won liberation and become
masters of their countries, are guiding their
destinies infinitely better—despite obstruc-
tion and sabotage in many places—than
the colonialists did during their years of
rule.

In the socialist part of the world where
racialism is outlawed and equality of peo-
ples established, they see countries like
Mongolia, Uzbekistan, Kazakhstan and
others that have advanced right into the
modern industrial age with all that implies
in the matter of modern housing, standard
of living, education, culture and freedom.

Their own development through strug-
gle in the United States, the freedom won
by the Black man in Africa, and the pro-
gress made by the formerly oppressed peo-
ples in the Socialist world have demon-
strated to the Negro people the complete
bankruptcy of those ideological trumpet-
ers of racialism, mentioned earlier, who,
seeking justification for empire building,
adapted and twisted Darwin’s writings on
evolution for their sinister purpose.

They want not the war of extermination
against the people of Vietnam, a war they
abhor, and not the sham of the war against
poverty at home, but action now to enable
them to stand on their feet as free men
and women, with the same access to de-
cent homes and decent neighborhoods, the
same access to schools and jobs and to
the same human rights as their white
American fellows.

But for this they will have to fight hard.




For President Johnson’s recent State of the
Union message had little to offer them be-
yond more action by police and military
to cope with the “restlessness” in the ghet-
toes. Of his budget of 186,000 million
dollars, 80,000 million are allocated for
military purposes, and of this sum roughly
one-third—26,000 million—is for the war
in Vietnam. Of the 22,000 million allocat-
ed for various social programs, a bare 2,000
million is for the “war on poverty.” John-
son’s budget, then, allocates thirteen times
more money to raining death and destruc-
tion on the people of Vietnam than it does
to the demolition of the ghettoes in Ameri-
can cities and their replacement by decent
homes and amenities for the Negro people.

Mr. Nixon, who may be Johnson’s Re-
publican contender in this year’s Presiden-
tial election, has prophesied that this sum-
mer will see not just riots but “war” in
the big cities and, like Johnson, he wants
“police planning to meet the radicals’
threat of war.” A U.S. Army Colonel,
Riggs, insists that “army units must be
trained and oriented to know the cement
jungle of every American city,” for this in
Colonel Briggs’ view, is the only way to
solve “the social, economic and political
problems of America.”

It follows, then, that the President, the
likely Republican contender for the Presi-
dency and the Army Colonel are more in-
tent on preparing not for a war on pover-
ty but for a war against the victims of the
poverty.

& *® &

Far from having any monopoly of the
poverty in the United States the Negroes
share their misfortune with considerable
masses of white people. The figure official-
ly accepted for the poverty-level is in the
region of 35 million people—13 million in
excess of the total Negro population. And
of the total 35 million living in poverty,
eight million are classified as actual
paupers. -

The mind balks at these figures, espe-
cially when we recall that the United
States is the most opulent by far of all
the highly developed capitalist countries.
That this super-power of capitalism, the
country with the greatest accumulation of
capital should simultaneously be the coun-
try with the greatest accumulation of hu-
man misery and poverty is certainly a
sobering thought. And the statistics, stag-
gering though they are, are merely the tip
of the iceberg. A letter printed in the New

York weekly The Nation (13/11/67) pro-
vided a glimpse of the submerged lower
depths: “Negroes in rural Mississippi
areas,” it read, “are subsisting partially on
grass, and begging for food and/or money
at civil rights headquarters in their various
localities.”

And the shock of facts such as these
impels many in the United States to ask:
what has become of the American dream.
About a hundred years ago when emi-
grants from Ireland, Italy, Germany, Pol-
and, the Czech lands, Slovakia, the Ukra-
ine and Northern Europe were streaming
across the Atlantic to “the land of the
free” they were greeted as they steamed
into New York harbor with the noble and
highly emotional words inscribed on the
Statue of Liberty: “Give me your tired,
your poor, your huddled.  masses yearning
to breathe free,” words that expressed the
American dream, the American promise.
And justice requires it to be said that for
many in those days the dream and the pro-
mise were realized. But the sad reality to-
day, in the year 1968, is that of much larg-
er masses huddled in a hundred rat-infest-
ed ghettoes fighting desperately to breathe
free only to be clubbed down and shot by
police; the reality, not the promise, is the
eight million paupers, and, as The Nation
reported, it is Negroes in Mississippi eat-
ing grass. For these unfortunates the pleas-
ant dream of the past generations is the
nightmare reality of the present.

In his 1968 State of the Union message
the President stated that the most urgent
business before Congress was the national
sickness of crime.

Crime seems to be all-pervading, seep-
ing downwards from the guilty men res-
ponsible for the crime of crimes in Viet-
nam to every pore of American society.
And many are wondering how the Presi-
dent can solve the state of crime in the
nation when the responsibility for the mil-
lion times more terrible crime of the war
in Vietnam is plain for all to see. After all,
the numbers killed by bandits in the cities
of the United States, fearful though they
are, pale when compared with the hun-
dreds of thousands of men, women and
children slaughtered in Vietnam by Pen-
tagon bombs and guns over the past five
years.

Many Americans see a direct link be-
tween the violence of the past 25 years of
Washington’s permanent counter-revolu-
tion, of its anti-revolutionary wars, and
the ever-increasing violence at home in
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the United States. Crime and violence

at home.

And people outside the United States
had yet another reminder, the thirteenth of
its kind, of the danger inherent in the anti-
communist obsession, of what we would
prefer to describe as the Pentagon, rather
than the national, nervous breakdown, in
the recent crashing in Thule, Greenland,
of the B-52 strategic bomber with four H-
bombs on board. The sheer irresponsibility
of these flights, their lunacy, and the dan-
ger they bode for the world, make the
mind boggle.

H H *

If history has a lesson to offer, it is
surely that the cure for a “sick society”
cannot be found in theory and practice of
racial superiority, racial violence, in
dreams of empire, and anti-revolutionary
wars.

The melancholy history of Hitler’'s Ger-
many, with its anti-communism, monstrous
race theory and insane dreams of world
empire is pretty convincing proof of such
vanity.

In more recent times we have seen the
dust of the British Empire, of the French,
Dutch and Belgian empires added to the
layers of dust piled up by the Roman Em-

pire and by all the other empires of anti-
quity.

The center from which the sickness of
American society emanates and spreads
outward is restricted to the area in Wash-
ington oY the Pentagon-CIA-White House
triangle.

Throughout the nation the really sound
American society consists of those masses
who in their hearts are utterly opposed to
the war in the Vietnam; it consists of the
young people who prefer to burn their
call-up papers rather than take part in
killing people in Vietnam, but who gladly
take part in the “freedom now” marches in
the Deep South and elsewhere; it consists
of those sincere men and women who with
magnificent civic courage travel to Wash-
ington to keep vigil for peace at the gates
of the White House and the Pentagon; it
consists of trade unionists and intellectuals,
of the Communist Party and its members,
of all those active in the movement for
peace in Vietnam and for policies of sanity
at home and abroad.

And this America, the genuinely sound
and healthy America, it is this America
that is saluted, esteemed and honored by
their fellow fighters for peace and free-

dom all over the world.
John GIBBONS

The sterling crisis and its effects

KARL-HEINZ SCHWANK, JOACHIM GRUNER

A PURELY BRITISH AILMENT?

In the past decades ‘“‘sickness” became a
household word among capitalist econo-
mists and commentators in reference to
the British economy, and doubly so since
the sterling crisis reached its peak in Nov-
ember 1967 when the pound had to be
devalued.

On the face of it, Britain’s economic
scene since the fifties appears to corrobo-
rate the ideas of a British ailment. Since
the war, and especially after the Tories
took over in 1951, any upward trend of
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appreciable length was conspicuous by its
absence. Every shot in the arm of the state
monopoly variety and every spell of im-
proved business was followed by a fresh
balance of payments and currency crisis.
For all their differences, the postwar Bri-
tish governments reacted to the crisis
alike: clamping down on the home market,
restricting imports, freezing economic
growth and negotiating loans with foreign
financiers. Not until the currency outlook
brightened did the government shift the
switches, reverting to expansion. This stop-
go policy, alternation of inhibition and




excitation, is largely to blame for Britain’s
being at the bottom of the list of indus-
trial countries for economic growth
throughout the fifties and sixties.

The Labor Party denounced this ap-
proach, pursued by the Tories for 13 years
from 1951 to 1964, in a manifesto issued
for the 1964 general election. The Conser-
vative government, it said, slowed Britain’s
rate of industrial expansion and followed
a stop-go economic policy resulting in in-
termittent bouts of high unemployment
and a continuing excess of imports over
exports, with consequent balance of pay-
ments and currency crises forcing the
government again and again to halt ex-
pansion and to squeeze and freeze the eco-
nomy.

But no progressive policy was intro-
duced after the Labor Party won the elec-
tion and Harold Wilson took the helm.
Despite its promises, the Labor govern-
ment kept to the beaten path of restraints
and curbs. Not surprisingly, commentators
said “the Laborites are framing typically
Tory measures.”

Recently, however, harsher import tariffs,
restraints of all sorts and foreign loans
of more than $3,000 million failed, despite
optimistic forecasts, to put the British
balance of payments out of the red and
to stabilize the pound for a more or less
significant length of time. In June 1967,
the Wilson government negotiated for
more monetary aid. Yet in September the
Bank of England had to shore up the
pound once again, and when the 450 mil-
lion Swiss francs loaned by a Swiss con-
sortium were spent almost overnight with
little or no tangible effect, while parleys
for a fresh loan struck deadlock, Wilson
had no other recourse but to devalue the
pound by 14.3 per cent.

With the pound’s rate of exchange drop-
ping from $2.80 to $2.40, the British cur-
rency lost one-seventh of its value. Wilson
expects the devaluation to improve the
balance of payments by at least £500 mil-
lion annually, with British exporters under-
selling, and thus gaining a temporary ad-
vantage over their competitors. But there
is the other side of the coin to consider:
the price of imports has risen by the same
one-seventh, the only exception being im-
ports from the 25 countries that devalued
their currencies in the wake of the pound.
Yet Britain’s economy is highly dependent
on imports, which chronically exceed ex-
ports. Some 75 per cent of all raw mate-
rials, for example, are imported, with 1967

imports passing the record £6,000 million
mark. In the past five years imports have
exceeded exports by an average annual
£333 million, the gap widening to £565 mil-
lion last year. This imbalance is pushing
up prices and expenditures.

Prime Minister Wilson declared that the
devaluation could have been averted if
more foreign loans had been obtained to
buttress the pound. Deplorably, he said,
the terms for such loans were unaccep-
table. This explanation was meant to jus-
tify the Labor government’s increasingly
unpopular policy. Yet subsequent to the
devaluation, Britain was compelled after
weeks of tortuous negotiation to accept
the terms all the same.

THE REAL REASONS

The real reasons for the devaluation are
rooted in the profound intrinsic contradic-
tions of state-monopoly capitalism. It was
the chronic instability of the pound stem-
ming from these contradictions that actu-
ally necessitated the devaluation.

Throughout postwar Conservative and
Labor governments alike have clung to
the old imperialist power policies. They
battled to maintain British imperialism’s
historically obsolete positions in defiance
of the totally changed balance of world
forces. The cost of this foolhardy under-
taking, notably that of atomic arming, of
overseas bases and the maintenance of Bri-
tish troops on the Rhine, coupled with the
cost entailed by a neo-colonialist policy,
have for years stretched the endurance
of the British economy. In just the past six
years, £1,500 million in military expenditure
abroad and £1,650 million in neo-colonialist
“aid” to developing countries contributed
conspicuously to upsetting the balance of
payments. The gaping hole that resulted
caused a monetary instability which no
conceivable state-monopoly stratagems
could redress.

Britain’s economy is still tightly laced
with the colonial empire that disintegra-
ted after the war. Colonial profits have
dropped, while the cost of the passage
from colonialism to the new neo-colonialist
methods have increased. In the circum-
stances, great-power imperialist policy has
had a disastrous effect on Britain’s econo-
my. The stop-go policy necessitated by this
situation blocked adjustment of the eco-
nomy to the requirements of the techno-
logical revolution. Grave structural dispro-
portions appeared. Some fields, it is true,
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are registering good results, but by and
large the backward industries occupy a
disproportionately prominent place.

The economic policy of restraints, with
its high discount rate, its investment curbs
and various other restrictions, has over
the past two decades affected producti-
vity and made many industries sub-compe-
titive. As a result, Britain’s share in the
capitalist world’s output and foreign trade
has shrunk visibly, as shown in the table
below.

1955 1960 1966
Britain’s share (%%):
in industrial output

of capitalist countries

in aggregate exports of

capitalist countries 98 89 79

in exports of industrial

commodities of 12 capi-
talist countries

102 93 84

19.7 163 12.9

The other reason for the stop-go policy
was the pound’s function as an interna-
tional reserve currency. It is still a lead-
ing trading currency, and has been until
now an important prop for Britain’s over-
seas domination. Many Commonwealth
and a few other countries in the sterling
area pegged the exchange rate of their
currencies to the pound and deposit a sub-
stantial though generally decreasing por-
tion of their gold and paper reserves in
London. In combination with a ramified
system of overseas bases, this furnished
British finance capital with a far-flung ap-
paratus of domination and intervention.

Britain’s financiers are eager to main-
tain this function of the pound also for
the profit it yields. Yet sterling’s ability to
meet the relevant requirements is fast
decreasing, because the “returns” which
the British economy could produce if it
were developing more rapidly, are sorely
lacking.

The above snags were the main cause
of the periodical and lasting currency and
balance of payments crises, of which as
many as ten are on record since 1946.

Yet despite its many undesirable con-
sequences, the imperialist policy has been
for the British monopolies a source of
considerable profit, as evidenced by the
fact that in just the past six years private
British investments abroad (including
securities) climbed to £1,950 million. Ac-
cording to the Bank of England, British
properties abroad increased 25 per cent,
from £8,000 million to £10,000 million be-

tween 1962 and 1966.
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The devaluation has to be examined in
association with the plans for Britain join-
ing the Common Market. Since most of
Labor’s projects to modernize the economy
have fallen through, the spur of EEC com-
petition is expected to stimulate the des-
perately needed structural changes. After
a thorough study of the disproportion be-
tween Britain’s actual economic growth
and that needed to equilibrate the balance
of payments, an EEC body in Brussels sti-
pulated in September 1967 a set of radical
measures before it would consider admit-
ting Britain (and a few other applicants).
So the devaluation, like Wilson’s other as-
sociated measures, are viewed as part of
the required “adaptation” to the EEC
terms, designed to head off the objections
which the French government put forward
to motivate its refusal to negotiate Bri-
tain’s admission to the Common Market.

THE PLIGHT OF THE POUND AND ITS
EFFECTS ON THE INTERNATIONAL
MONETARY SYSTEM

Certainly, the plight of the pound speaks
first and foremost of the maladies afflict-
ing British imperialism. But the effects are
felt far beyond the home economy, for
sterling performs a definite function in
the international monetary system based
on the gold and paper standard and for-
malized in the Bretton Woods Agreements,
which anchored the U.S. dollar and British
pound to gold as an international reserve
currency partially redeemable in gold.

The international monetary system gear-
ed to the Second World War correlation
of imperialist forces was designed to meet
the rapidly growing Tequirements of the
international division of labor in the in-
terests of state-monopoly capitalism.

But never since Bretton Woods has the
capitalist monetary system come out of
its state of instability, although the im-
perialist states increased cooperation in
currency matters considerably. In the past
few years, the International Monetary Fund
and the so-called ten-nation group of the
financially strongest imperialist states
(United States, France, FRG, Italy, Japan,
Sweden, Canada, Belgium, Netherlands and
Britain) have been immersed in a heated
controversy over the pros and cons of
reorganizing the existing monetary rela-
tionships. Money is losing value due to
budget and balance of payments difficulties
and to the increasing instability of the
dollar and pound. Meanwhile, Britain’s cur-




rency reserves have been hovering on the
brink of the absolute minimum ever since
the fifties (with a drop below the minimum
averted time and again through support
from outside), while U.S. gold reserves,
once abundant, have shrunk. The dollar’s
position of privilege as a reserve currency,
it is true, has so far enabled the United
States to offset much of its foreign debt
with treasury notes. By not presenting
these for redemption, the countries of the
Bretton Woods system, notably West Ger-
many and the other U.S. allies, have in-
directly assisted in financing U.S. global
strategy and its aggression in Vietnam.
However, France and a few other coun-
tries are no locnger prepared to go on with
it, producing deep rifts between the im-
perialist states.

The devaluation of the pound has evi-
dently brought about a new phase in the
crisis of the capitalist monetary system.
Its increasing incapacity and the acute con-
tradictions raise the question of how long
the U.S. government will withstand the
demand for a dollar devaluation or a high-
er gold price. The abolition of the 25-per
cent gold covering of the dollar and the
“austerity program” announced at the be-
ginning of January will at best, like the
devaluation of the pound and the restraints
in Britain,temporarily dampen the prevail-
ing contradictions, but not put them out
of existence.

The devaluation of the pound turned
the spotlight on the general instability of
the present-day capitalist system. Under
imperialism, the fiscal and monetary sys-
tem is internationally, and at home, one
of the key instruments of state-monopoly
regulation. Since funds for militarization
and the expansion of monopoly capital are
marshalled with its help, any acute mone-
tary crisis reflects a state of crisis in the
economy and policy of the affected coun-
tries. It is now evident that even the most
subtle methods of state-monopoly regula-
tion cannot properly gear capitalist rela-
tions of production to the rapidly rising
needs of the productive forces impelled by
the technological revolution. Monopoly
capital is trying to fight off the resultant
steadily growing contradictions in two
ways: firstly, by overcoming the structural
crises and other difficulties through state-
monopoly measures and securing a con-
tinuous economic growth, and, secondly,
by mitigating the situation through a policy
of imperialist expansion. In this, the fiscal
system plays an important part.

The above is borne out conclusively by
the train of events in Britain, the United
States and West Germany: in the past 12
months, it became increasingly evident that
the cost of their aggressive policies to
keep the obsolete capitalist system alive
exceeds their economic capabilities.

They are trying vainly to remedy the
resulting instability and the sharpening
contradictions by dishing out more of the
same: redoubling their expansionist efforts
and thus adding to their expenses. Fiscal
and currency crises inexorably punctuate
this capitalist vicious circle.

Viewed from this angle, the currency
crisis in Britain, culminating in the deva-
luation, is by no means a symptom of any
purely “British ailment.”” It betokens a
sharpening of the general crisis of capi-
talism.

Not surprisingly, it is farthest from the
mind of the monopoly bourgeoisie, be it
British or of any other imperialist country,
to admit this or to name the real causes
of the devaluation. As before, it is trying
to shift the blame onto the workers and
their organizations. The West German im-
perialists follow the same course. Ex-
Chancellor Ludwig Erhard maintained in
the Conservative Sunday Telegraph that
the “British ailment” stemmed chiefly from
the extravagant attention the state de-
voted to the people’s welfare. The
Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung wrote on
November 21, 1967, that exaggerated social
benefits, the workers’ wage demands and
the overlarge taxes imposed on the mono-
polies, but above all the “excessive power”
and “brutality” of the trade unions, were
the determinative causes of the currency
crisis. This was how the West German im-
perialists used the sterling devaluation as
a pretext for an offensive, notably against
the unions. They want people to think
that the pound was devalued because of
the immoderation of the British unions and
that similar immoderation by their West
German counterparts would create the
same situation if they are not checked.

Despite the charge that the British
unions wield “excessive power,” obviously
contrary to the facts, the show is run in-
contestably by the monopoly bourgeoisie.
Neither should any credence be put in the
allegation of exaggerated social benefits,
wage demands, and the like. On the con-
trary, for years the British people have
been paying heavily for the pernicious im-
perialist policy of their rulers. The work-
er’'s hourly wage has risen no more than
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by one-third since 1958, while that in most
of the other capitalist states rose 70 to
90 per cent. The consumer price index, in
the meantime, has risen by 28 points. For
one thing, the Volkswirt, economic mouth-
piece of West German big business, ad-
mitted that there was “little sense . . . In
saying that the British were living beyond
their means.”

WHAT THE DEVALUATION SIGNIFIED
FOR THE CAPITALISTS AND FOR
THE WORKERS

While the devaluation gave the mono-
polies certain temporary advantages over
their foreign rivals, the Labor Government
placed the brunt of the resulting burdens
on the people. Speaking about the devalua-
tion on television, Wilson observed in a
reference to manufacturers that 14 per
cent was a good export premium. That is
true. It reduced export prices, making the
British monopolies more competitive
abroad and spelling bigger profits — of
course, at the expense of the vast majority,
for, as Wilson added, it is just as vital that
any prices that do go up “are not used as
an excuse for excessive wage demands.”
The Labor Government’s policy is delibera-
tely oriented on pressing down the stand-
ard of living.

It is estimated that since prices were
raised every family has had to spend at
least ten shillings more a week. But that
is not all. The workers have been affected
by the other measures associated with the
devaluation, such as the curbs on hire-pur-
chase and, especially, the curtailment of
social benefits passed by the Commons in
January. In April 1951 Harold Wilson,
who was then President of the Board of
Trade, resigned in protest against a charge
for medical prescriptions. Yet today he and
his cabinet fell back on measures he de-
nounced 17 years ago. The charge for
prescriptions has been reintroduced and
the cost of dental treatment has been
raised 50 per cent, combining with other
social curbs and the restrictions in the
educational system. Furthermore, another
increase in taxes has been announced for
spring, while the unions have been asked
to show restraint in wage demands until
mid-1969.

While pursuing its imperialist “incomes
policy,” the government has stepped up
political pressure on the unions. As noted
by the British Communist Party, the La-
bor cabinet’s policy “puts the whole bur-
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den of sacrifices on the people, and is de-
signed to try and shore up the capitalist
system which the labor movement was
founded to change.”

The Sueddeutsche Zeitung of Munich on
November 19, 1967, quoted Wilson as hav-
ing said shortly before the devaluation that
“a reserve labor force, that is, a reserve of
unemployed, is necessary.” By mid-January
the unemployment figure had climbed to
631,000, comprising 2.7 per cent of the
employed population. In the meantime, the
Labor government is going out of its way
to facilitate the profit-making activities of
the monopoly bourgeoisie. This is meant
to stimulate interest in exports, which are
expected to improve Britain’s balance of
payments,

Trade unionists and Social-Democratic
workers in the imperialist countries are
shocked by the fact that Labor ministers
are haranguing for greater monopoly pro-
fits. But, clearly, those who fight shy of
changes in the social set-up, like the Social
Democrats in office, have no choice but
to follow a state-monopoly policy. To in-
fluence or regulate the economy from these
positions is to pursue a monopoly-oriented
line. This inescapable tendency is observed
in other countries where Right-wing Social
Democrats have a hand in government.
Social-Democrat Schiller, Bonn Economic
Minister, last year advocated more govern-
ment spending to encourage demand in
order to head off the incipient crisis. Who
benefited most from this, however, were
the monopolies. Soon after the Social De-
mocrats joined the so-called grand coali-
tion, the Volkswirt noted that “the obvious
intention of the Federal government is to
boost the incomes of the manufacturers.
And the Social-Democratic Party is help-
ing. Social Democrat Schiller, the Federal
Minister of Economy, is pushing this
policy.”

The recent sterling devaluation was the
third in 36 years, with all three carried out
by Labor governments — by Ramsay Mac-
Donald in 1931 as a consequence of the
crisis (40 per cent), and by Clement Attlee
in 1949 under immediate U.S. pressure
(30.5 per cent). The Labor Party comes to
power at times of acute economic difficul-
ties, when living standards drop. And in-
stead of getting at the roots of the trouble
caused by imperialist policies, instead of
modifying social relations as promised in
the election campaigns, and instead of
checking monopoly power and framing an
anti-monopoly policy in the interest of the




vast majority, the Right-wing dish out
more of the same old policy.

This is also true of the Federal Republic
of Germany. If German imperialism re-
covered so rapidly after the Second World
War with Western, notably U.S., help, this
was due partly to the support extended by
the Right-wing Social-Democratic leaders
to the postwar regime. It was the same
after the First World War. And at the end
of 1966, when Erhard’s government pub-
licly declared itself bankrupt because,
among other things, the budget was in an
unholy mess and an economic crisis was
brewing, the Social-Democratic leaders
again offered their services to save the
state-monopoly system. “They acted in the
old Social-Democratic tradition,” said an
SDP brochure, Survey 1966, issued on the
occasion. “The SDP was always invited
whenever . . . the Reich needed help.” Quite
true. Just as they had helped the mono-
polies recover in 1918 and 1945, they help-
ed stabilize the position of the CDU/CSU
as the immediate spokesman of West Ger-
man monopoly capital at the end of 1966.

West German experience indicates that
at times of crisis the monopoly bourgeoisie
is quite willing to delegate the function of
government to Right-wing Social-Democra-
tic leaders, who do not hesitate to push
through  unpopular  monopoly-oriented
measures and help the imperialist system,
on the brink of bankruptcy, back to its
feet. But by turning their backs on the
aims of the labor movement and the vital
interests of the vast majority, they are
losing the trust of many electors. As a
rule, the Labor Party was defeated in
elections that followed such “radical
measures.” In the past two years, too, the
various elections were highlighted by set-
backs for the Labor Party, which also
holds true for the West German Social-
Democrats after they entered the grand
coalition government.

The Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung
wrote concerning the devaluation, on Nov-
ember 24, 1967: “It it no accident that the
pound was on all occasions devalued by
Labor governments. The latest devalua-
tion, too, was the inevitable result of
Labor’s economic and social policy. This
will create many headaches for socialist
parties all over Europe.” What the mono-
poly paper wanted to impress on its read-
ers was that any devaluation of sterling is
due to “socialist policy.” But that is not
true: it is the sad aftermath of imperialist
policy, a legacy left by the Tories, the root

of all the adversities suffered by Britain’s
currency. But instead of drawing the due
conclusion and placing the cost of the
necessary measures on the monopoly bour-
geoisie, the chief culprit of the economic
dislocation, the Labor government, like all
its Labor predecessors, is shifting the bur-
den onto the people. Instead of battling
for a progressive anti-imperialist policy
after its 1964 and 1966 general election
victories, the Labor leadership picked up
where the Tories left off, following the old
imperialist great-power line and thereby
aggravating the sterling crisis and the eco-
nomic difficulties.

By pursuing an imperialist policy, the
Right-wing Social-Democrat leaders are
creating rifts within their parties. The
Labor Party, for one thing, is in the throes
of a crisis. Last year, 71 Left-wing Mem-
bers of Parliament came out with an alter-
native policy. When the Commons voted
on the curbs on education, public health
and housing, etc., this January, 25 Labor
MPs denied their support, refusing to go
against their party's election promises.
Wilson disciplined them, but if he con-
tinues his monopoly-oriented policy he is
not likely to prevent new rebellions.

In January, Wilson also announced a re-
duction of military spending, envisaging a
troop withdrawal from Singapore and
Malaysia, and from the Persian Gulf area,
a few years before the originally fixed
date., But this will not happen until 1971
and the currency saving from the cancel-
lation of an order for 50 F-111 U.S.-made
warplanes costing some £400 million will
not pay off until 1977-78. Besides, the To-
ries have “promised” the House of Com-
mons that they would scrap these plans if
they took over after the next general elec-
tion.

To be consistent, the envisaged saving
should become effective immediately, re-
ducing military spending abroad and cut-
ting arms expenditures, which have been
rising steadily year after year, under Wil-
son as well. Support for U.S. global stra-
tegy and for Bonn’s revenge-seeking plans
should cease. Millions of pounds could
also be saved by withdrawing the 50,000-
strong army from the Federal Republic. If
this were done, the Labor government need
not have had to reduce social benefits and
forfeited much of the trust of its follow-
ers. This conforms with the interests of
the workers, the middle classes and most
other sections of the nation, subjected to-
day to terrific monopoly pressure,

World Marxist Review 39




Sweden:
promises and realities

The marked loss of votes in the 1966 elec-
tions sparked off a heated discussion in the
Swedish Social-Democratic Party. Expon-
ents of the Left trend are advocating poli-
cy changes that would replace the present
course of regulating capitalist society with
an anti-monopoly policy aimed at tilting
the class balance and modifying property
relations. It is too early to say to what
extent the Left will succeed.

WHAT THE “TIDEN” SAYS
ON THIS SCORE

A few facts in the ninth (November
1967) issue of Tiden, the Social-Democra-
tic Labor Party journal, are worth noting.

Its editorial on the Extraordinary Party
Congress held in October 1967, says the
economic program adopted by congress
“contains many important elements and
stands for a clearer socialist policy."”
Though this was said “for the public,” do-
ing lip service to the demands of the Left
opposition, the statement is essentially
critical of the present Social-Democratic
policy of concessions to big capital.

“The basic demands concerning labor,
security and development,” the editorial
points out, “cannot be met unless public
influence on the economy is increased.
Conscious that development on a larger
scale requires measures that will change
the balance of forces in society, the So-
cial-Democrats will soon propose a num-
ber of measures.”

Elsewhere it says: “Enterprises lightly
shift the concern for the unemployed onto
society and the taxpayers; what they are
concerned about mainly is profit. That is
how our present mixed economy works.”

Quite true. Sweden, which has had prac-
tically full employment throughout the
post-war and even a labor shortage from
time to time, had nearly 100,000 jobless at
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the turn of the year. That is how the
“mixed economy” works. The Social-
Democratic doctrine that full employment
can be maintained under monopoly-capital
domination, has gone up in smoke. The
working class is expecting the Social De-
mocratic leadership to turn over a new
leaf and work for the extremely necessary
change in the balance of forces.

But the journal is sceptical. “The most
important thing is still hanging fire,” it
says. “Congress decisions still have to be
converted into government recommenda-
tions and Riksdag resolutions; after this
the majority of electors have to be con-
vinced that the policy is correct.” And the
author adds: “It should not be difficult to
show that the problems posed by the
course of events cannot be solved by any-
thing but a socialist policy.”

Well put! But what the government did
immediately after Congress was to recom-
mend a cut in monopoly taxes of 1,200 mil-
lion crowns with a tightening of indirect
taxation of the people, coupled with a
record rent increase. -

Another article in the same issue, by
sociologist Sten Johansson, assails the
Social-Democratic government for its
“equality policy,” once the cornerstone of
the Party platform, designed to level out
incomes. He asks: don’t party economists
think that current economic trends are
destroying the foundation of the Social-
Democratic ideology, which gives top
priority to questions of distribution?

Here is his own answer: “We might as-
sume that this is so, looking from the
angle of equality at the fantastic political
measures that leave a 55-year-old small
farmer unemployed in the name of ‘ratio-
nalization’ or sacrifice the homeless (plus
thousands of building workers) and people
needing relief on the altar of export pro-
fits. That confusion is spreading like a




contagion in Social-Democratic ranks and
that young peiple are leaving the party,
1S not due to any lack of information
about party policy.”

Certainly not.

Johansson examines the question of

capitalist rationalization and maintains
that in the ’60s the Social Democrats en-
deavored to ease the rationalization
process in the belief that it is up to the
state “to make the labor force more mo-
bile, so it could be used where it brought
the greatest profit.”

This economic doctrine places the blame
for the fundamental weakness of the ca-
pitalist system, which they had formerly
denounced, squarely on the Social Demo-
cratic politicians. Structural rationaliza-
tion, the writer says, does not level out
wages; nor does it push them up. Instead,
factory and office workers made mobile
have to pay dearly for its consequences.
That is not all. It is the least secure seg-
ment of workers who suffer from it the
most.

Rudolf Meidner, ex-economist of the
Swedish trade union movement, who made
a special study of the problem, says that
more than two per cent of Sweden’s labor
force changes jobs annually due to terri-
torial shift, or closure, of industrial enter-
prises. Investigations show conclusively
that some 20 to 25 per cent of the thus
released labor force dces not find new
jobs. Each year, half of one per cent of
the country’s labor force join the unem-
ployed, go on the sick list or become pen-
sioners prematurely due to general techno-
logical growth. About a quarter of those
who finds new jobs lose their ratings and
accept a smaller wage or inferior condi-
tions. The third and biggest group are not
dismissed, but are shifted to other jobs
where they get a lower wage or working
conditions are worse.

In sum, a total of two to 2.5 per cent,
or about 100,000 of our gainfully employ-
ed, suffer annually from unfavorable
changes in their status.

The author, a Social Democrat, says he
does not object to “structural rationaliza-
tion and greater economic effectiveness,”
but points out that he cannot look on
complacently how the ‘released’ workers
are treated and how structural rational-
ization is allowed to become a solid rock
suspended each year above the heads of
100,000 people, while knowing that their
number will keep rising.”

Yet the SD leadership is anxious to

speed up structural rationalization. Eco-
nomists maintain that “releasing” people
pays good dividends. To whom? That is
the question. The article says rightly that
it is the stock companies alone that
benefit from it. For them it is a “divi-
dend” that people are unemployed during
the weeks needed by the enterprise to
“move” to new sites or that some of
them become permanently jobless.

The conclusion could not be clearer. It
is a boon for capitalism to have a reserve
army of unemployed. The writer is per-
fectly justified in rejecting this. “There-
fore,” he says, “I think there is no reason
to accept the idea that a factory should
close down before all its employees are
guaranteed a new job the day after it
closes. Jobs should be booked in advance
for those who cannot find them in the
‘open market’, so that they could start
on them before the factory closes. This
should be taken for granted.”

At the end of the article, Meidner
concludes that the least secure workers
suffer the most from technological ad-
vance. That is typical of the capitalist
system. As the author sees it, however,
“the new element in the ’60s is that those
Social Democratic politicians who have
espoused this inhuman doctrine are no
longer concerned with protecting these
people against the deficiencies of the sys-
tem and are now protecting the system
against people.”

Here is his conclusion:

“It is time for the Social Democrats to
abandon the welfare state legend. A far-
sighted Norwegian sociologist says that
the myth of our living in a welfare state
is the welfare state’s greatest enemy.”

How right he is.

PLAYING WITH POWER

In his book, Playing with Power in
Sweden, Ake Ortmark, an economist who
heads the home affairs department of
Swedish television, produces an incisive
picture of the “coexistence” of big capital-
ist firms and the present-day Social Demo-
cracy in our so-called “mixed society.” The
255-page volume which had an unusually
big sale in Sweden, builds its examination
on Marxist as well as on bourgeois sources.
Public interest in the book was aroused
by Ortmark’s transcripts of hundreds of
interviews with ranking figures in what he
calls the four centers of power: Social
Democratic government quarters and their
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links with the SDLP and Sweden’s trade
union center, the bureaucracy, the bour-
geois opposition and the big monopoly in-
dustrialists. The writer weighs the balance
of forces and tells how men in key posts
react to issues uppermost in Swedish
politics.

The struggle cannot be examined at
length in an article. Those keen to learn of
the specifics of the fight between Swedish
monopoly capital and its parties, on the
one hand, and the Social Democratic lead-
ership heading the government for prac-
tically 35 consecutive years, on the other,
will benefit from reading the book. It re-
veals that the backstage struggle does not
consist in any open capitalist pressure on
the government. The key to understanding
it lies in the SD policy of adapting itself
to what is basically bourgeois ideology,
creating illusions about equality being pos-
sible in a society where monopoly capital
operates without any restraints, exploiting
mass sentiment, and in the way of the top
Social Democrats, who are part of the pri-
vileged class.

The art of Social Democratic leadership
hinges, among other thing, on knowledge
of public opinion through direct investiga-
tions by special agencies, but also by the
SDLP and the trade union center. Flexible
leadership is achieved through unofficial
meetings with people holding key posts in
the labor movement and those represent-
ing industrialists.

Ortmark’s material contains ample evi-
dence that in Sweden public opinion is
chiefly made by the bourgeois press and
publishers, teachers, the bourgeois bureau-
cracy and the machinery of state, consist-
ing chiefly of people with a bourgeois
background. The government never gave
any preponderance to the labor movement
in radio and television, although their
impact on public opinion is self-evident.
Practically all popular entertainment is es-
sentially bourgeois.

Playing with Power in Sweden bears out
the study made of Social Democracy by
the Left Party-Communists: the Social
Democrats run Swedish capitalist society
without the slightest concern for changing
the existing balance of forces. Convincing
examples may be advanced from Ortmark’s

book.

BOURGEOIS PREPONDERANCE
IN THE GOVERNMENT APPARATUS

The central government body, that is,
the government chancellery and its various

42 World Marxist Review

departments, employs approximately 700
people engaged by order of the govern-
ment, with no more than one of fifteen
being a member of the Social Democratic

Party.
The old tradition is that officials should

be above political passions, should be
neutral and loyal, performing the will of
king and Government. Most of the present
officials are said to be “non-political,”
though many of them act with a distinctly
bourgeois bias. Clearly, no official can do
his job in a vacuum. Performing his daily
task, analyzing or planning for the future,
he cannot help expressing his views. The
legal profession, too, trained in poring
over old laws in search of precedents in-
stead of finding up-to-date solutions to suit
the new times, is as much an impediment
to the demands of radical public opinion.

A look at how these 700 officials vote
reveals that 70 (at most 100) vote for the
Social Democratic Party. “Social Demo-
cratic ministers,” Ortmark writes, ‘“can
depend on the ideological allegiance of
not more than 10 per cent of the govern-
ment chancellery staff.”

Only few of the state secretaries, the
closest aides of the Ministers, are Social-
Democrats. It is only natural to assume,
therefore, that most of them interfere and
hinder the work of the ministries. Ex-
Minister of Finance, Per Edvin Skoeld,
once said: “I think people whose political
views are unknown are the most valuable.”
In describing the work of government
committees, Ortmark indicates that the
present Finance Minister (Gunnar Straeng,
a former farm Ilaborer) holds similar
views. .

In the Foreign Ministry “none of the
top career men is a member of the Social
Democratic Party,” Ortmark says. The list
of Foreign Ministry officials reveals that
they were not picked from labor organiza-
tions. Their titles, carefully preserved, in-
dicate that practically all aristocratic fami-
lies in Sweden are represented in the
foreign service.

Torsten Nilsson, one-time stonemason
and now Foreign Minister, to whose pres-
tige in the labor movement Ortmark refers
with deep respect, “is gripped as in a vice
by his administration.” The verbiage that,
as a rule, opens foreign policy debates in
the Riksdag, is tailored to fit Foreign
Ministry tradition rather than the govern-
ment. The foreign service is heavy-handed
and ponderous, and almost impervious to
the refreshing influence of progressive




opinion. Its main purp:i)se is to avoid con-
flict and undesirable public reaction, parti-
cularly in the United States.

Even people with a bourgeois back-
ground are critical of the atmosphere in
the Foreign Ministry. Herbert Tingsten,
expert on questions of the state, writes
in his memoirs about the time when he
was a Foreign Ministry attache. “The
moral atmosphere is disgusting and the
social milieu terrible,” he writes. “I think
the Foreign Ministry will become intoler-
able and I shall leave it, unless I become
morally corrupted.”

Ortmark holds that the situation has im-
proved somewhat since Tingsten’s days,
but adds: “It is clear, all the same, that
the views of the vast majority of Foreign
Ministry officials differ from those of the
Social Democrats in all the basic issues.”

A FAMILY OF GREAT POWER

Playing with Power in Sweden contains
a striking description of the Swedish upper
crust, particularly the Wallenberg family,
which controls a capital of 1,600 million
crowns and most of the big enterprises em-
ploying nearly half a million people. In no
other industrial country, wrote Time ma-
gazine about the Wallenbergs, does any
single family possess such immense eco-
nomic power.

This does not prevent the Wallenbergs
from preaching social service. A few years
ago the man who was then in charge of a
Wallenberg bank, said: “The history of
the bank shows that we have always
served our country. Any government in
power could rely on the Stockholms En-
skilda Bank in matters that, in our opinion,
were consistent with the country’s inter-
ests.”

“This statement may be typical of those
with a strong sense of doing their duty in
the name of lofty interests,” Ortmak com-
ments, “but it also indicates—almost in
so many words—that trust in one’s own
position, one’s own assessment, comes
first: we shall serve you if you act as we
think best for the country. The family may
note with satisfaction that, by and large,
Sweden has always been ruled by intel-
ligent governmenis that never obstructed
the leading members of the family in any
vital areas.”

Until now, Swedish finance capital did
not feel the need to resort directly to the
language of power. Wallenberg, in fact,
prefers “to be but not be seen.”

A prominent capitalist close to the Wal-
lenbergs, a member of the boards of 40
enterprises including the Enskilda Bank,
was asked in a recent TV interview
whether his many posts secured for him
a position of power. “I did not think of it
in terms of power,” he said. “For me it
was more a desire to be useful.”

Ortmark thinks this “stratagem of use-
fulness” has been highly successful, for
“nobody has so far said that the Wallen-
berg family with its immense wealth has
ever harmed Sweden. Quite the reverse.”
To be sure, the writer is unaware of the
criticism levelled at the monopolies by the
Communists, though the criticism has not
won sufficient circulation among the
public.

INTERNATIONAL ACTIVITIES

In the chase for superprofits, Marcus
Wallenberg, the present family head,
launched out on many different undertak-
ings. Among other things, he initiated the
large international investment company,
Adela, with the avowed purpose of “invest-
ing and furnishing experience” in Latin
America. It was announced that Adela
would invest in countries that “maintain an
investment climate favorable for private
enterprise,” leading Ortmark to the logical
conclusion that by its policy of investments
Adela “could maintain regimes opposed to
social revolutions.”

When Swedish capitalism entered into
its monopoly stage, the Wallenbergs mov-
ed away from politics, fearing that the
people would see through them. But there
is nothing to show that they kept to the
sidelines in critical international situations.
Ortmark points out that during the last
war the Wallenbergs were “in many res-
pects a part of the foreign service.” The
bourgeoisie tried to make a Wallenberg
foreign minister in the wartime coalition
government, but, conscious of public sen-
timent, the then Prime Minister (Social
Democrat Per Albin Hansson) declared
that a Hansson-Wallenberg cabinet was in-
conceivable.

The Enskilda Bank board report to share-
holders in 1939, said: “Ever since the Ger-
man state has under purposeful leadership
regained its place as a great power, it has
in a short time greatly advanced its foreign
program . . . Gaining security through an
alliance with Italy, armed under Musso-
lini’s firm leadership, Germany has with-
out use of arms occupied Austria in March
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and parts of Czechoslovakia inhabited by
Germans in September.”

The “philosophy of service” in thus re-
flected in obsequious acclamation of the
policies of extreme reactionary and aggres-
sive quarters.

Wallenberg dispensed gifts to the sup-
reme commander of the Swedish Armed
Forces. It came to light invadertently that
in 1961 he presented the commander with
80,000 crowns for “promoting the interests
of the Armed Forces.”

It would be too much to look into all
the contradictions of the Swedish financial
world. We could point out, for example,
that despite the contradictions, the mono-
polists are all backing the bourgeois par-
ties, above all the Right party, but also the
People’s Party. It may be noted, too, that
Big Business is, naturally, more interested
in its own connections than in current
Swedish policy. But whenever an acute
situation arises, they form unofficial align-
ments to intervene directly in political de-
velecpments through special channels.

In the light of these facts, which illus-
trate the immense concentration of capital
coupled with the power the upper class
wields over public opinion media and the
machinery of government, the Social-
Democratic theory that in Sweden rela-
tions between monopoly capital and the
labor movement have struck a balance, is a
case of all but grotesque insensibility.

WIDENING RIFT IN INCOMES

Playing with Pawer in Sweden reveals
that taxation does not affect the profits of
Big Business. For many years, the Social-
Democrats said that through taxation com-
bined with social policy and wage policy,
disparities in incomes could be reduced.
The facts, taken from a recently published
tax report, speak of the contrary. A more
conclusive idea about the widening rift
will be obtained after the publication of
the long-awaited report on the lower-paid
categories.
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The author shows that trade-union eco-
nomists were shocked when they discover-
ed in the ’sixties that the “policy of
equalization” pursued by the Social-Demo-
crats after the war failed to yield the de-
sired results. The impression arises that
the Social-Democrats are falling victim to
their own mistaken theories.

Ortmark is not a Marxist. He is one of
those who refuse to suffer the increasing
rift between classes and social groups in
the light of the social morals one could
legitimately expect in a country where
equalization of incomes has been govern-
ment doctrine for a quarter of a century.
The author does not speak of aims; he
makes his impact through objective poli-
tical observations. Yet at one point he, too,
erupts in anger: when describing the
luxury in which only an insignificant
minority can afford to live.

“Two hundred and fifty of the powerful
—242 men and eight women,” he writes,
“belong to the privileged class. It is above
all for this class that the road lies open to
universities, expensive restaurants, the-
atres, villas and tennis courts. The best
doctors and the most capable lawyers are
trained for this class. Writers produce
books, artists paint and composers write
music for it . . . They are ones who have
the most pleasant and most interesting
work, the highest salaries, the greatest
prestige, power and prominence in So-
ciety.”

The lively public interest aroused by
Playing with Power in Sweden is a sign
that in the “idyll of welfare” the ideolo-
gico-political collisions are also growing
more acute. Inevitably so if the country
wants to embark on democracy and the
people want to assail Big Business in or-
der to secure a prosperous life for all and
to ensure the neutrality that will prevent
Big Business from inhibiting the struggle
of the developing countries for democracy
and economic independence.

Gunnar and Rodny OEHMAN




THE WAR IN VIETNAM

Freedom fighters hit hard

(military survey)

The Liberation Front armed forces ended
the past year with conspicuous success.
Enemy casualties in 1967 added up to more
than 365,000 Kkilled and wounded, with
nearly half the losses borne by U.S. troops
and their satellites. Freedom fighters de-
stroyed a vast amount of equipment and
vehicles. Total planes shot down or de-
molished on the ground was 50 per cent
higher than the year before and the number
of warships sunk or damaged doubled.

Although the U.S, aggressor threw in all
his “trumps” — a half-million-strong army,
strategic air force, the Seventh Fleet, Ma-
rines, paratroops and air-borne units — he
failed to bring the people of Vietnam to
their knees or to escape a succession of
major setbacks. An official survey issued in
January by the Liberation Front command
said that ‘“the major victories by the Liber-
ation Front in 1967 have been of consider-
able strategic importance, proving that the
harder the People’s Armed Forces fight,
the stronger they become, and, conversely,
the longer the U.S. aggressors fight, the
more their setbacks pile up, driving them
into a cul-de-sac.”

The U.S. has not reached the strategic
objectives of its dual-purpose ‘“search and
destroy” and ‘“‘pacification” plan for South
Vietnam. It was a considerable part of the
U.S. and puppet forces that were searched
out and destroyed, while the Liberation
Forces and the people of South Vietnam
extended their initiative, pounding the ene-
my continuously on all fronts. The Penta-
gon’s “pacification” program, too, was, in
effect, a failure, while the area under Liber-
ation Front control expanded.

Disconcerted, the enemy is casting about
for new forms of warfare. In efforts to
adapt to the terrain in the theatre of opera-
tions and to the uniquely flexible tactics
of the freedom fighters, he is using helicop-
ters armed with rockets, guided missiles
and automatic guns. No longer are ’copters
purely a means of transport: they give fire

support to air-borne units and have special
radar and infra-red “night vision” equip-
ment for after-sundown operations.

As a rule, air reconnaissance and strong
fighter-bomber, artillery and helicopter-gun-
ship softening-up bombardments are used
to facilitate troop landings. But the tech-
nique often fails. During the reconnaissance
and bombardment, freedom fighters make
skilled use of the terrain to shift swiftly
to new positions, and hit the closely-watch-
ed enemy at the most favorable moment.
Frequently, the invading force is compelled
to repeat its pre-landing barrage several
times over. A bridge commander of the
101st U.S. Airborne Division complained
in a battle report that he had ordered four
battalion-scale operations in six days and
shifted his gun positions eleven times be-
fore attempting a landing, with the brigade
failing to accomplish its mission all the
same.

Imposing their will on the enemy, the
Liberation Forces have made the U.S. com-
mand revise infantry tactics, highlighted by
supreme caution, careful preliminary re-
connaissance and thorough guarding on
the march and in position. “For the foot
soldiers,” the U.S. Military Review wrote
recently, “the moment of greatest danger
—and also the period of maximum casual-
ties—is the initial contact with the enemy.
Because of the nature of the terrain in
South Vietnam, it often is necessary for
a platoon to advance in single file down a
narrow path. . .. In such a situation, scouts
will proceed with great caution, stopping
to listen for the enemy. . . . Nevertheless,
ambush often cannot be avoided. . . . The
Viet Cong unit commander will allow the
first U.S. squads or platoons to pass along
the path, and then direct all available fire
at the other platoons strung out along
the path. In such an incident, casualties
are likely to be heavy on the U.S. side.”

Those are admissions taken from the
military press. The Military Review com-
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plains, by the way, that the terrain rules
out the use of tanks, though they were
employed quite extensively on the central
plateau and for patrolling communications.
To repulse the freedom fighters more ef-
fectively, the journal recommends wider
use of dart shells.

A variety of radio-electronic computers
is being brought in for planning opera-
tions in South Vietnam and air raids on
the DRV, with a heavy accent on recon-
naissance techniques: radars, infra-red
and seismological apparatus to detect
movements of men and vehicles, and de-
vices reacting to the chemical exudations
of the human body, thus warning of am-
bushes along the trails.

Sophisticated radio gear is supplied, with
inflatable 20-meter antennas extending the
ultra-short-wave transmission range in the
jungle, while satellites are used for direct
communications between the Pentagon and
commanders in Vietnam, and high-preci-
sion lasers measure the distance to tar-
gets for the artillery. This enumeration
of sophisticated equipment could be pro-
longed indefinitely, showing that the inter-
ventionists are employing the newest de-
vices in their war against the people of
Vietnam.

But the resistance encountered is devas-
tating. The earth of Vietnam is literally
burning under their feet. Aided by the
civil population, the Liberation Forces
mounted strong attacks at the end of
January and in early February, harassing
the enemy at many points from the 17th
parallel in the north to the Ca Mau penin-
sula in the south, assaulting more than 40
large cities and hundreds of smaller towns,
hitting 30 airfields, cutting ground and
river communications, blowing up hun-
dreds of bridges, and destroying or cap-
turing ammunition dumps and ordnance
and fuel depots.

The thoroughly planned operation tcok
the interventionists by surprise, causing
confusion among the U.S. command. Gene-
ral D. Chasson, head of the U.S. opera-
tional center in South Vietnam, admitted,
for one thing, that the offensive was
splendidly planned and organized, and,
moreover, amazingly well coordinated. The
London Times correspondent in Saigon,
too, wrote that the Liberation Front of-
fensive reduced years of U.S. effort to
nought.

In the first week of the fighting enemy
casualties passed the 50,000 mark. More

46 World Marxist Review

than 1,500 planes and helicopters were
either destroyed or damaged. The enemy
also lost about 4,000 vehicles, 50 warships
and numerous radio stations, with the 7th
puppet armor regiment, two U.S. armor
regiments at Hue and Phu Bai, and 40 bat-
talions (including nine U.S. and one Aus-
tralian) totally wiped out, while the troops
of 168 puppet base camps went over to
the people.

The heaviest fighting took place through
February in the Saigon-Za Din area, in the
ancient fortress-capital of Hue and around
the U.S. Marine base at Khe Sanh.

In the Saigon-Gia Dinh area the Libera-
tion Forces, supported actively by the
local population, drove deep wedges into
key U.S. and puppet positions, attacking
“Independence Palace,” the U.S. Embassy,
the puppet headquarters, the Tan Son Nhut
airfield, artillery positions and the camps
of motorized units, airborne troops and the
U.S. Marines, police stations, etc. Some
densely populated districts comprising
nearly half of Saigon, were captured, while
the Liberation Forces and local freedom
fighters attacked the enemy in the environs
of the city, shelling U.S. bases at Lai Khe,
Dong Du and Dau Tian, striking at base
camps and air bases in Bien Hoa Province,
and cutting off the main roads and water-
ways to Saigon. In and around Saigon the
enemy lost nearly 10,000 men, some 200
planes and about 1,000 vehicles. Comment-
ing on the situation, a senior U.S. officer
said the security of a city like Saigon
could not be guaranteed 100 per cent.

The city of Hue, some 80 Kkilometres
south of the 17th parallel, also saw long
and heavy fighting. Liberation troops who
captured the town on the morning of Janu-
ary 30 held out tenaciously for nearly a
month against ferociously attacking U.S.
and puppet forces using heavy guns,
bombs and napalm. Ultimately the posi-
tions in Hue were abandoned in face of
superior numbers.

The U.S. Marine base at Khe Sanh was
encircled at the beginning of the general
offensive. The U.S. command communica-
ted with and supplied the beleaguered
stronghold by helicopters and transport
planes, and, lacking reserves to relieve it,
hoped to mitigate its plight by bombing the
attacking force. In January more than
7,000 sorties were flown, including 800 by
strategic B-52 bombers, to bomb the be-
sieging force, with U.S. experts estimating
that the aggregate explosive power of the
bombs, missiles and shells exceeded that of




the two atomic bombs dropped over Japan
towards the end of the Second World War.

Efforts to lift the siege by air strikes
have been unsuccessful, for the freedom
fighters have built a tight ring round the
base, making skilled use of the terrain for
protection from the air, maneuvering
adroitly, using their fire power with deadly
effect and taking cover in tunnels and
trenches. U.S. commanders fear that the
advance into the immediate proximity of
the Marine perimeter will soon make any

air support too dangerous for their own
troops.
Throughout February heavy fighting

continued on all fronts. Enemy losses
mounted. By March 1, the enemy lost
nearly 100,000 effectives, some 1,800
planes and more than 1,300 troop-carriers
and tanks.

The air raids on the Democratic Repub-
lic of Vietnam, involving between 200 and
250 planes daily, have not yielded the
desired results either. Strategic B-52 bomb-
ers from Guam and the U Taphao base in
Thailand are used extensively alongside
fighters and fighter-bombers.

But the aggressor has to reckon with
mounting anti-aircraft power in the DRV.
To reduce its losses, the U.S. Air Force is
changing tactics, planes flying at higher
altitudes to stay out of range of the small-
calibre anti-aircraft artillery and rifle and
machine-gun fire. The time over the target
has also been cut drastically. Effective
action by North Vietnam interceptors com-
peis the U.S. command to deploy a con-
siderable fighter force for cover. All planes
carry radio electronic devices to interfere

with radar spotters. An appreciable force
is assigned to hit DRV anti-aircraft defen-
ses, especially interceptor airstrips, with
still greater strength devoted to attacks on
ground-to-air missile launching pads.
Diversionary groups, interference planes
and decoy units are maintained for this
purpose.

U.S. generals claim that their planes hit
military targets. However, most of the
raids are against civilians. Thousands of
bombs, napalm containers and rockets are
dropped on densely populated areas,
schools, hospitals and cultural institutions,
with Hanoi and Haiphong raided methodi-
cally.

But bombing towns and villages will
not break the will of the people, who have
shown unexampled courage, fortitude and
tenacity. Vietnam rocketeers, ack-ack gun-
ners and fighter pilots are perfecting their
skills. By now they have shot down nearly
3,000 U.S. planes.

L

The recent freedom offensive has shown
the world that the Vietnamese are deter-
mined to fight on for their just cause. The
U.S. imperialists will fail in their purpose,
no matter how much they escalate their
criminal aggression. Not through escala-
tion but through an immediate halt to the
aggression will peace be attained. That is
the demand of all progressives. U.S. efforts
to expand the war are meeting continu-
ously mounting Vietnamese resistance,
backed selflessly by the Soviet Union and
the other countries of the socialist com-
munity.

Nikolai DENISOV
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Visiting an embattled people

(notes by a Mongolian journalist)

As correspondent of the newspaper Unen
I had occasion to visit the Democratic Re-
public of Vietnam and witness the bravery
of a people locked in battle.

Travelling from area to area I saw towns
and villages reduced to rubble, fields torn
by explosions—the aftermath of the crimes
committed by the U.S. aggressor. The U.S.
military would have the world believe that
their aircraft bomb only strategic targets.
But invariably these objectives happen to
be kindergartens, schools, hospitals, col-
leges, the huts of peasants and dwellings
of workers. And the victims of this ruthless
bombing are peasants and factory and
office workers.

In the province of Thanh Hoa I was told
that since 1965 U.S. planes bombed Thanh
Hoa, capital of the province, at least 500
times, dropping some 8,000 bombs on it.
Today the town is a heap of rubble. In 1965
some 5,000 heavy bombs were dropped on
the territory of the province, which has an
area of 10,000 sq. kilometres; in 1966 the
number grew to 25,000 and the figure for
the first nine months of 1967 reached
26,390; the number of cluster bombs drop-
ped for the same period was 19,000, 25,000
and 72,280 respectively. Behind these fi-
gures are thousands of killed and wounded.

The province of Thai Binh was raided
more than 500 times in the first 11 months
of 1967, leading to the destruction of 142
villages. I saw the bodies of 30 children of
the village of Tuydan, Kkilled during the
bombing of their school.

In a hospital in Thanh Hoa province I
spoke with a peasant by the name of Can.
His leg had been torn off by a rocket splin-
ter while working on a rice field. One
would hardly consider a rice field a military
target. Not so the American airmen who
discharged the rockets.

The number of bombs dropped in the
Quang Binh province adds up to four
bombs per square metre.
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The air intruders are encountering a
growing resistance. To date, some 3,000
U.S. planes have met their end in the skies
of the Democratic Republic of Vietnam.

The people have risen to a man in de-
fense of their homeland. Armed self-defense
units have been formed in all the districts
and villages, and in enterprises and insti-
tutions which, together with the men of
the People’s Army, are repelling the at-
tacks. To cite a few of many exampies: in
the Hoang Hoa district, Thanh Hoa pro-
vince, an anti-aircraft unit manned by a
crew of elderly men brought down two
enemy planes in one month. Two planes
were shot down by a neighboring anti-air-
craft battery operated by young women.
The anti-aircraft crew of young women
in the district of Hualoc, which took up its
position only two weeks ago has already
shot down one enemy plane whose pilot
was taken prisoner.

I shall always remember my meeting
with the defenders of the Ham Rong bridge
in Thanh Hoa province; the operational
repair team who have put 100 enemy air-
craft out of commission are mostly young
men and women between the ages of 17
and 24. When off duty they study, or give a
helping hand to the cooperative in the
vicinity. I was told about the exploits in
repair work and in studies of one of the
companies defending the bridge. When
this company, commanded by Dang Thi Le,
was stationed in the province of Nghe An,
American bombers destroyed the school
where they were studying. To procure the
necessary text-books and copy-books, the
teacher Lai Thi Te walked to the town of
Thanh Hoa, 90 kilometres away, only to
find that the library where she had hoped
to obtain the needed number of text-books
had been evacuated, and that only one copy
had been left behind. She thereupon spent
two days and two nights recopying the
material.




North Vietnam is virtually a battle camp
with its people holding the enemy at bay
and performing feats of labor in the name
of victory. Day and night columns of
trucks, cyclists, and pedestrians can be
seen streaming along the roads. They are
not refugees, fleeing in disorder from the
war, from the enemy. They are working
men and women, soldiers who are firmly
advancing to their goal. Endless columns
of trucks deliver guns, shells, and rockets
to the anti-aircraft units, transport rice,
sugar cane, and fruit—in a word, every-
thing needed for defense and life. Where
trucks cannot go they are replaced by
cyclists and carriers. This stream of people
and vehicles symbolizes the interlacing of
two important fronts—the fighting front
and the labor front.

The workers, peasants and office employ-
ees are working selflessly, inspired by the
knowledge that victory will be theirs. Their
confidence is reinforced by the moral sup-
port and material aid rendered by the
countries of the socialist community, by
men and women all over the world.

Throughout the Republic women are
doing their bit to bring the day of victory
nearer. They have taken the place on the

home front of their husbands, brothers and
sons who have gone to the battlefront.

The peasants have started a movement
to collect five tons of rice per hectare. Last
year some cooperatives managed to secure
a harvest of eight tons per hectare. Before
the revolution the peasants of Thai Binh
province lived in want for 10 months of
the year, or simply died of starvation. In
the bad harvest year of 1945 some 250,000
people died in one month alone in this
province. After the liberation, it was not
long before Thai Binh was harvesting a
rice crop that placed it among the foremost
provinces in the Republic. It plans to obtain
an average crop yield of six tons per hec-
tare by 1970.

The people have marshalled all their for-
ces and means to fight the aggressor. Their
valiant struggle, their labor achievements,
the aid of the socialist countries, the sup-
port rendered by progressive mankind—all
this augurs that the people of Vietnam
will be victorious. It was good to know
that also my country, the Mongolian Peo-
ple’s Republic, was contributing its bit to
victory.

Tsend Ayushiin MISHIGDORZH
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CLASS STRUGGLES IN LATIN AMERICA

Reflections on continental strategy
for Latin-American revolutionaries

SCHAFIK HANDAL

L
THE CURRENT DEBATE AND ITS ROOTS

Latin-American revolutionaries are debat-
ing the fundamental problems of the pres-
ent historical phase. The discussion has
spread to newspapers and magazines, uni-
versity campuses, trade union meetings,
prison cells and guerrilla encampments, the
manifest tendency being to question all or
nearly all strategic and tactical concepts
of the past decades. This search for new,
realistic solutions is, however, laced togeth-
er with a clash of old and new dogmas, of
one set of lifeless formulas with another.

The debate has generated considerable
tension. Yet, for all its sharpness, for all
the dangers it presents to the movement,
it is unavoidable and necessary and re-
sponds to the logic of world and Latin-
American development. It is not our pur-
pose to argue this point. Our purpose is to
examine the two continental processes that
gave impetus to the debate. First, Latin
America is unquestionably riding a revolu-
tionary wave. There have been at least
two long periods of high tide on the
continent in the past 25 years, making
a profound impression on the socio-political
and ideological scene. Second, large seg-
ments of the middle strata are joining the
fight against imperialism, for socialist struc-
tures, and their advance forces are chal-
lenging the vanguard role of the Communist
Parties, the traditional and best organized
revolutionary force in the Latin-American
countries.

It was the mounting intensity of the
struggle, the mounting intensity also of the
contradictions produced by changes in the
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social composition of the anti-imperialist
movement, that led to the debate and to
the factional trends presently observed in
the revolutionary movement, affecting the
Communist Parties and most of the non-
Communist Left organizations, both old
and new, though if we probed deeply en-
ough we should probably discover that the
Communist Parties have suffered least from
the centrifugal effects.

Beyond question, the attempt of the Chi-
nese Communist Party leadership to impose
their theoretical ideas on the world revolu-
tionary movement did, at a definite stage,
exert a distinct influence on the polemics.
But that influence has now waned and the
debate is mainly on the real and basic prob-
lems of the Latin-American revolution. The
overall picture is still chaotic, but that is
typical for this phase in any major theoreti-
cal confrontation. Sooner or later, experi-
ence shows, the “chaos” gives way to clari-
ty; new solutions and concepts crystallize,
in keeping with the needs of the times
and doing effective service in revolutionary
practice.

Those with a simplistic approach, say:
“Things were going well until the ultra-left
began to cast doubt on everything. We
must defeat the ultras and reinstate the
old, indubitable truths.”

It is quite true that ultra-left views must
be combated. But the root of the matter, as
we see it, goes much deeper. In effect, life
has taken a course that our concepts did
not envisage. This is not to say that all our
concepts have failed the test. Some were
correct when formulated and they are cor-
rect today; others, once sound, are no long-
er so, or they are sound only in part, while
some were out of step with reality from




the beginning. What with the changes in
the world balance of forces since the mid-
fifties, the new revolutionary upswing in
Latin America and the Cuban revolution,
the situation on the continent is no longer
what it was. Our adversary is more experi-
enced, has overhauled his tactics, and the
structure of capitalist society in our coun-
tries has changed. So our concepts, too,
need to be altered to fit the new realities.

Yet one of the factors behind the current
discussion, we hold, is of a general theoreti-
cal nature and amounts to the fact that the
Marxist-Leninist theory of the Latin-Ame-
rican revolution is still insufficiently devel-
oped. We side with those who maintain
that revolution in Latin America has feat-
ures that distinguish it from the “classical”
national-liberation revolutions on other con-
tinents; if you will, it is of a “semi-social-
ist” complexion.

By saying that our theory is insufficiently
developed we mean not only our strategy
and tactics prior to and in winning power,
including the economic theory of backward-
ness and dependence, but also the theory
of building a new society, including eluci-
dation of the sociological and ideological
aspects of revolution in both its stages. It
is due to these blank spots that some of the
national-liberation movements still operate
as uncontrollable natural effects, encour-
aging spontaneity in politics and ideology.

True, the victory of the Chinese revolu-
tion and after it the experience of the na-
tional-liberation movement in other Asian
and African countries impelled a deeper
study of some aspects of the national-li-
beration revolution. But this was handi-
capped by a tendency to generalize in a
mechanical way propositions pinpointed in
the analysis of the various national and re-
gional processes: the role of the national
bourgeoisie in the revolution, the non-
capitalist way, the state of national demo-
cracy, etc. Examination of these aspects
of the “Afro-Asian” experience yields use-
ful elements for the revolutionary move-
ment on our continent. Yet the tendency
to see them as absolutes — to affirm (or
deny) out of historical context their valid-
ity for Latin America—has all too often re-
sulted in dogmatic distortions.

Fruitful attempts have been made in
Latin America over the past decade to
produce a general theory for our revolu-
tion. Much of the credit for this goes to
Comrade Arismendi, who pursues the task
with method and perseverance. Some of
his conclusions are nothing short of dis-

coveries, duly verified by the continental
revolutionary process, while others are still
controversial. However, they have the in-
disputable distinction of having “launched”
new categories expressing the essence of
the problems concerned (structural crisis,
continental revolution, etc.). An equally
welcome contribution has been made over
the past few years by the World Marxist
Review, notably its issues 5, 6 and 7 for
1967, including the article by Comrade Luis
Corvalan.

THE CONDUCT OF THE DEBATE

However, an important detail in the theo-
retical mechanism is not functioning as it
should. Our allusion is to an objective,
concrete and critical analysis of the revo-
lutionary experience of the past decades,
notably the period after the Cuban revolu-
tion, when all the strategic and tactical
concepts advanced before and after, and in
the name of the Cuban revolution were put
to test. The successes and setbacks of those
stormy years are invaluable for theoretical
elaboration. The Communist Parties and
other revolutionary organizations have, in
the course of their battle, defined and ap-
plied new tactical and organizational for-
mulas, producing new strategy theses that
to some extent offer a solution to many of
the controversial issues. An objective ana-
lysis of this concrete experience will enable
us to draw the lessons of the rich revolu-
tionary practice of the past years. This his-
torical method, however, calls for a debate
of a different kind, in which conflicting
formulas (or slogans) would give place to
genuine exchanges of views, to polemics
without name-calling, to a joint search for
the truth, which, Marxism-Leninism tells
us, is always concrete. So far, however, all
we have had are emotional oratory and
hypertrophied sensibilities that all too
often turned a difference of opinion into an
insult, becoming a sectarian veto on any
discussion of the main topics of revolution
and reducing the debate to mutual attacks
conceivable solely in relation to enemies.

The compulsion to heed the voice of
practice does not, however, imply that we
should wait until practice has had its final
say on all the problems troubling revolu-
tionaries in the present phase, for over the
years practice has, after all, pronounced
judgment quite emphatically. In fact, theo-
retical work has fallen far behind the ob-
jective revolutionary development: 9 or 10
years on some problems and a quarter of
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a century, even as much as four decades,
on others,

In the circumstances, the call to shun
“theorizing,” heard often enough from ex-
ponents of “pure action,” and also from
those who invoke “immutable truths,” is
comparable to what Lenin described in re-
lation to similar sentiments in early 20th-
century Russia as a “funeral jig.” For the
Latin-American revolutionaries, too, are in
urgent need of theoretical analysis and
generalization. Failing this analysis, our
practice will be blind, carrying on at ran-
dom the “trial and error” method, with the
waves of revolution breaking against the
barriers our adversary has now learned to
put up. Nothing can justify the reluctance
to analyze, critically and in earnest, all
that has taken place on our continent at
least since the Cuban revolution, and, to
begin with, the Cuban revolution itself.

Some object to protracting the debate
and deepening the analysis because, they
say, it ‘“may strain relations”; or refer in
pleading their case to the national frame-
work of the movement, saying that they
are fighting in specific conditions and prob-
lems of concern for other countries have
no relation to them. However sincere,
these and similar postures only widen the
gap between theory and practice which it
is urgently and objectively necessary for
the movement to overcome.

To be sure, should the debate take the
wrong course and shed the due restraint it
may entail undesirable consequences. But
in our view there is no great danger of the
debate assuming improper forms and pro-
ducing undesirable results. We Commun-
ists could set the pace for a new kind of
discussion, creating a climate of truly
scientific and active searching, a climate of
constructive study and of the necessary
depth of perception. We could, thereby,
channel in the desired direction the stormy
and basically sound interest in the “vexing
problems” of our theory and practice, to
which many revolutionaries lack the right
answers, for simplistic slogans and dogma-
tic formulas can on no account be con-
sidered adequate.

The task is to find the practical forms for
our theoretical work that would help to
enlist in the common effort other revolu-
tionary forces, above all those professing
to be socialist, even Marxist-Leninist. In-

stead of questioning their right to proclaim

allegiance to Marxism-Leninism, we should
enlist them not only in joint actions (which
is regularly done), but also in joint theo-
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retical work. This was precisely what
Comrade Corvalan urged in his article
when he referred to dividing the tasks of
the vanguard and achieving the highest
possible degree of cooperation with other
revolutionary forces.

In conclusion, two more points. The
call for a new kind of discussion, for joint
efforts in theory, should not be interpreted
as a proposal to discontinue all action for
the duration of the debate and the elabora-
tion of theory. Quite the reverse. Revolu-
tionary action must develop in scope and
depth. It cannot wait until we hammer out
a comprehensive theory, because, among
other things, it is action and practice that
will resolve the controversial issues.

Of course, this does not imply that we
should also produce a single political line
to be followed in all the countries of our
continent. What we need is a general the-
ory of Latin-American revolution obtain-
able from a critical all-embracing analysis
of the basic problems of history, sociology,
the economics of our respective countries,
philosophy, political and military strategy
and tactics, etc.

CONTROVERSIAL PROBLEMS

Whatever those who deny the existence
of continental problems of the revolution
may say to the contrary, a discussion of
points whose all-continental complexion is

indisputable, has been germinating in
Latin America for some years. The follow-
ing is a list — obviously incomplete—of
the points:

a) the objective and subjective condi-
tions of the Latin-American revolution
(material basis of the revolution: current
crisis of structures, its interweaving with
cyclical crises, standards of political strug-
gle, of organization and revolutionary con-
sciousness, etc.);

b) the potential and actual role played
in the revolutionary struggle on the con-
tinent by the working class, the role of the
middle strata and the bourgeoisie; of the
peasants and of the rest of the rural po-
pulation;

c) who constitute the organized wvan-
guard of revolution and what is the van-
guard (“guerrilla unit or party”);

d) the character of the Latin-Ameriacn
revolution and its program;

e) can a continental revolutionary stra-
tegy be formulated? How to combat the
continental strategy of U.S. imperialism?
The possibilities and limits of regional and




continental revolutionary coordination.

What is international revolutionary soli-
darity?

f) ways of the revolution and forms of
struggle. Violent and non-violent forms of
struggle. Significance of the guerrilla unit
and the guerrilla center, and of the mass
political struggle; the order, correlation
and combination of different forms of
struggle;

g) study and assessment of the strategy
and tactics pursued by imperialism and by
various segments of the Latin-American
bourgeoisie. Significance and long-term
outlook of the imperialist plan to “integ-
rate’” the Latin American economy (Cent-
ral American and Latin American common
markets, Alliance for Progress). Essence
and outlook of “imperialist reformism” and
the reformism of the national and petty
bourgeoisie;

h) the united anti-imperialist front, its
composition and possibilities;

i) Latin-American armies: social char-
acteristics, role and contradictions, etc.

n.

We should like to speak our mind here
on one of the above points, namely, the
possibility and the necessity of charting
the main contours of the general revolu-
tionary strategic concept for Latin Ame-
rica, which, naturally, is related to some
of the other problems. Our point of view
was set out by the delegation of the Com-
munist Party of Salvador at the OLAS
conference in August 1967 and conforms
in some respects with points made in ar-
ticles appearing in numbers 5, 6 and 7,
1967 of World Marxist Review.

In our view it is perfectly feasible to
work out the basic theses of a strategic re-
volutionary concept for all Latin America.
This is feasible because some objective fac-
tors are common and determinative for all
or nearly all our countries in the present
phase of the history of our continent. Here
are three of them:

1. The revolutionary movement on our
continent has a common enemy—U.S. im-
perialism, which has built up in our coun-
tries (with, of course, the sole exception of
Cuba) auniform system of dominance
and exploitation and pursues a continental
counter-revolutionary strategy.

2. All our countries — despite differing
degrees of development—are following the
same capitalist way, exposed to the crip-
pling effects of economic and political de-
pendence on U.S. imperialism.

3. A relatively simultaneous ebb and
flow of mass revolutionary activity is typi-
cal for Latin America.

THE COMMON ADVERSARY
AND WAYS OF COMBATING HIM

Unlike the Asian and African countries,
those of Latin America are, in effect, do-
minated by one and the same imperialist
power. The common enemy of all our peo-
ples is at once the most powerful enemy of
the world revolution who is straining his
giant resources to block the road to social-
ism and communism. The accent in all areas
of U.S. foreign policy (diplomatic, econo-
mic, military, etc.) is on preserving and
extending the capitalist system as a whole,
rather than, as before, promoting the in-
terests of any U.S. monopoly. This is in the
interest of the U.S. financial oligarchy and
conforms with the nature of present-day
U.S. state-monopoly capitalism.

As part of its global policy, U.S., impe-
rialism is applying a common strategy of
counter-revolution in all countries of our
continent, regardless of the size of U.S. in-
vestments, the wishes of its reactionary
allies, holding the Marine corps and its
paratroops in reserve as an extreme tac-
tical weapon. The armed action in Panama
and the invasion of the Dominican Repub-
lic in 1965 have dispelled all possible doubt
on this score.

The imperialists prefer, of course, to
avoid using their armed forces in suppres-
sing our peoples. That is why they are try-
ing to create the so-called Inter-American
Peace Force. But with or without this
force, with or without the collaboration of
the varied assortment of ‘gorillas,” U.S.
imperialism will send its troops wherever
the revolution may be about to win or has
overpowered “local” rulers. The difficulties
that imperialism has run into over the In-
ter-American Force should not, as we see
it, generate the illusion that the danger of
a direct armed U.S. intervention against
our revolutions (not to mention the current
operations of the “green berets,” the CIA,
etc.) is now less.

Nor has imperialism abandoned its cher-
ished aim, the cornerstone of its strategy in
Latin America, of crushing the Cuban re-
volution and turning back the history of
the continent to the mid-fifties. Cuba is
upheld by the might of the Soviet Union,
by the solidarity of the socialist camp and
all the peoples, above all the Latin-Ame-
rican peoples, and their revolutionary and
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democratic organizations. Among their im-
mediate tasks, the Communist Parties of
our continent give priority to that of safe-
guarding Cuba. It should be borne in mind,
however, that U.S. planes, warships and
rockets are trained on the island, and that
U.S. generals are straining at the leash,
waiting for a favorable moment or for the
insane order of a pugnacious maniac.

U.S. continental counter-revolutionary
strategy is not confined to the military
field. It covers politics and ideology, and
after the Cuban revolution its methods in
all these fields have been brought up to
date.

In their continental strategy, we may
note, the imperialists reckon both with the
stable features and the transient situations
that distinguish one country from another.
On the one hand, they endeavor—and not
without success—to establish continental
or regional economic, political and military
organizations in order to head off revolu-
tion and buttress their domination over the
continent as a whole, and, on the other,
they make their concept tactically flexible
and versatile. It would be wrong to think
that imperialism always uses the same
tactics on the continental scale or in any
of the countries. It changes tactics and
jockeys constantly for positions best suited
to preserve its grip on the helm in line
with the developments of the “inner” class
struggle even within each country.

Take, for example, U.S. imperialist policy
in San Salvador since 1960. It went over
from outright suppression of democratic
and revolutionary forces in street clashes
(1960-61) to tactics aimed at avoiding
direct collision with the masses whom it
sought to assuage with reformism, while
showering reprisals on revolutionary organ-
izations (part of 1961, 1962 and 1963);
then it softened the reprisals somewhat,
reducing them to ‘“deterrent actions” while
drumming up reformist demagogy, offering
some room for legal revolutionary work
and furnishing guarantees and opportuni-
ties for such bourgeois opposition trends as
Christian Democracy.

In Venezuela, Peru and Colombia armed
operations against guerrillas are combined
with “representative democracy,” while im-
perialist tactics in Uruguay and Chile, for
example, differ from those in the adjoining
countries, etc.

Methods involving direct violence are not
the only ones employed by the imperialists.
When no other choice remains, they resort
to “reforms,” with the Alliance for Pro-
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gress probably being their most ambitious
and broadest maneuver. It has failed as a
plan ostensibly devised to resolve (or alle-
viate) the continent’s social problems, but
then the imperialists never really meant to
resolve them. Their aim was to window
dress the way of dependent capitalist de-
velopment, elevate U.S. prestige and the
U.S. role on the continent, to win the mid-
dle and small bourgeoisie, produce a coun-
terweight to the Cuban revolution and the
socialist perspective, and to weaken and
isolate the revolutionary forces. (At the
same time, Alliance for Progress is still the
vehicle of a broad offensive of U.S. capital
on the continent.)

It would be wrong, therefore, to say that
the Alliance for Progress has failed all
down the line. It fell through wherever
Communist Parties and other revolutionary
forces acted on the key principle of genu-
inely revolutionary policy: win the masses,
stand in their van, maintain close contact
with the masses, and combated reformism
with stepped up class struggle and broad
popular mobilization, combining all neces-
sary and suitable forms of struggle to ac-
complish this task. Wherever reformism is
opposed by a clear-cut revolutionary line,
it suffers failure, What is more, there the
impulses and carvings roused by it among
the poor turn into an effective force aimed
at goals transcending the reformist frame-
work and facilitating growth of revolution.
That is what is happening in Chile where
the hope of getting land coupled with a
thirst for social emancipation roused in
the countryside by Frei’s demagogy and
half-hearted “agrarian reform” have helped
the Communist Party and the People’s Ac-
tion Front to organize a broad movement
that is rapidly approaching revolutionary
positions. |

A few years ago the continental tactics
of U.S. imperialism vacillated between or-
ganizing armed coups and supporting mili-
tary dictatorships, on the one hand, and
encouraging reformism and “representative
democracy,” on the other. One or the other
of these approaches would gain ascendancy
from time to time, and each period was
given the name of the statesman whose me-
thods prevailed: the Roosevelt period and
the periods of Dulles, Kennedy and Mann.
This rushing from one extreme to the other
is, it seems, over. Today, the imperialists
pursue a flexible policy in which both me-
thods are employed either in turn or simul-
taneously, depending on the situation.

The requirements of the times, the char-




acter of the struggle against American im-
perialism and, in particular, the reformist
aspects of its tactics, show how essential it
is to link every mass movement—strike,
armed or democratic—every form of strug-
gle—Ilegal or illegal—with the perspective
of winning power. If the revolution is to be
successful the masses must be given at all
stages of their struggle the revolutionary
alternative of power (as a perspective or
an immediate task—depending on the ma-
turity of the struggle), with a program of
anti-oligarchic and anti-imperialist reforms.
That is the watershed between the reform-
ist way and the revolutionary way. With-
out this alternative the rallying of the
masses by the revolutionary forces might
become a prop for reformism. But an alter-
native of power not related to the develop-
ment of the class struggle and lacking a
constructive program, is no real alternative,
In the same way, a movement based on the
development of the class struggle and hav-
ing a program, but incapable of taking the
necessary practical steps to change the
character of political power, cannot serve
at the crucial moment as a real alternative
to the power of the oligarchies and the im-
perialists.

An analysis of the counter-revolutionary
strategy of imperialism shows that the
conquest of power through armed struggle
is the general rule in the Latin-American
revolution. The exceptions merely prove
this rule.

When speaking of the need for armed
struggle in thoses cases where the conquest
of power is advanced as the immediate
practical task, i.e., at the stage of revolu-
tion, we should bear in mind that there are
countries in Latin America where—because
there are no longer any possibilities for
certain forms of struggle, although the
conditions exist for the further maturing of
the revolutionary process — the armed
struggle is being waged (or is about to be
launched) already at the stage when the
necessary forces are still being mustered.

Imperialism can be flexible on tactics, it
can reconcile itself to the traditional exist-
ence of a democratic regime in one or an-
other country; even more, it can assist the
transition to the formal norms of this
democracy, hoping thereby to buttress its
domination and frustrate the revolution.
But we should never lose sight of the fact
that imperialism is fully determined to pre-
vent the revolution from gaining power,
leave alone retaining it. Intensive ideologi-
cal activity, of which anti-communism is

the principal instrument; pressure on the
army and the police; military coups, inter-
vention by mercenaries and, as a last re-
sort, by the regular army — such is the
range of methods employed by imperialism
in exporting counter-revolution to our
continent.

Hence the need to prepare most carefully
and thoroughly for the armed way to the
conquest of power, or defense of the vic-
torious revolution and national sovere-
ignty. We would all much prefer the re-
volution to triumph without armed strug-
gle. But in our conditions the thesis that
“one and the other is possible; either we
will have to take to arms, or will be able
to win power and defend it the peaceful
way” entails, in most cases, considerable
risk. For it does not give a clear orienta-
tion regarding the practical preparations
for decisive action; furthermore, it holds
out the danger that at the crucial moment
we might find ourselves unable to ensure
the victory of the revolution. This has been

known to happen . ..

Despite the acuteness of contradictions
between U.S. imperialism and the peoples
of Latin America the revolution on our
continent is, first and foremost, an “inter-
nal” process, stemming from the develop-
ment of the class struggle. Failure to take
this into account has led to the assumption
that the Latin-American revolution is an
“absolutely uniform” process originating
not on the basis of the “internal” class
struggle, but simply as a result of the
peoples’ collision with imperialism, that the
objective prerequisities for this collision
exist permanently whereas the subjective
prerequisities have to be created by the
armed struggle started by a group of re-
volutionaries. This strategic concept Iis
bound to lead to mistakes of both a mili-
tary and political nature.

Of course, there is always the possibility
that a group of revolutionaries might de-
cide to take armed action, irrespective of
the concrete situation on the fronts of the
class struggle. Such action might coincide
with a situation when the objective condi-
tions are ripe (it is a question, first of all,
of the sentiment of the masses) for armed
struggle. In that case, the armed struggle
can rely on the support of the masses, can
become a decisive factor in the political life
of the country and grow into a victorious
revolution. Experience shows that launch-
ing the armed struggle in these circum-
stances, that is, when still gathering
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strength, becomes an important factor ac-
celerating the revolutionary process.

But much more often, armed actions not
directly connected with development of the
mass struggle end in defeat—despite the
heroism of the group of intrepid men. What
is more, the armed struggle originating on
the basis of class conflicts, or a democratic
mass movement, can “lose touch” with its
base and in its development forfeit the ac-
tive support of the masses because of such
mistakes as underestimating the political
struggle, or failing to take into account
changes in the situation, or as a result of
imperialism and the local reaction achiev-
ing a temporary tactical-political superior-
ity of forces. Having lost touch with the
class struggle and the support of the
masses—sympathy alone is not enough—
the group of heroes become a group
again who do not add to their strength
merely by proclaiming the anti-imperialist
and socialist character of their struggle.
The revolutionary history of the continent
has provided many examples of this.

The reverse, but no less serious, mistake
is made, we think, by those who, while
agreeing in theory that U.S. imperialism is
the main enemy of the Latin-American re-
volution, at the same time elaborate their
own strategy (and tactics) as though it
were a question exclusively of the national
process, the outicome of which depended
solely on internal factors. Such an ap-
proach has more than once led to grave
defeats, for, as already noted, at the crucial
moment imperialism throws all its re-
sources onto the scales of counter-revolu-
tion. Everyone concerned with the interests
of the revolution should, therefore, prepare
for direct or indirect and, at the decisive
moment, for armed clashes with the ex-
ternal enemy—before the conquest of poli-
tical power, during the fighting for it or
after the conquest of power. We Latin-
American revolutionaries should, conse-
quently, examine the development of the
internal class struggle in the light of con-
tinental strategy, develop a militant solid-
arity that can take the form of even direct
revolutionary coordination and cooperation,
and educate our peoples in the spirit of
revolutionary internationalism.

THE GENERAL PATH OF
DEVELOPMENT, THE GENERAL AND
THE SPECIFIC IN THE REVOLUTION

Al! the Latin-American countries (with
the exception of Cuba), are following one
and the same socio-economic pattern, that
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of a dependent and deformed capitalist de-
velopment.

Most of them threw off the colonial yoke
in the first quarter of the last century when
there was still no such thing as a socialist
system, and when capitalism in Europe
proved in its competition with feudalism
that it was the more dynamic and progres-
sive model of development. By then capi-
talist tendencies had already appeared on
the continent and developed capitalism—
which had advanced from Europe, and later,
from North America, in quest of new mar-
kets and raw materials—was knocking at
the continent’s door. Liberation from Spa-
nish and Portuguese rule caught the young
republics in the meshes of world trade
based on free competition. Towards the
end of the century, world capitalism en-
tered upon the monopoly phase of its
development, and Latin America found
itself completely in the vise of imperialism.

Thus, for more than a century now (and
in the case of some countries more than
a century and a half), our continent has
been moving along the path of dependent
and deformed capitalist development. Con-
sequently unlike many other countries of
the Third World, the Latin-American coun-
tries have long since passed the juncture
of the capitalist and non-capitalist paths
and do not face the “option” any more.
Latin-America’s present ‘“choice” is of a
qualitatively different character, and is de-
termined by the nature of the crisis in the
socio-economic structures of the continent’s
societies, that evolved in the past century
and which has become particularly acute
of late.

Capitalist development left the land in
the hands of the latifundists and preserved
other survivals of feudalism which, coupled
with growing dependence on imperialism,
is more and more impeding the economic,
social and political advance of our coun-
tries. The Latin-American revolution can
develop only as a process that will break
with the path of dependent, deformed
capitalism. Or in other words, our countries
can be diverted from this pernicious, anti-
national and anti-people’s course only by
an anti-imperialist, agrarian, democratic,
people’s revolution which, not stopping at
this stage, will rapidly grow into a socialist
one (in some countries more rapidly than
in others, depending on the level and speci-
fic features of their development). These
general roots and the general character of
the revolution (at any rate for most of our
countries) are another factor that makes




possible, in our view, the elaboration of
the basic principles of a continental stra-
tegy.

Here it should be stressed—to avoid the
concept of mechanical uniformity — that
within the framework of the given path
and stage of development, common for the
continent as a whole (some Marxist schol-
ars refer to it as the “middle stage of
capitalist development”), this development
is at different levels, determining to a con-
siderable extent also the politically-differ-
ent patterns of the different countries. As
capitalism developed on our continent
nations took shape with their own internal
economic relationships, their own national
character, territory, state, etc. All this has,
undoubtedly, laid its imprint on the specific
aspects of the social processes which, how-
ever, are developing along the general path.

Two extreme and erroneous attitudes to
this problem have become apparent, we
think, in the present debate.

For some, the fact of differentiation
rules out the possibility of charting and
applying a continental revolutionary stra-
tegy, for they see Latin America simply as
a conglomerate of nations, a mosaic of
national differences, likening it to Europe.
But from the very beginning Latin America
developed in conditions of foreign (Spanish)
exploitation which extended to practically
the entire continent. The transition to in-
dependence likewise took place on a conti-
nental scale and in a relatively brief
historical period for most of our countries.
In the course of this capitalist development
there also took shape uniform foreign-
economic relations which subordinated the
national economy, the government, the
army and culture to a “single master” —
imperialism. The tendency today is to
strengthen the continental character of im-
perialist rule and exploitation. The term
“economic and political penetration” does
not adequately express the essence of the
new process in which imperialism wants
to tie all the threads of imperialist domina-
tion into a single net. Parts of this net are
the Central American and Latin-American
common markets, the Central American
and Inter-American armies, in short, the
military, political and other organizations,
kncwn to all.

The struggle for national independence,
defense of national dignity, patriotism, the
fight for the return of the national wealth
—these are all sources of the great revolu-
tionary energy of the peoples in the battle
against the common enemy and the ex-

ploiter. Anti-imperialist nationalism can
and should be channelled into the stream
of the Latin-American revolution. There
is also the possibility that the liberation
of our peoples may take place through the
concentration of national revolutions in
an historically brief space of time, as the
revolutionary upheavals on our continent
have demonstrated.

For all these reasons, we consider that
the national differences on the continent
do not justify the attitude of those who
favor a mosaic of national-revolutionary
strategy, who are opposed to elaborating
a common strategy for the revolutionary
movement on the continent.

Another, in our opinion, incorrect view
is that there are no nations, national differ-
ences and frontiers, and if there are, these
have been artificially created by imperial-
ism for the purpose of subsequently divid-
ing and weakening our peoples. The advo-
cates of this view maintain that the revo-
lution does not have to worry about
frontiers if groups of fighters are found in
every country ready to start guerrilla
warfare in the mountains, later coordinat-
ing their actions on a continental scale.
They claim that the revolution can, and
should, take the form of a continental anti-
imperialist war which, even though not
beginning simultaneously in the different
countries, should nonetheless become a con-
tinental one in a more or less short time,
irrespective of the concrete political con-
ditions in each country—conditions which
are determined by the specific way the
class struggle develops nationally and,
hence, cannot mature simultaneously for
decisive military revolutionary actions.
This uneven maturing of the political con-
ditions for revolution is due to the differ-
ence in the level of material development,
and also to the complex interaction of
different factors in national and interna-
tional policy. The processes of social psy-
chology—still to be studied by revolution-
aries — which often have an alienating
effect on collective thinking, likewise influ-
ence the shaping of favorable—or unfavor-
able—subiective conditions for the transi-
tion to the higher forms of the class
struggle.

This brings us to yet another aspect of
this problem.

To revolutionaries who abstract them-
selves completely or partly from the na-
tional factor, the continental strategy of
the revolution is reduced to military stra-
tegy, elaborated without due regard (or

World Marxist Review 57




very slight regard) for the concrete condi-
tions of the class struggle in the different
countries. They seek the genesis of this
strategy almost exclusively in the imperial-
ist exploitation and oppression of our
peoples. Considering it possible to start
a continental war in a number-of countries
simultaneously, irrespective of how the
national class, and particularly, the politi-
cal struggle is developing, the advocates
of this concept affirm that this war, started
by those who “have the will to fight” will
act as a fillip to the political struggle and
create the political conditions necessary
for revolution. Accordingly, war ceases to
be a “continuation of politics by other
means” and politics, on the contrary, be-
comes the “continuation of war .. ."”

In the final analysis, concepts of this
kind might lead one to believe that imper-
ialism is virtually all-powerful, that it is
now in a position to prevent national
revolutions on the continent.

It is clear that the need for a Latin-Ame-
rican revolutionary strategy stems from
the objective, common factors of our pro-
cess, from its present, common trends, and
from the existence of a common enemy.
But we also consider that a common stra-
tegy cannot write off the existence of
nations, the different levels of development,
different degrees of maturity of the revolu-
tionary process and the class struggle. A
continental strategy must take into account
both these common and specific features
if we do not want to doom it to defeat. A
half reality is never a reality and cannot
serve as a basis for any realistic theory
of revolution.

THE ALL-CONTINENTAL DYNAMICS
OF THE REVOLUTIONARY PROCESS

The history of the revolutionary move-
ment in Latin America shows that the
periods of revolutionary upheavals alter-
nate with periods of reactionary offensives
(or a decline in the intensity of the revolu-
tionary process), that each of these periods
might include shorter periods of ‘“ebb” and
“flow.” It is a question of the continental
dynamics of historical development, since
the “ebb” and “flow” of the movement
occur relatively simultaneously in the dif-
ferent countries of Latin America, despite
the different conditions in them.

The structural crisis of Latin-American
societies, its different phases and steady
aggravation, constitutes the material basis
of the relatively long periods of greater or
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lesser intensity of the revolutionary up-
heavals we are presently experiencing. The
theory of the continental crisis in tradition-

al socio-economic structures was first
elaborated by Comrade Arismendi. It has
been discussed in several works (for ex-
ample, the article in No. 5 (1967) of this
journal), but it still needs to be amplified,
before it can be complete. Some people call
in question this concept. We are among
those who hold that the concept of struc-
tural crisis corresponds to the existing,
objective process which should not be
confused with the cyclical crisis. We like-
wise hold that the theory of the general
crisis of capitalism does not provide a
definition of the structural crisis, nor does
it explain it, although the latter is a part
of the general crisis.

But since it is a question of the relative
simultaneity of the less prolonged phases
of ebb and flow of the revolutionary move-
ment on the continent, the material base
of this phenomenon should be sought, we
think, in the cyclical crises. Or, more cor-
rectly, in the relative coincidence of the
phases of economic crisis and economic
upsurge and realization of Latin-American
raw materials, so important for our de-
pendent economies.

This relative simultaneity of ebb and
flow makes it possible to coordinate the
different aspects of the revolutionary move-
ment on a regional and continental scale.

It is also possible, we think, to raise the
historical “effectiveness” of these proces-
ses. Just as in the past, in the periods of
the upsurge of the movement, tyrannical
governments fell in a chain reaction, so
now too the activity and coordination of
revolutionary forces can enable the peoples
to strike a series of telling blows at imper-
ialism and the oligarchies.

; e

In recent years the Latin-American revo-
lution has suffered a number of defeats
both in the countries where armed struggle
was started and in the countries where it
was a question of peaceful transition. It
would seem that Marx had the Latin Ameri-
ca of 1963-1967 in mind when he wrote
about the France of 1848-1849: “With the
exception of only a few chapters, every
more important part of the annals of the
revolution ... carries the heading: Defeat
of the revolution!

“What succumbed in these defeats was
not the revolution. It was the pre-revolu-
tionary traditional appendages, results of
social relationships which had not yet come
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to the point of sharp class antagonisms—
persons, illusions, conceptions, projects
from which the revolutionary party before
the February Revolution was not free, from
which it could be freed not by the victory
of February, but only by a series of defeats.

“In a word: the revolution made progress,
forged ahead, not by its immediate . . .
achievements, but on the contrary by the
creation of a powerful, united counter-revo-
lution, by the creation of an opponent in
combat with whom, only, the party of
overthrow ripened into a really revolution-
ary party.”

Decisive battles lie ahead in the not
distant future. We think that unity of the
revolutionary forces in each country and
on a continental scale is an absolute requi-
site if the immediate years are to witness
the victory of the revolution in new coun-
tries of Latin America.

The different aspects and processes of
the Latin-American revolution can, and

should, be coordinated on a regional and
continental scale, on the basis of complete
independence of every party, movement or
revolutionary organization to elaborate
their line in keeping with the requirements
and specific features of the class struggle
in their country. Such coordination be-
tween the independent movements can
begin with solidarity and cooperation with
the revolutionary movements of the frater-
nal peoples, without stipulating what course
or forms the struggle must follow.

Strategic and tactical clarity is another
important condition if our efforts to win
the masses and political power are to be
effective.

Unity of action, solidarity in practice,
fraternal and critical discussion of the
problems of our revolution, joint efforts
in the theoretical sphere — such, in our
view, is the way to reaching our objectives.

San Salvador
September 1967

Pre-election climate in Venezuela

An interview with Comrade Teodoro Peikﬁv

The name of Teodoro Petkov, a leading
member of the Venezuelan Communist
Party, flashed across the front pages of the
world press early last year when he and
his Party colleagues, Pompeyo Marquez and
Guillermo Garcia Ponce, made a daring
escape from the San Carlos fortress-prison
in Caracas, where they had been held with-
out trial for nearly three years.

This was not the first time Petkov had
made a prison break. On a previous occa-
sion he simulated sickness and, transferred
from his prison cell to a military hospital,
lowered himself by a rope from a fifth story
window after sawing through the window-
bars of his isolation ward.

Petkov is known as a man of indomit-
able courage and keen political vision, who
made a name for himself first as a student
leader in Caracas University, and later as

a member of the Miranda State Legislative
Assembly and Member of the National Con-
gress,

At the beginning of 1968, a World Marx-
ist Review correspondent interviewed Pet-
kov on the current political situation in
Venezuela.

i i e

What can you say about the armed strug-
gle presently being waged in Venezuela?

The revolutionary movement has hit on
difficult times. The success of an armed
struggle depends on the general revolution-
ary situation; and not until we cope with
our political difficulties can we hope to
overcome the difficulties in our armed move-
ment. The question of capturing power by
force came up at our Third Party Con-
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gress. In 1961-63 things developed satisfac-
torily: guerrilla war erupted in the country-
side and the townspeople, too, began an
armed resistance, This occurred at the
height of an economic and political crisis,
highlighted by an obvious surge of public
sentiment. Although the police crushed the
first guerrilla centers with relative ease
in a matter of two or three months, the
two surviving groups rebuilt their forces
and resumed operations. We owed this
rapid recovery to the favorable political
evolution which, among other things, stimu-
lated a flow of freedom fighters from towns
to the countryside and a series of public
actions against the police in Caracas and
eleswhere. That was possibly the most spe-
cific aspect of our experience in armed
action, traceable to the active and varied
participation of the townsmen and their aid
to the freedom fighters.

That was how the armed struggle began
and expanded. But I must draw your atten-
tion to the fact that it was never the main
form of our political fight, and at no time
did it attain the critical point at which
armed action becomes a self-sustaining
force determining all secio-political devel-
opment.

When the government succeeded in end-
ing the economic depression with emergen-
cy measures against unemployment and in
farming, and when it passed the political
rubicon of the 1963 election by winning
over the opposition parties (the Republi-
can-Democratic Union, for example, whose
leadership expelled the Left wing, turned
from an ally into an enemy of the revolu-
tionary movement) with promises of seats
in the cabinet, the mass movement sub-
sided. The armed struggle declined, the
guerrilla units lost contact with the people,
which impaired their capability and exposed
them to murderous police and army attacks.
On top of this came the split in our revolu-
tionary movement, which weakened them
still more.

What we have today is not armed strug-
gle in the proper sense of the word, but
merely armed units: two under Communist
leadership which, by a decision of the
Party, are not engaged in military action at
the moment; then there is one headed by
Douglas Bravo, which engages only in spo-
radic actions, and there are two of the
Left Revolutionary Movement which are in
much the same position. But that applies
to the countryside. The situation in the
towns is worse. That part of the urban
apparatus which joined Douglas Bravo has
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been almost entirely wiped out in govern-
ment reprisals. The LRM is in much the
same position. The surviving urban forces
are extremely weak and inactive.

How, then, do you explain the existence
of guerrilla units?

To begin with, the composition of the
units has changed drastically. At first, they
were made up almost entirely of people
from the towns (mostly students and some
workers), with some peasants joining later.
Now, the Communist-led units and the
Douglas Bravo column consist mostly of
peasants, though I cannot tell whether this
applies equally to the LRM people.

That the guerrillas are chiefly peasants
explains why they can survive more easily
than before, for they are native to the
areas in which they operate and have con-
tact with the local people; also, they are
accustomed to the adversities of rural life
and are better equipped to obtain food,
contact friends in the villages, and find
shelter.

That they are able to survive is also due
to their political work among the peasants.
Someone compared a guerrilla unit that
does not fight to an aircraft whose engines
go dead in flight and is therefore doomed.
But our experience disproves this. The pe-
riods of fighting add up to much less than
those of no fighting. But the latter are
profitably employed for work with the peo-
ple, expanding the social base, recruiting,
and building up defenses. Both our good
and bad experience is therefore of consid-
erable interest. Take the Simon Bolivar
front in the state of Lara, the most impor-
tant guerrilla center-with considerable com-
bat experience, which dealt some hard
blows at the army. Crushed at the begin-
ning of 1963, it managed to reorganize, but
fought no battles until mid-1965. In the
two-year interim our guerrillas did impor-
tant political work, boosting the influence
of the Communist Party and revolutionary
movement in the villages of Lara, Portu-
guesa and Trujillo with a population of
some 100,000.

The work with peasants was conducted
in relatively peaceful periods, though we
kept our rifles slung over the shoulder.
Guerrilla influence spread to a fairly ex-
tensive zone of about 125 villages, some
quite large. Our big mistake was that we
worked in the open, founding National Lib-
eration Front committees in the villages,
the units moving about freely in the large




mountain area, under the illusion that we
were in full control. However, when the
army mounted an offensive, informers
supplied it with lists of our people and
their helpers, and nearly 200 were executed
and most of our political organizations were
crushed.

But I want to make it clear that our
propaganda work had by then produced a
social base which functioned effectively
despite the army offensive and our mistake
of working in the open, because we also
had an underground organization which
helped our guerrillas escape annihilation,
so that they renewed operations against the
army with appreciable success in 1965-66.
When I say success I mean military success,
not any gain in political influence. We
fought several highly effective engage-
ments and hit the army effectively, ambush-
ing troops and learning to use explosives
as a kind of guerrilla heavy artillery. To
sum up, we owe our guerrilla success in
the State of Lara to the unit’'s work with
the people during the two years of no fight-
ing.

As you see, the inference that a militarily
inactive guerrilla unit is like a plane with
dead engines does not apply in our case.
Our experience speaks of the contrary.
Now, too, when our guerrillas do not en-
gage in fighting, they are anything but like
a falling plane, because they are in the
mountains and hard at work extending
their political ties with the peasants.

What in your opinion is the military and
political weight of the Bravo group?

At present, the Bravo group exists chief-
ly in foreign propaganda reports, though it
started as a fairly large force. When Bravo
broke with the Party, he took over the bulk
of our urban military apparatus and the
Jose Leonardo Chirinos guerrilla front in
the state of Falcon, also 19 men of the
Simon Bolivar front in Lara, Portuguesa
and Trujillo. That made a considerable
force, the largest in numbers and the best
armed, with a strong urban military appara-
tus.

Bravo’s tactic was to mount what he
called an armed offensive. Predictably, how-
ever, his offensive ended in disaster. If the
army and police succeeded in crippling a
military apparatus like ours, this applied
doubly to Douglas Bravo's, for it had no
political shield since Bravo had no party
to back him, no political links and no influ-
ence among the people. His unit buckled
in face of the police reprisals, and his urban

force was, in effect, almost entirely wiped
out in three large police actions in the first
six months of 1967. Not only the original
members of Bravo’s urban apparatus, but
also guerrillas sent from the mountains “to
reinforce the town” were arrested, with the
result that the strength of his guerrilla col-
umn was considerably reduced.

This was when differences broke out
among his colleagues. A split developed,
and some of them are now abroad. So there
are grounds to think that the Bravo group
is breaking up. I am trying to be as impar-
tial as I can, because when factional differ-
ences arise, each side usually tends to say
the worst about the other. But I may be
more objective, because my brother is on
the other side and I am deeply attached to
him and feel badly about his defeat. Be-
sides, some splendid people are on the
other side, too, with whom our spiritual
bonds are still alive because only recently
they had been our comrades and we know
that they are not counter-revolutionaries
despite their unfortunate choice. They are
men frustrated by years of armed struggle
with no tangible results, men somewhat
like the old anarchists who thought a de-
clining movement could be revived by plots
or acts of terror. But they are good people
all the same, fired with revolutionary ardor,
and their defeat is not just their own, being
to some extent alsc a setback for our entire
revolutionary movement, affecting the
movement as a whole because it is difficult
for the people to distinguish between the
various groups. What the people see is an
armed movement suffering setbacks—the
sad picture of a movement with no real
victories, while the newspapers report the
number killed and the number captured,
and that there are informers in their ranks.
This naturally reflects adversely on the
armed struggle and the revolutionary move-
ment.

In conclusion, it would be interesting to
examine the following facts: Douglas
Bravo declared that once his group has got
rid of the restraints of the “Rightist” Po-
litical Bureau of the Communist Party, the
war in Venezuela would expand rapidly.
Yet for two years now Douglas Bravo has
been on his own, but, far from expanding,
the war has subsided and the hopes Bravo
placed on his guerrilla column, expecting it
to fight day in and day out, to set the
country ablaze, overthrow the government
and establish revolutionary power — all
these hopes have vanished, even among the
leaders of his group.
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Militarily, our situation is grave. The
Communist-led guerrilla units are operating
on two fronts—in the west and the east.
They are a larger force than Bravo’s and
larger, too, than that of the Left Revolu-
tionary Movement, which also has two
fronts. We are reorganizing; that is part of
our general line, which lays the accent
on a political offensive while temporarily
discontinuing armed action. We want to
improve our organizational work, because
our position has not changed. For us armed
action is still the main way, for no revolu-
tionary or democratic change can be at-
tained without it. Our experience in Vene-
zuela teaches us that no revolutionary
movement can be victorious without armed
struggle. We must therefore remodel and
reinforce our apparatus, in order to operate
more effectively than before at those criti-
cal moments when the objective evolution,
our political work and renewed links with
the masses create a revolutionary situation.

Would it be correct to conclude that
guerrilla fighting in Venezuela has taken a

back seat?

I would put it like this: there is a sincere
and realistic reassessment of the guerrilla
movement. In substance, guerrilla warfare
has never been in the forefront of our poli-
tical struggle, nor has it been the most im-
portant component of our armed struggle.
The decisive battles—those that could have
yielded vicotry, or in which we suffered
defeat—were fought in the towns. In my
opinion, we could have won if in 1962 we
had properly combined the armed struggle
in the towns with risings by army patriots
and revolutionaries. In January 1962 we
were close to victory: the transport strike
in the state of Tachira grew in a matter of
days into a national strike of transport
workers and merged with a popular rising
in Caracas. By that time we had an effec-
tive apparatus in the armed forces, which,
if we had activated it, would have made a
revolutionary victory very likely.

The later army risings (though they
were the first truly revolutionary insurrec-
tions in Venezuela in this century) had
little chance of victory. No specific situa-
tion existed at the time of the Carupano
rising, no popular ferment that could have
helped it to spread. Therefore, it fell far
short of being the spark that could have
inflamed the people. The fighting in Caru-
pano was relatively brief, the people were
not given arms, and none of the other gar-
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risons joined it. Things were different at
Puerto Cabello, the chief naval base, where
a three-day battle developed into a popular
uprising claiming a toll of 500 lives. There,
arms were distributed to guerrillas released
from the fortress-prison and to the towns-
men.

The people and some military units
fought fiercely against the government
troops. The air force bombed Puerto Cabello
as though it were an enemy city. The gov-
ernment did not hesitate to use rocket
missiles and heavy artillery. But the Caru-
pano rising and the government’s counter-
measures had so weakened our apparatus
by then that we could not secure the sup-
port of other garrisons to back up Puerto
Cabello. Neither could the people of Caracas
and the other cities, who were taken un-
awares by the events.

Speaking of the armed struggle in towns,
I should like to say that our experience,
especially in Caracas, is of considerable
interest. The National Liberation Front had
five units there, each consisting of 101 men.
Each unit had what it called a rear-line
base—a system of secret hiding places, a
medical and legal service, transport of all
kinds and caches of arms and ammunition.
Extensive contacts made the units highly
mobile; they could disappear when neces-
sary, had considerable resources and were
backed by the people. Many of the unit
members were students from the petty
bourgeoisie, from the propertied classes, so
that wealthy homes, too, were a source of
help.

In action, the units were highly effective.
Their planning was so detailed and precise
that at times it appeared excessive. For ex-
ample, the raid on the U.S. military mission
in Caracas was thoroughly prepared, espe-
cially as regards reconnaissance, and was
therefore successful.

The units engaged not only in group
operations. They led full-scale battles be-
tween the people of an entire city quarter
and the police and army. The fearlessness
and tenacity shown by our comrades in the
street fighting were little short of miracu-
lous, The hills of Caracas became fortresses
and were a nightmare for police and troops.
After any large-scale operation, with the
city quarter blocked off, the police searches
usually yielded next to nothing (fighters
and arms “vanishing” inexplicably), be-
cause the vanguard was closely linked with
the people in the area. We treasure this
experience, which will surely yield fruit
in the none-too-distant future.
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To sum up, our analysis of past activity
shows that, though guerrilla warfare is
something we cannot abandon, it is not the
chief form of armed struggle. In our coun-
try, guerrilla action depends on develop-
ments in the town; guerrilla units may sur-
vive without help from the towns, but they
cannot develop without it. This is one of
the features of the position in our country,
which is growing quite rapidly along the
lines of dependent capitalism, with capital-
ist relations of production absolutely and
irreversibly preponderant in the towns and
in the countryside over the pre-capitalist
forms, which are steadily withering into
mere survivals. The share of the pre-capi-
talist production sector in the national pro-
duct is less than five per cent. The same
is true of the population structure. Seventy-
three per cent of the population lives in
towns of more than 2,500 inhabitants, but
the more eloquent evidence of concentra-
tion and urbanization is that more than 60
per cent lives in the 38 towns with popula-
tions exceeding 20,000, while more than 30
per cent are in the capital and its environs
where 70 per cent of the manufacturing in-
dustry is located. The big centers of im-
perialist exploitation are all urban.

Rapid capitalist growth in agriculture,
brutal reprisals against people living in
zones of guerrilla activity and the bourgeois
agrarian reform and settlement (under the
“agrarian reform” signboard) in the vil-
lages—this has speeded up urbanization of
peasants in the past 10 years and, especi-
ally, the erosion of the main rural class
force, the landless and poor peasants. The
younger and more restless section of the
rural population is streaming into the
towns, bringing with it social tensions pre-
viously observed only in the villages. In
colliding with the problems of urban life
and especially under the impact of what is
usually termed the revolution of hope, these
tensions are many-sided and highly dyna-
mic, and it is up to us Communists to learn
to pinpoint them and give them a revolu-
tionary orientation. The environs of our
larger cities are therefore comparable to
large, temporarily dormant volcanoes.

What we need as a precondition for re-
volution is an enduring alliance between
the working class and the semi-proletarians,
residing mostly in these environs. That is
why the town can be described as the
locomotive of the main socio-political pro-
cesses,

What is the policy of the Venezuelan
Communist Party in the present situation?

This, the tenth year that the Democratic
Action Party has been in power may also
be its last year, for a general election will
be held in December. Hence, all political
life is centered on the election campaign.
This is a good time for intensifying the
struggle for power in view of the decline
of the armed struggle and the brutal repri-
sals and violence. A meeting of our Central
Committee held last year adopted two im-
portant decisions: firstly, to ease up the
armed struggle in order to preserve and
redouble our resources, because we believe
that poorly conducted armed operations are
no longer a suitable tactical means for our
revolutionary strategy and, secondly, to
mount a political offensive and integrate
the Party in the process sparked off by the
election campaign.

Integrating the Party and the revolution-
ary movement in this political process sig-
nifies renewing our contact with some of
the phenomena from which we have been
aloof of late, renewing our contact with
some of the democratic and anti-imperial-
ist groups, and renewing our contact with
the masses, especially in the towns, be-
cause in many ways it was broken off and
we were dangerously isolated. By so do-
ing, we could help the revolutionary move-
ment to overcome the crisis. The revolu-
tionary mass movement must be so con-
solidated that it becomes a lever capable
of securing a new upsurge and stimulating
revolutionary activity with an eye on de-
cisive political changes. Briefly, our plan
is to accentuate struggle in the political
context, chiefly through the election cam-
paign.

Is this new tactic a betrayal of the re-
volutionary line of 1963, when we refused
to take part in the election? Have we
changed our strategy? Of course, not. In
1963 we decided to stay out of the elec-
tion also for tactical reasons. Was this
right or wrong? As we see it, the decision
was right at that time. Our attitude to elec-
tions was not final. It was a definite tac-
tical attitude fitting a definite political
situation. Now, in a different political con-
text, we are taking a different stand. Some
people think that the revolutionaries in
Venezuela have turned their backs on elec-
tions forever. That is not so.

What this stormy decade—a decade of
upheaval, conflict, instability and dissatis-
faction—has meant for Venezuela is evi-
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dent from the third successive split in the
ruling Democratic Action Party, occasion-
ed not by a number of youth leaders or a
few middle-echelon functionaries leaving
the Party, but by differences among the
old guard, the men who founded the party
in 1936. The split has had repercussions in
the trade unions and in the peasant move-
ment, thus affecting the party’s mass sup-
port. This can be seen in the fact that the
break-away group constitutes the major-
ity of the Democratic Action Party and is
headed by the Party’s president and vice-
president, and also by the fact that 70 per
cent of the local branches have named Dr.
Prieto Figueroa, their leader, as their pre-
sidential candidate in the coming election,
while denying support to the official no-
minee of the Betancourt wing. What took
place in the Democratic Action Party was
an eruption of contradictions between
Betancourtism, which stands for betrayal
of national ideals and anti-Betancourtism,
representing the masses, misled and de-
ceived for years. To assess the contribu-
tion this popular trend can make to the
fight for genuine change, we have to take
into consideration that in our country the
fight against Betancourtism is one of the
main elements of the fight against U.S. im-
perialism. Furthermore, we should consi-
der the fact that the Democratic Action
Party knew even before the split that it
faced possible defeat in the election, be-
cause votes cast for it dropped from 84 per
cent in 1946 to 32 per cent in 1963, and its
further loss of popularity has been obvious
in recent years. To defeat Betancourtism
in the coming election was one of the aims
set by the above-mentioned meeting of our
Central Committee.

The break-away group of the Democra-
tic Action Party, which has founded a
party of its own, the People’s Election
Movement, and nominated Dr. Prieto
Figueroa as its presidential candidate,
makes it objectively possible to secure a
realignment of political forces more con-
sistent with the traditional ideas of “Left”
and “Right,” that is, the people’s demo-
cratic and revolutionary forces, on the one
hand, and the anti-democratic and reac-
tionary forces, on the other. Until now the
Rights in Venezuela could head off the re-
volutionary movement by acting through
the influential Democratic Action Party.
At present, however, having lost the sup-
port of the people, Betancourt and his
party, having shown their true colors, are
isolated as the leading party in the pres-
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Although the hetero-
geneity of the People’s Election Movement
is giving rise to antagonisms, inconsisten-
cies and an element of demagogy in policy,
the fact remains that it is compelled to
enter the political arena with a distinctly
anti-Betancourt orientation, stimulating a

ent government.

useful and necessary process through
which people are beginning to understand
the true nature of the present government.
All this is an important precondition for a
revolutionary upsurge.

At the same time, it is now clear that
the Rights and U.S. imperialism are stak-
ing on Dr. Caldera, leader of the Social-
Christian Party (COPEI), for the presiden-
cy. So, while opposing the Betancourt
clique, it is also up to us to prevent the
COPEI Party from taking over.

These two trends, whose defeat we seek,
are but two sides of the same coin: they
are the two most reactionary pro-imperial-
ist political forces in the country. The
COPEI Party, essentially conservative,
serves as the main political instrument of
the big bourgeoisie, with a following in
some of the backward, rural areas. In
other words, it should not be compared
with the Christian-Democratic Party of
Chile. Although the “renovation” of the
Church, with all its consequences, has
given rise to various Left trends among
the youth, notably in the student and trade
union movements, taking inspiration from
the advanced Left Catholic ideas, the
Right Social-Christians still retain their
grip on power, They try to preserve their
unity by promising to win the 1968 elec-
tion. However, the crisis in the Party is
deepening. This is borne out by such symp-
toms as the expulsion of student leaders,
participation of dissident Social-Christian
groups in university elections, etc. A new
defeat for Caldera in the coming election
would expedite this crisis and pave the
way to a progressive Left movement among
Social-Christians. This would be a fresh
success for our political line in the coming
election. Besides, it would polarize the po-
litical forces—a Rightist minority, on the
one hand, and the progressive majority, on
the other, with a strong bearing on the
future victory of the revolutionary forces.

In combating the Caldera nomination,
the Prietist movement, whose stand on this
score is clear, would join hands with the
more democratic groups and the revolu-
tionaries, making a convergence of the
whole or part of the non-Social-Christian
opposition quite possible with the purpose
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of terminating the Betancourt policy and
preventing the Right clericals from com-
ing to power. Should this perspective, be-
hind which we have thrown all our weight,
be realized, it could bring into motion the
main forces of the nation and spark a new
upsurge of the mass movement. Once the
prospect of an electoral victory for the
mass movement becomes clearer, it might
activate those elements in the army that

seek to “fill the vacuum of power” caused
by the split in the Democratic Action

Party.
Aware of this and other circumstances
liable to arise in the present process, the

Communist Party of Venezuela is working
to rally the people in the fight for its stra-

tegic aims.
H.R.

Oriented on bourgeois reformism

(a review of the journal Vision)

Vision is one of many U.S.-sponsored peri-
odicals appearing in Latin America. It is
published twice monthly in Mexico by
Alberto Lleras Camargo, ex-president of
Colombia and ex-secretary of the OAS.

Camargo voices the reformism of the big
bourgeoisie which wants a policy that
would be an antidote to the revolution, a
policy that would soften the antagonisms
presently rending the continent. Camar-
'g0’s editorials conform to the line pur-
sued by Bentancourt, Haya de la Torre and
Figueres—the advocates of a policy of
compromise with U.S. imperialism and be-
trayal of the national interest.

These men see Latin America simply as
a subsidiary of the United States and its
monopolies. Their economic studies, con-
sequently, don’t go beyond the bounds of
the International Monetary Fund. They pin
their hopes for economic development
through a Latin-American common market.
Hence their advocacy of a bourgeois agrar-
ian reform, seeking in this way to off-set
the sharp class struggle sweeping the con-
tinent today.

Camargo tries to cover as wide a range
of subjects as possible and thus evade
coming to grips with the crucial issues.

THE REAL FOUNDATION—REPRESSION

The subjects discussed by Vision can be
grouped into two sections. The first deals

with reformism, which includes all the pa-
raphernalia associated with the Alliance
for Progress. The second treats of the
agonizing reflections induced by the viol-
ence and the repressions on the continent:
reflections about the anti-guerrilla war,
the repressions in the universities, the ex-
perience of the Vietnam war, how to use
the instruments of coercion more flexibly,
about how and when Uncle Sam should
use the Big Stick again.

Here we encounter both sides of the
medal: on the one, the hypocrisy of a sham
free-thinker, acting the liberal and, on the
other, the coiled spring of the ruling class,
its finger on the trigger, waiting for the
occasion to open fire on the people.

We are not surprised, therefore, when
we discover that anti-communism is the
underlying theme of all the articles; their
purpose is to show that for Latin America
there is a solution to the problems other
than revolution, that the ruling classes can
resolve these problems painlessly and in a
“civilized” manner.

The credo expounded by Vision is an ex-
tremely simple one. It takes its cue from
the White House to which it is tied by an
umbilical cord of dollars. Thus, on the
question of the latifundia, “agrarian re-
forms” financed by U.S. loans are pro-
posed; on the question of overcoming the
illiteracy on the continent—*“educational
plans” elaborated by U.S. foundations; on
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the question of remedying the disastrous
state to which the continent’s economies
have been reduced by the U.S. monopolies
—economic “planning” which in all in-
stances will further bolster the U.S. econ-
omy. In short, prescriptions designed to
preserve intact the continent’s archaic sta-
tus quo. However, when it comes to the
basic issue, to a confrontation between the
opposing classes, Camargo proposes some-
thing entirely different, what is called the
“new war,” i.e., a counter-revolutionary
preventive war against the peoples.

“TEMPERING” THE CONTRADICTIONS

Vision propagates cooperation between
the dependent countries and the U.S. met-
ropolis. What it has in mind, however, is
not just ordinary “cooperation,” but a
transcendental unity of cultures and des-
tinies to counter the “barbarian trends.” It
seeks to present the American continent
as one whole, free of internal contradic-
tions, as a continent whose historical mis-
sion is to guard against “threats from the
outside.”

And so, the journal skirts the crux of
matter. It reduces everything to the plane
of an ideal civilization, free of antagon-
isms, barring a few contradictions of no
consequence, and where the most impor-
tant thing is the common denominator:
“Western” democracy and “Christian” cul-
ture versus communism.

Having taken this line, Camargo natu-
rally has to ignore the social battles and
maintain that the conflicts on the contin-
ent have been resolved. He writes, for ex-
ample, in his article of April 14, 1967: “The
Latin American does not now find himself
in a situation of failure and frustration,
although when the Alliance for Progress
went into operation it seemed the situa-
tion necessitated and justified the Alliance.
The most conservative sections of Latin
American society who until then refused
to accept radical changes in the status quo,
have been defeated. Nobody can now as-
sert that the hoary coalition of political,
military and clerical power which protec-
ted the property of an aristocratic, arro-
gant class, holds sway in all the countries
of the continent, as was the case until re-
cently.”

Have the contradictions in Latin Ameri-
ca become less sharp? Have the despotic
governments in Venezuela, Colombia, Gua-
temala, and in most of our countries,

which have donned the mask of “progres-
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sive” administrations, ceased to persecute
their peoples? Has the Johnson adminis-
tration not coincided with an aggravation
of social difference? And has not all this
explosive social material a direct bearing
on the efforts being made to create a per-
manent inter-American armed force to be-
head any insurgent social movement?

THE “NEW WAR”

Passing from the ambiguous sphere of
bourgeois reformism to the sphere of the
actual ideology of their class—the ideo-
logy of reprisals—we shall clearly see how
these supporters of the oligarchy visualize
Latin America. There is no longer any
room here for the Alliance for Progress. It
has been replaced by an alliance of armies
spearheaded against the people. Referring
to the increasingly violent class battles on
the continent, Camargo writes in an art-
icle entitled “The New War” (September
15, 1967): “This war cannot be waged, let
alone won, with soldiers conscripted for a
year or a year and a half. It must be
waged by a professional army whose sol-
diers are better trained and better equip-
ped, more efficient and more brutal than
the guerrillas in their zone of operations.
Quite obviously, such a war will be a very
expensive one. The supersonic planes
which can be transported by helicopters
this would start an arms race—are useless
in a real war like this; their purchase will
divert the funds needed for obtaining ultra-
modern and highly mobile equipment
which can be transported by helicopters
and which can help detect the guerrillas
and defeat them.”

The tone of these articles should cau-
tion us against the tendency to under-
estimate the enemy’s strength and consi-
der that we have all the answers, that im-
perialism and its agents are not revising
some of their concepts in keeping with the
times. These articles show a certain de-
gree of perspicacity and a panoramic view
of the process. Referring to the “new
war,” the author asserts: “It is clear that
surprises like this (the Cuban revolution)
will not occur a second time in Latin Ame-
rica, for here we fell into a trap; the Latin-
American governments will resemble, less
and less, the government that collapsed in
Cuba, surrendering victory to Castro.
There will no more be armies such as the
Cuban army of Batista’s time.” (Vision,
September 1, 1967.)

Camargo insists on one thing: on the




need to convert the army from a classical
institution, from an organ safeguarding
frontiers, into an instrument for waging
war inside the Latin-American countries
against the people and by means charac-
teristic of counter-revolutionary wars. The
experience of the Cuban revolution and
the lessons of the war in Vietnam are
strongly influencing the continent’s bour-
geoisie. It is obsessed by one idea—to pre-
clude the slightest possibility of a new
Cuba. It regards social reforms and repres-
sions as two aspects of the policy aimed
at destroying the revolutionary movement.
It sees the role of the army as one of wag-
ing a social war, of being the advance de-
tachment in the growing class battles.

As it escalates its concept of repres-
sions, the big bourgeoisie justifies and
sanctifies as “natural” U.S. intervention in
the event of revolution. Camargo asserts:
“A Latin America, spiritually and material-
ly unarmed in the face of a growing threat
—a threat which recently found embodi-
ment in the Tri-Continental Conference—
such a Latin America will be bound hand
and foot in the event of invasion or sub-
version and the consequent inevitable and
immediate landing of Marines and their
participation in the anti-communist strug-
gle” (Vision, November 25, 1966) .

In this manner they assess any social
protest as an element of the “new war,”
and their “reformism’” becomes a basis for
brutal repressions by the “gorillas.”

THE POVERTY OF THE
ANTI-COMMUNIST ARGUMENTS

The program of this politician who calls
for an anti-Communist crusade reveals a
poverty of argument and lack of cohesion.
All Camargo does is to bring the old anti-
communist legacy of the conservatives up
to date, impart a certain flexibility to it,
without, however, impinging on its irra-
tional substance, on the time-worn argu-
ments which caricature the working class
and its concepts. Like any fascist, he re-
gards the socialist system as “red bar-
barism”; the homeland of Lenin and the
socialist camp generally is simply a “big,
lifeless body,” and Cuba, the star of so-
cialism rising over Latin America, is a
“patrimony where communist terror
reigns.” Camargo’s verbal acrobatics boil
down to downright slander. He treats his
readers with contempt, as ignoramuses.
When it comes to argumentation there is
a complete vacuum in his writings. It

could not be otherwise, for anti-commun-
ism could not last were it to renounce its
irrational and utterly reactionary base.

“IN WAR THE TRUTH DISAPPEARS”

Devoted heart and soul to Washington,
Camargo has to justify at all costs im-
perialist wars and, especially, the war
against Vietnam. He starts out by denying
the possibility of knowing the truth:
“Throughout the centuries,” he writes,
“the first victim of any war, whether
waged by us or against us, has been truth.”
Seeking to obscure the question as to who
is the aggressor, he continues: “There is
much discussion nowadays about who is
the aggressor, and it is absolutely falsely
assumed that where there is a war there
is an aggressor . ..” (Vision, July 7, 1967.)

Justifying war crimes, he attacks those
journalists who expose them. The war in
Vietnam, he writes, has greatly damaged
the image of the United States in the eyes
of other nations; perhaps it is because this
war—since it had to be waged—is being
waged not as a war in which—as in any
action of this kind—many freedoms are
curtailed and limitations imposed on the
discontent usual in peace time. The im-
pression is created, he continues, that this
war has been organized as a big military
game for photographers, cameramen, news-
paper and radio correspondents who exag-
gerate and distort it. “It is true,” he writes,
“they have been able to produce some very
contrasting pictures showing strapping
American soldiers, who look like footbal-
lers from the top league, and armed to the
teeth, dragging corpses of small, barefoot
and practically naked Vietcong guerrillas.
And all this is reproduced on photographs
and films and distributed all over the
world, thanks to the miraculous communi-
cation media of the United States . . .”
(Vision, March 17, 1967). It would be dif-
ficult, indeed, to find another lackey who
so passionately demands silence about the
crimes of his master.

CONTEMPT FOR THE COMMON PEOPLE

As part of its ideological work, every
issue of Vision preaches contempt of the
masses. The author of the editorials writes,
having in mind the youth, but warning at
the same time against all whom he calls
rebels: “Traditionally, the rebels were in
the minority. It was a privileged minority
which enjoyed sympathy . . . But today
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the rebels are legion, and they are seen as
representing a whole generation. They are
found in all countries and in all cities . , .”
He continues: “Today this exceptional,
oligarchic process of the minority (and
until the middle of this century everything
that was beautiful and good belonged to
this minority: riches, literature, art) has
become the possession of the masses, and
explosively contagious.” (Vision, June 10,
1966.)

He shows the working class of Latin
America in a distorted light, depicting it
as a privileged section: “For many years
social security and aid, control on incomes,
protection of the rights of the classes
which economically are in the lower
brackets, have been entirely in the inter-
ests of the urban worker. We have done
much in this respect, in some cases too
much. We have the most advanced legis-
lation which has created a privileged sub-
class among the workers . . .” (Vision,
July 8, 1966.)

Camargo does not, of course, miss the
opportunity to attack the progressive in-
telligentsia: “There are times when politi-
cal differences and the cold war send up
the temperature several degrees and at
such times there invariably appears the
fauna represented by the intelligentsia who
present a sorry spectacle of opportun-
ism . . . Nearly always the attempt is
made to play up to the Communist Party,
since it is no longer fashionable—and this
is true—to speak for free enterprise and
the capitalist system . ..” (Vision, June 9,
1967.)

Who, in the eyes of Senor Camargo—
ever ready to abuse workers, students and
progressive intelligentsia — possesses the
positive qualities? American imperialism,
of course. In his opinion the United States
is to the world what it has always been:
“a useful . . . nation, a nation whose con-
cept of its role has led it to over-exag-
gerate its commitments and its power.”
(Vision, May 27, 1966.)

Camargo examines problems from a
standpoint where the social processes lose
their logic. In other words, if the logic of
the privileged minority is to be main-
tained, the question of responsibility must
be evaded and events put on a plane where
cause and effect are unknown. He discus-
ses the strike movement of the teachers
for higher salaries. “In Chile the teachers
declared a strike, demanding a salary in-
crease. In Colombia a group of some 80
village and urban teahcers held a protest
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march when their salaries were delayed.
The drop in the purchasing power of the
peso or escudo forces the state to pay more
for the same or worse services and values.
To avoid inflation the authorities refuse
to increase teachers’ salaries. So you have
strikes, hunger marches, disorders. And
the upshot is that nobody is right.” (Vision,
November 11, 1966.)

The impression created is that the capi-
talist class regards the economic forces as
something beyond control and not subor-
dinate to any law, that for it there are no
class interests setting social processes in
motion, that social conflicts spring from
Pandora’s box, and “the upshot is that no-
body is right.” As Camargo sees it, the
process develops magically in the mys-
terious categories called “banknote sur-
pluses,” “inflation,” ‘“crisis,” ‘“price in-
creases,” “lower purchasing power.” This
incoherence reveals, on the one hand, the
bourgeoisie’s inability to plan the econo-
my, that is, to run modern society. On the
other, it reveals its intention not passively
to renounce its administration of the state.
Which is why it deliberately obscures the
question of responsibility for the growing
social conflicts.

WHAT ARE THE RESULTS OF THE
POLICY ADVOCATED BY “VISION”?

The formulas proposed by the Alliance
for Progress have been tested in practice.
And what are the actual results?

This policy, based on U.S. loans and
which places the destiny of independent
economic development in the hands of the
U.S. monopolies, has been a fiasco. As
much is admitted even by its advocates, in
this case by Camargo in his articles. They
reveal certain contradictions and reserva-
tions in connection with the International
Monetary Fund’s terms on which it grants
loans.

Criticizing the Fund’s approach, Camar-
go wrote on December 23, 1966: “The black
banner of devaluation now joins that of
the Fund’s.” With life shattering his uto-
pia he admits, in the issue of November
11, 1966: “Nowhere have our efforts been
crowned with success. While still meeting
their commitments to other countries and
to themselves (reference is to the Alliance
for Progress), the Latin-American states
find themselves faced with a chronic
budget deficit which inevitably brings them
into collision with the rigid policy of the
Monetary Fund.”




Needless to say, these plans had no
chance of success from the very outset for
they were made dependent on imperialism,
which by its very nature is the enemy of
independent development. Thus, on the
question of agrarian reform, Camargo
wrote on August 5, 1966: ‘“Unfortunately,
the best known agrarian reform since
Roman times consists in distributing the
land, but the distribution reduces, without
exception, productivity.” Consequently, he
concludes, what is needed is a technical
agrarian reform. This is exactly what the
Italians are trying to do, he goes on to
say. And their main concern at the mo-
ment is not division of the latifundia, but
raising productivity and reducing cost
price. Camargo does not, however, indi-
cate how this can be accomplished with-
out prejudicing the interests of the lati-
fundists. Instead, he proposes his own uto-
pia, an agrarian reform which leaves the
class of landowners intact.

All this exposes the Latin-American
bourgeoisie’s inability to reconcile itself
with the need to go forward along the road
of progress and social development, so
imperative for the continent. The fig leaf
of reformism conceals the historical doom

of classes whose attitude is in antagonis-
tic contradiction to the progressive trends
in our society, trends which call for a re-
alistic policy and not the reactionary de-
magogy of bourgeois reformism.

The articles in Vision are of interest to
the extent that they reflect the substance
of the policy of the Latin-American bour-
geoisie which is desperately trying to find
solutions that will defeat or stave off re-
volutionary explosion. The kid glove of
the so-called progressive plans conceals
the iron hand of reprisals waiting to strike
at the suitable moment.

By virtue of the very laws of history
these plans cannot solve Latin-America’s
structural problems. Although they delay,
in some cases, the awakening of the peo-
ple, they are powerless to avert the class
battles sweeping the continent. The wish-
ful thinking of experts in rhetoric of the
Camargo type remains wishful thinking.
As for the peoples, they see it as their
task to organize and advance along the
path of the anti-imperialist, anti-feudal re-
volution which will break the backbone of
backwardness and open the doors to so-

cialist development.
Manuel CEPEDA
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ALV I o the communist and workers parkies

The Israeli Communist Party

in the fight against aggression

and for peace

MEIR VILNER

L

The war the Israeli government unleashed
against its Arab neighbors on June 5, 1967
did not come as a surprise to our Commu-
nist Party. The Israeli rulers had long been
preparing this war, militarily and political-
ly. And they were not working single-
handed. They needed, and they got, money,
arms and political support from the im-
perialist powers. The main role in the pre-
paration of this “six-day war” fell to the
United States and an ‘“honorable part”
was played by West Germany and Britain.
Without the U.S. the Israeli government
would never have dared to flout world
public opinion and start the war or to con-
tinue to occupy parts of the UAR, Jordan
and Svria and annex the eastern part of
Jerusalem.

That does not mean that the Arab states
made no mistakes, and that manifestations
of anti-Israeli chauvinism in the Arab na-
tional movement and terrorist acts on Is-
raeli territory did not facilitate preparation
of imperialist aggression with the help of
Israel. The Israeli-Arab conflict was the
pretext, but the main cause of this aggres-
sive war should be sought in the antagon-
ism between the imperialist powers and
the anti-imperialist Middle East national-
liberation movement, and primarily in the
relations between U.S., West German and
British imperialism on the one hand, and
the anti-imperialist Arab countries, the
UAR and Syria, on the other.

Relations between the imperialist powers
and the overwhelming majority of Arab

70 World Marxist Review

nations deteriorated sharply in recent
years. Most Arab countries broke off diplo-
matic relations with West Germany and
Britain. Relations with the United States
are more strained too. The Arab struggle
against British rule in Aden and in the
Arabian Peninsula reached its climax. Anti-
imperialist Arab governments are demand-
ing revision of oil agreements favoring oil-
producing and oil pipe-line countries. The
Western monopolies were alarmed by the
Syrian anti-imperialist revolution of Febru-
ary 1966, when the Baath Left-wing came
to power. After several unsuccessful at-
tempts to overthrow the Syrian regime by
reactionary coups, the imperialists used the
compliant Israeli government to increase
their military pressure on Syria.

The big Israeli air attack on Syria on
April 7, 1967, when Israeli bombers appear-
ed over Damascus, signalized a turning
point in the strategy of the Israeli rulers,
who clear every important step they
take with the U.S. After the raid, when it
became clear that there was no chance of
a successful coup, the plan was for foreign
intervention. When the UAR announced it
would stand by Syria, tactics were chang-
ed, but not strategy. Instead of trying to
oust the anti-imperialist governments one
by one, first in Syria and then in the UAR,
it was decided to deliver a simultaneous
blow against both countries. The Israeli
threat of war aroused a wave of solidarity
throughout the Arab world and influenced
the attitude of the Jordanian and other

governments.
Essentially, the June war was a conflict




of imperialist and anti-imperialist interests.
It is therefore no accident that U.S. im-
perialism openly supported Israel in its
attack on the Arab countries and continues
to give full support to the aggression, pre-
venting a peaceful settlement of the con-
flict. Nor was it any accident that the
socialist camp, the international communist
movement, the international peace move-
ment, the World Trade Union, Women’s
and Youth Federations, and the indepen-
dent Afro-Asian countries all trenchantly
condemned the Israeli aggression.

It can be said that, in the final analysis,
this is a class struggle, part of the general
struggle between the forces of peace, na-
tional independence and social progress
and the forces of war, imperialism and so-
cial reaction. It is not a matter of the sub-
jective aims and designs of the parties in-
volved. What matters is the objective na-
ture of the struggle — what class and poli-
tical forces benefit from it. The Middle East
conflict is a segment of the global struggle
between imperialism and anti-imperialism,
between the forces of war and peace. It is
being waged from Vietnam in the Far East
to Germany in Western Europe; through
Greece and Cyprus it has been extended
to the Middle East.

IL

The Israeli Communist Party vigorously
opposed the war from the very outset and
called for a cease-fire and withdrawal to
the positions held prior to June 5, 1967. In
doing so, our Party continued its inter-
nationalist and patriotic tradition of 1956,
when it came out against the triple aggres-
sion of Britain, France and Israel against
Egypt following nationalization of the Suez
Canal. Having reviewed the experience of
the war, our Central Committee highly
commended the activity of Party members
and sympathizers who stood a much more
severe test in much more complex and dif-
ficult conditions than in 1956. Far from
weakening our Party, the 1967 war has
steeled it. Arrests, restrictions, exile, per-
secution and terror did not daunt our com-
rades and other progressives. There is
closer unity and a stronger resolve to op-
pose aggression and work for peace.

The internationalist Jewish-Arab unity of
our Party passed the test with honor, and
in these trying months has become stron-
ger. It is now clear that the division of
forces in Israel and the Middle East is not
between Jews and Arabs, but between sup-

porters of peace and supporters of war, op-
ponents of imperialist plans and abettors of
imperialism, champions of national inde-
pendence and traitors to the people’s inter-
ests.

Our Party was in an especially difficult
position — it had to go against the “na-
tional unity” of all the Knesset parties
which came out in full support of the war,
chauvinism and alliance with the imperial-
ist powers. Representatives of the extreme
Right were brought into the government a
few days before the war: the Rafi party of
Ben-Gurion and Dayan, and the pro-fascist
Herut party of Begin. This is the first time
since the proclamation of the State of
Israel that this party is represented in the
government, and from the very outset its
paper, Hayom, called for a ban on the
Communist Party. For the first time in Is-
rael’s history the Communists were the
only opposition party in the Knesset.

On June 5, 1967, all the Knesset parties
(117 deputies) voted for loans and taxes to
finance the war; only three Communist
deputies voted against.

It is clear that refusal to evacuate the
occupied areas means that the Israeli gov-
ermnment wants to annex them. Similarly, it
is clear that an Israeli withdrawal from the
occupied parts of Jordan, the UAR, and
Syria, could open new vistas in Israeli-
Arab relations. Most Arab countries are
prepared to accept the Security Council
resolution as a basis for settlement. But
there must be an Israeli withdrawal and
guarantees of the independence and secur-
ity of all the countries in the area without
exception.

Supported by the United States, the Is-
raeli government has adamantly refused
to adopt a realistic policy and is intensify-
ing its oppression in the occupied terri-
tories, employing collective punishment
against the population and beginning to
settle Israelis in some areas. This myopic
policy, based on sheer adventurism, is
meeting with opposition even from mem-
bers of the government parties, who fear
that this hard line could land Israel in
another war.

1L

Our Party was completely isolated at the
beginning of the war. Now many in Israel
are having second thoughts. The workers
and other sections of the people, youth, in-
tellectuals, the middle strata, are coming
to realize that they were misled.
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The official justification for unleashing
the war was that the Arab governments
were planning to attack Israel and the lat-
ter had no choice but to start a “defensive
war,” in other words, a preventive war. It
is now clear that the Arab countries were
not planning to attack Israel. Even Prime
Minister Eshkol repudiated, albeit unwit-
tingly, the official propaganda line in an
interview with the Yediot Aharanot of
October 18, 1967. He ouoted a statement
he made in May to the effect that the de-
ployment of Egyptian forces in the Sinai
Peninsula and the general pattern of mili-
tary movement suggested that the Egyp-
tians were taking up defensive positions
south of Israel.

And so, even according to the Prime Min-
ister, the deployment of Egyptian forces
in the Sinai was for defense. Eshkol’s
statement infuriated some Israeli quarters
and newspapers and they sharply criticized
the Prime Minister for his indiscretion, for
his statement repudiated all government
propaganda on the eve of and during the
war and complicated things for Israeli
diplomats abroad.

The Israeli press reported — and Eshkol
admitted this too — that ex-Prime Minis-
ter David Ben-Gurion had opposed the war.
Ben-Gurion is an extreme militarist and his
argument was that the war ought to be
postponed, even for a year in anticipation
that one of the Western powers would join
Israel (as was the case in 1956) and not
merely give it back-stage support. Ben-
Gurion feared that since France had turned
her back on Israel, the United States, too,
might go back on its obligations. He also
feared the Soviet Union. Ben-Gurion’s atti-
tude is further proof that even the Israeli
leaders did not believe in an “Arab threat.”

These and other facts have helped the
public to get a more correct picture of the
events and to reassess the situation.

The government claimed that the war
would bring Israel security and tranquillity.
It has brought neither; actually it has fur-
ther undermined Israel’s security.

The government claimed that its sole
purpose was to defend the country. Now
everyone can see that the war was the re-
sult of collusion between Eshkol and John-
son, Eban and Rusk, and that the purpose
was to overthrow the anti-imperialist gov-
ernments of Syria and the UAR, force both
to break off relations with the Soviet Union
and other socialist countries, and streng-
then and extend the position of U.S., Bri-
tish and also West German imperialism in
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our area. No wonder the Israeli “Blitzkrieg”
won such admiration from top representa-
tives of the Kiesinger-Strauss government.
And it is to the eternal shame of Israel
that a high-ranking Bundeswehr mission
visited the country to study Israeli know-
how. Of course, the Eshkol government
was acting not only in the interests of U.S.
imperialism; it had its own aim: territorial
expansion, and was determined to impose
“peace terms” on the Arab states.

Had the Israeli government really want-
ed peace it would have taken a serious atti-
tude to the Security Council resolution of
November 22, 1967, would have welcomed
Arab readiness to terminate the state of
belligerence and recognize Israel’s right to
existence and security; it would have
brought the Israeli army back to the armis-
tice line, resumed cooperation with the
UAR, Syria and Jordan in the mixed armis-
tice commissions, recognized the right of
the 1948 Arab refugees to return to their
homeland and would not have deprived
another 350,000 Arabs of their homes to
face a hard winter.

Eshkol’s uncompromising and adventur-
ist policy is making things increasingly
difficult for Israel and its people. The war
has increased to menacing dimensions Is-
rael’'s economic, military and political de-
pendence on the US. And it is by no
means accidental that, even before the war
was over, Finance Minister Sapir visited
the United States to adjust wartime finan-
cial arrangements. Nor is it a mere acci-
dent that Premier Eshkol made a trip to the
U.S. early this year. What did he discuss
with President Johnson?

1. More supplies of U.S. Skyhawk and
Phantom planes for Israel.

2. Co-ordinating policy, in the UN and
elsewhere, over the Middle East crisis.

3. More active Israeli support for the
U.S. aggression in Vietnam in exchange for
American support of Israel’s occupation of
Arab territory.

4. Additional financial assistance to Is-
rael for the achievement of “joint aims”
with the U.S. imperialists in other parts of
the world.

The Johnson-Eshkol talks bode no good
for Middle East peace. Of course, the talks
were secret, but some of the known facts
show their general substance and purpose.

During Eshkol’s visit the American
press carried statements to the effect that
“Israel’s victory is a victory for the West
as a whole.” That was the tone of a full-
page statement in the New York Times of




January 5, signed by more than 100 rabbis.
Newsweek wrote early in January that the
Israeli Premier told President Johnson “a
strong Israel presents the U.S. with its only
hope of preventing a further increasing
Soviet weight in the Middle East.”

The communique issued after the talks
said the President agreed “to give Israel’s
military and defense capability a perma-
nent and sympathetic consideration.” Esh-
kol, the communique stated, noted “streng-
thening of collaboration and the common
efforts” with the aim of “curbing aggres-
sion against the free world anywhere”—
this can only mean a pledge to support
U.S. policy on Vietnam. Eshkol was even
more outspoken in a public speech: “We
know how much the United States, under
your leadership, Mr. President, has done
for peace and justice throughout the
world.”

Wﬁ

The results of this “mutual dedication”
are spelled out in the following facts:

1. The 1968/69 Israeli budget envisages
a sharp rise in military spending which, to-
gether with “special reserves” and ‘“spe-
cial expenditure,” will account for 36.5 per
cent of the total (2,500 million out of 5,900
million Israeli pounds), compared with 26.3
per cent in 1967/68. Military expenditure
will take up 22.5 per cent of the estimated
1968 national income, a record figure.

Devaluation of Israeli currency in 1967
was necessitated more by military spend-
ing than by devaluation of the British
pound.

The result has been a decline in real and
even nominal wages and higher prices.

The military budget is being upped more
than 20 per cent, and the police budget 15
per cent, allocations for education are
being cut 24 per cent and on public health
and social welfare 25 per cent.

2. The conscription term for men has
been raised from 2.5 to three years, and
the term for women remains two years.

3. Land has been confiscated in East
Jerusalem for settlment by Israelis, and
similar measures have been taken in other
areas in preparation for their annexation.

4. Harsher persecution of the Commun-
ist Party. Restrictions on movement were
prolonged to the end of 1968. They apply
to active members of the Party, including
Political Bureau and Secretariat members,
who are not allowed to leave their city or
village without the permission of the mili-
tary governor, and more such restrictions

are being imposed, many on women, Arab
and Jewish. Another form of persecution is
the obligation to report to the police twice
a day.

5. Intensified oppression of the Arab
population in the occupied territories.
Harsher measures are being taken against
leaders and activists of the Jordanian Com-
munist Party in these territories. Jordanian
public leaders, democrats and Communists
are being deported.

Some Israeli papers are hinting at a new
“preventive” war to destroy Arab military
strength before it is rebuilt. The Haaretz,
which often speaks for Defense Minister
Dayan, came out on December 31 with this
significant headline: “Israeli Circles Anti-
cipate New Round Against Arabs in Near
Future.” And just as on the eve of the war,
some Israeli papers are deliberately dis-
torting the facts to condition the public
to a “new defensive war” allegedly “in
view of Arab aggression.”

That being the situation, we should not
underestimate the damage caused by those
Arab circles which continue to speak of a
military solution as the only possible one.

V.

In combating aggression and working for
peace and the security of Israel, our Com-
munist Party is fulfilling its internationalist
duty of promoting peace and progress in
the Middle East and throughout the world.
Our internationalism and patriotism are
inseparable. The government’s policy is
not only anti-Arab, anti-communist and
pro-imperialist. It is also anti-national, for
it holds a clear menace to the people of
Israel and their future. Considering the
situation in the Middle East and the world,
this policy stands absolutely no chance of
success.

The program of our Party is peace and
defense of lawful rights of all the nations
of our area. This has enabled the Party to
find a common language with the Com-
munists and other anti-imperialists in the
Arab world. It has shown our working
people and all men of good will that there
is a peaceful way out of the war and the
bloodshed, a solution that would be in the
interests of all the nations concerned.

The fact that fraternal Communist Par-
ties in both socialist and capitalist coun-
tries have expressed their solidarity with
our policy and struggle, and that we have
substantially extended our international
contacts, brings inspiration and encourage-
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ment not only to Party members and sym-
pathizers, but to every Israeli who is com-
ing to realize that the Communist Party
can act as a bridge to the Arab peoples
and to the forces of peace and socialism
throughout the world.

Ours is a policy of national salvation; it
indicates the only way of solving the diffi-
cult problems confronting the Israeli
people. Our Party is working for a united
front that will bring together all peace-
loving Israelis who, irrespective of poli-
tical views, insist on evacuation of the oc-
cupied territories and on a peaceful settle-
ment on the following basis:

1. Withdrawal of Israeli forces from all
occupied parts of the United Arab Repub-
lic, Jordan and Syria as a necessary step
towards a peaceful and just settlement
based on mutual respect of rights, includ-
ing Israel’s right to exist.

2. Recognition of the national rights of
the Palestinian Arabs, and primarily the
rights of the Arab refugees, in accordance
with the UN resolution.

The efforts for a policy independent of
imperialism are closely associated with
struggle for a change in Israel’s attitude
towards the Arab national-liberation move-
ment.

The Israeli Communist Party highly ap-
preciates the Soviet Union’s Middle East
policy, which aims at safeguarding the
peace, independence and security of all na-
tions.

We do not for a moment doubt that the
present difficulties, no matter how for-
midable, are temporary ones. The anti-
imperialist cause, the struggle for peace,
national independence and social progress,
are bound to triumph in the end.

Communists and the development
of the Left forces in Denmark

IB NORLUND

In Denmark as in other West-European
countries there has for some time been a
noticeable change in public opinion, usual-
ly described as a turn to the “left.”” That
rather nebulous term is used to denote
the growth of more or less articulate anti-
monopoly and anti-imperialist sentiment
within and beyond the labor movement, and
the emergence of broader democratic de-
mands. Another feature is heightened mass
activity in movements that cut across party
lines, demonstrations and similar actions.
The government feels, and has to react to,
the pressure of this “leftward shift.”
Long years of development and struggle
have given the Danish workers democratic
rights and a relatively high standard of
living. Some maintain that this is a mani-
festation of “Scandinavian socialism.”” That,
however, is not the case, inasmuch as mon-
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opoly capital, though forced to make certain
concessions, has strengthened its power
and intensified exploitation of the workers.
And in the fight for their rights and better
conditions the workers are constantly con-
fronted with new problems both in the
internal and foreign policy spheres. Follow-
ing a long-standing Danish tradition, these
developments have been labelled a “turn
to the left.”

Although the turn finds diverse expre-
sions, the totality is indicative of a strong
desire to explore new paths. The process
has resulted in the emergence of new trends
and parties which maintain that it would
be comparatively easy to implement a Left
or even socialist policy once we discard
the “prejudice” that this necessarily entails
class struggle at home and abroad. This,
in fact, has been the premise for attempts




to set up new groups in opposition to the
Communists and obstruct joint action with
them.

For a time these notions had fairly wide
currency, and this was not unconnected
with the high rate of economic activity.
But there was no change in the main direc-
tion of Danish policy and the proponents
of these theories had to admit that imple-
menting a Left policy is easier said than
done. More, vagueness and the absence of
a clear perspective, plus refusal to cooper-
ate with other Left forces, culminated in
the failure of the movement, which the
Right forces were quick to exploit.

All this creates a new basis for discus-
sion of what path the Left should follow.
The disillusionment caused by the unjusti-
fied hopes has led some to passivity and
others to what might be described as ‘“ver-
bal extremism”; in both cases the conse-
quences are the same. But there is also a
strong urge among all groups to draw the
inescapable lessons and find a more solid
and realistic foundation for a viable Left
movement in Danish politics.

This presupposes a change of attitude
towards the Communists. Their contribu-
tion to the discussion on paths for the Left,
based on their Marxist-Leninist understand-
ing of the laws of social development, has
been fully confirmed by events.

The following is a detailed examination
of the background and course of this dis-
cussion.

1. LEFTWARD SHIFT AND SOCIAL-
DEMOCRAT GOVERNMENT POLICY

The leftward shift in public thinking was
prompted by developments at home and
abroad. The following are its main expres-
sions: new attitude towards U.S. imperial-
ism, notably condemnation of its aggres-
sion in Vietnam; growing distrust of NATO,
even opposition to it, and disagreement
with increased military expenditure neces-
sitated by NATO membership; unanimous
condemnation of the rise of neo-Nazism
in West Germany and, in this connection,
mounting distrust of Denmark’s alliance
with revived German imperialism; height-
ened interest in broader cooperation and
other ties with the socialist countries; the
widespread view that Denmark ought to
recognize the Oder-Neisse line and the
GDR, and lastly, more frequent appeals
for neutrality, a European security confer-
ence, etc.

On the home front, the leftward shift
can be seen in the more vigorous demands

for broader democracy; workers’ share in
management, control of the monopolies,
public influence on economic policies. There
have been demands for public supervision
of the judiciary, administration and politi-
cal affairs generally, recognition of the
right to work, and housing as the natural
inherent right of the citizen, democratic
tax and educational policies, etc.

However, though these demands enjoyed
increasing support, they did not in most
cases lead to any appreciable changes, and
whatever changes there were, were not all
for the better.

Of course, the govrmment has had to
dissociate itself from the U.S. bombing in
Vietnam, the military coup in Greece, urge
better relations with the socialist countries
and NATO’s conversion into a “detente
instrument.” But at the same time Denmark
was being more securely tied to NATO and
the joint Denmark-Bonn military command
with all their far-reaching armament plans.
Military expenditure has risen sharply.
Submission to NATO on all military mat-
ters continues. Denmark would have long
since forfeited its economic independence
in favor of supranational Common Market
agencies, had not de Gaulle vetoed British
membership in the Common Market. This
has influenced the Danish position.

The boom made for higher consumption,
higher wages, minimum unemployment and
more expenditure on some of the social
services. But the deteriorating economic
position brought stagnation, in some cases
even recession. The most painfully felt
result, perhaps, is the growth of unemploy-
ment. Despite higher living standards, the
share of big capital, both in the national
income and in the national wealth, has
increased perceptibly, and there is no con-
trol over the monopolies. Land speculation
has reached fantastic dimensions. There
has been no nationalization whatever. The
National Bank (which is not government-
owned) decides important financial ques-
tions at its own discretion. Employers are
still free to “allocate and supervise” work
in their factories.

In this period the leftward shift found
expression in elections, with parties advo-
cating social progress and peace increasing
their vote. The Social Democrats were in
office, but even the traditional conservative
parties found it necessary to react to pub-
lic opinion and tried to present a progres-
sive image. Of course, the tone changed
after the elections. All important policy
decisions were based on a “compromise”
between the Social Democrats, the Center
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and right-wing bourgeois parties. There
was such a “compromise” on the defense
issue in 1960, as a result of which Denmark
accepted the new NATO armed forces stan-
dards. Another compromise, in 1963, this
time on taxes, shifted the burden to indi-
rect taxes, which came as a telling blow
to low-income families. Still another com-
promise, on housing, (1966) abolished earli-
er democratic legislation and sent rents
soaring. These “compromises” are so bind-
ing on the parties concerned that insistent
voter pressure has had no effect at all.

The result, as was only to be expected,
was to widen the rift between the left-
minded masses and the policies of the
parties. And, as was only to be expected,
there was no dearth of demagogy in an
attempt to paper over the differences. At
any rate, the parties were for a time able
to keep the electorate in tow.

On balance, the celebrated Scandinavian
socialism did not produce any social chan-
ges, nor did it alter the political alignment
in a way that would diminish the power of
the monopolies and strengthen the position
of the working people.

II. RISE OF THE SOCIALIST
PEOPLE’S PARTY

Throughout this period the Communist
Party endeavored to provide perspective
and direction to these efforts for a new,
democratic policy. It issued several policy
statements, “The Road of the Danish Peo-
ple” (1952), later concretized in the “Pro-
gram of Democratic Renewal” (1960), and
in another document, ‘“New Paths for Den-
mark” (1965). The Party also worked to
unite the working-class and democratic-
minded forces for a vigorous campaign to
reorientate Danish policy. These efforts
were especially successful during the big
strike wave of 1956 and in the protest
movement against undemocratically impos-
ed collective bargaining agreements. That
we were unable to follow up this success
was primarily due to the split in the Com-
munist Party, sparked off by certain events
outside Denmark.

In 1959 the split led to the formation of
the so-called Socialist People’s Party (SPP).
This Party maintained that it subscribed
to a “revitalized Marxism” which would
enable it to achieve a *“Social-Democrat
swing to the Left.” The SPP’s “revitaliza-
tion” of Marxism was directed primarily
against working-class internationalism. It
denied that there was any socialism in the
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socialist countries, and the denial was ac-
companied by attacks on the socialist

states. In tense situations these attacks
fully followed the ritualistic anti-commu-
nist propaganda line. The SPP has also
sought to “reappraise” the concept of the
historic role of the working class as the
leading force of social renewal. According-
ly, modern capitalism is depicted as a
society spontaneously moving ‘‘towards
socialism.” The SPP program, adopted in
1963, does not mention the class struggle,
nor is it implicit in its discussion of nation-
al and international issues.

Standing to the “left” of the Social-De-
mocratic Party, the SPP was able to win
over part of the latter’s supporters. On
many current issues it adopted demands
and policies first formulated by the Com-
munists, but adamantly rejected united
action on the basis of these demands. It
concentrated entirely on parliamentary de-
bate and parliamentary alliances.

For several years this tactic produced
results in parliament and at the polls. It
won 11 seats in the 1960 Folketing elec-
tions, 10 in 1964, and 20 in 1966: as an
opposition party it appealed to part of the
left-minded voters. But cashing in on the
leftward swing was one thing, projecting
a Left policy in national affairs was quite
another.

The Communists warned that the policy
of the SPP leaders would but retard the
turn to the left, set it on a futile course,
and this might play into the hands of those
working for a swing to the Right. But
guided solely by election results, they ig-
nored this warning. For several years the
opinion dominated in certain quarters that
by renouncing the fundamentals of Marx-
ism, the SPP had paved the way to simple
and convenient ‘“socialist development.”
The march of events is steadily dispelling
that illusion.

IIIl. COLLAPSE OF THE “LABOR
MAJORITY”

The SPP victory in the 1966 elections
gave it, together with the Social Democrats
who lost some seats, a majority in the
Folketing—for the first time Denmark had
a “labor majority.” This was a reflection
of the Left swing. There were fond hopes,
particularly among the workers, that now,
with the introduction of reforms no longer
dependent on support of the capitalist
parties, the country would launch out on
a new policy. The Communist slogan was




“Make use of the majority” and our Party
formulated concrete proposals for an active
democratic policy. But it also gave this
warning: “Whether the hopes come true,
or all the election pledges are forgotten,
now depends on activity in the factories
and in the trade unions.”

The SPP leadership took a different view.
Carried away by its election victory, it
declared that there would be ‘“a change of
system” in Denmark, a “breakthrough in
economic democracy,” the new parliamen-
tary majority would put things right. The
SPP leaders began by negotiating with the
Social Democrats on ministerial portfolios.

This roused vigorous protest from the
rank and file, for the SPP election campaign
had been spearheaded against certain un-
democratic measures of the Social-Demo-
crat government. There were endless depu-
tations to party headquarters and numerous
protest telegrams, and in the end the idea
had to be abandoned, and the two parties
concluded an agreement on cooperation in
parliament.

When published, this agreement caused
surprise, for all it called for were a few
paltry reforms. In fact, the Social Demo-
crats could say that it envisaged continua-
tion of their policy. What struck everyone
was that on issues on which the SPP was
able to win votes from the Social Demo-
crats — NATO, military policy, housing —
there was not even a hint of a change of
policy. Before the elections the Social De-
mocrats had agreed with the capitalist
parties on a steep rent rise which triggered
off a new round of land speculation. The
indignation aroused by this gave the SPP
a large number of votes, on the strength
of its promise to demand repeal of the
“housing compromise.” After the election,
in the negotiations with the Social Demo-
crats, this demand was shelved. The SPP
did not even try to appeal for public pres-
sure on the Social Democrats. All the SPP
leaders tried to achieve was the right to
abstain or vote against the new housing
legislation.

All this notwithstanding, the SPP leaders
still insisted that there would be “a change
of system” and “a breakthrough in econ-
omic democracy.” They said they had “put
down an iron curtain to prevent revival
of a capitalist majority,” that “the socialist
perspective” was ‘“not reforms carried out
overnight, but a process, at first slow and
then gaining momentum, encompassing a
series of reforms, each complementing the
other, and thanks to the trust this would

inspire in the labor movement, the new
majority would be stabilized and at the
next election would ask the people for a
mandate to introduce even more far-reach-
ing changes.”

Things did not work out that way.
Though there was much talk of “socialist
aims” and “new paths”, the “labor major-
ity” did nothing to strengthen the position
of the workers or restrict monopoly power.

This became obvious a few months after
the new parliamentary majority was form-
ed, when the collective bargaining con-
tracts came up for renewal. The workers
expected that this time they would have
the support of the government. They were
cruelly disillusioned: using legal techni-
calities, the employers reduced the cost-of-
living bonus earlier agreed upon to offset
rising prices.

The much-advertised tax reform resulted
in more indirect taxes: a 10 per cent sur-
charge on essential consumer goods. When
the surcharge was first proposed by the
capitalist parties the SPP vigorously oppos-
ed it and made it a major election issue.
The government tried to “guild the pill”
by introducing certain changes in direct
taxation, but this did not allay the resent-
ment. In fact, the capitalist parties thought
it prudent to vote against the surcharge
which they had themselves proposed. Con-
sequently, it was left to the “labor major-
ity”” to put through this unpopular piece
of legislation and bear full responsibility
for the resultant price rises, contraction
of the home market and the growth of
unemployment, the first in many years.

It was hoped that the new government
would cut back military expenditure, but
it continued at the same level, in confor-
mity with NATO’s demands. The SPP,
which earlier had votd against the budget
because it provided for excessive military
spending, now backed the government. The
SPP chairman, Aksel Larsen, said he would
have no compunction in joining a pro-
NATO government.

These and other developments produced
a deep feeling of disappointment and re-
sentment in the labor movement. Confi-
dence in the “labor majority” faded and
there was little belief in its promises of
“renewal,” which had figured so prominent-
ly in SPP statements. No longer was there
any talk of a “chain of reforms” to under-
mine monopoly power and transform pop-
ular activity into a force capable of
refashioning the social structure. This had
its repercussions within the SPP. The lead-
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ership used political pressure to get the
rank and file to accept Social-Democratic
policy. At the emergency party congress
in June 1967 Larsen and the other Rights
were in the minority. The Left obtained
27 of the 32 seats on the Executive. For all
that, however, the congress ended in a com-
promise: it ‘“approved the cooperation
begun with the Social Democrats,” and the
Right interpreted this as approval of its
“labor majority” policy. The Left did not
put up their own candidate for the party
chairmanship.

Immediately after the congress the right
wing started an acrimonious factional
struggle and for months kept up a steady
flow of statements calculated to discredit
the Left. Larsen even told a television audi-
ence that behind the Left in his party were
“certain foreign circles.”

Meanwhile unemployment continued to
swell. Despite protests from the workers,
the monopolies closed factories with the
tacit approval of the government. The only
thing the SPP chairman could tell the
workers was that they had “set their sights
too high and advanced demands far in
excess of available resources.” When
Britain devalued the pound last November,
the government took “vigorous measures,”
this time, too, directed against the work-
ers. With the approval of the SPP it deval-
ued the crown, though there was absolutely
no need to do so. It also recommended
changing collective-bargaining agreements
to take away more of the cost-of-living
bonus.

Support of all these moves by the SPP
right wing was all the more significant
since it had all along maintained that full
employment was “an essential starting
point in the battle for socialism.” And the
only measure capable of assuring full em-
ployment, one SPP leader argued, was
“intervention that would reach down to
the very foundations of capitalism.” He
would have a hard time, indeed, proving
that transferring some of the cost-of-living
bonus from the worker to the capitalist
was intervention of this kind.

The SPP Left, which for some time had
been following a wait-and-see policy, came
out against this move, realizing that the
“labor majority” and the SPP were veering
to the right. Six of the 20 SPP MP’s joined
the Left, thereby depriving the government
of its majority. The Lefts started negotia-
tions with the Social Democrats, but their
indecision and inconsistency created the
danger that they would finally yield to
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pressure from the party leadership. How-
ever, at the last moment they voted against
the government, which had to resign. The
new elections brought the capitalist parties
to power. That was the end of the “labor
majority.”

Differences within the SPP came to a
head during the government crisis. At the
special congress called at the insistence
of the Rights the party was sharply divid-
ed. In a full change-over to Social-Demo-
crat positions, the Right, led by Larsen,
issued a policy statement which said:

“Socialism is the future, a future that
has already begun.

“Socialist society is being born within
capitalist society. Democracy is gaining
strength in the economy. A labor majority
can give this trend a socialist orientation. . .

“Socialism will not come overnight. But
come it will. Gradually, but inevitably...”

A leading Social Democrat member of
parliament had every reason to remark:
“It took the Social Democrats several gen-
erations to travel the road to political
degradation; for the SPP it was merely
a matter of months.”

The Right had a slight majority at the
SPP congress, which met the day after the
government’s defeat. The Left withdrew to
form the Left Socialist Party. One of the
reasons for the secession was leadership
opposition to re-election of the six Left
MPs.

Now there are four Left parties, which
does not make matters any less compli-
cated.

IV. COMMUNIST POSITION VIS-A-VIS
THE LABOR MAJORITY

Throughout the 14 months of the “labor
majority’s” bungled policies culminating in
its loss of power, the Communist Party
made numerous proposals which were fully
vindicated by developments. This is one
more proof that a Left policy cannot be
implemented without the communists or
against them. It is also proof that, working
from their ideological and political posi-
tions, the Communists can and should help
unite and strengthen the Left. The Com-
munist contribution, based on a clear
Marxist-Leninist analysis and class posi-
tions, is essential to an effective left move-
ment. The present situation in the Danish
labor movement should serve as a warning
against ignoring Communist influence and
Communist participation. The value of
what the Communists can contribute




should not be measured by the Party's
numerical strength.

The Communists gave timely warning of
the looming crisis. At their national con-
ference (November 18-19, 1967) they ana-
lyzed the policy of the “labor majority”
and adopted a resolution which reads in
part:

“The parliamentary labor majority should
continue, but not one that pursues a bour-
geois policy. Only if the Right is opposed
by a policy clearly directed against big
capital, the militarists and speculators, and
carried out in the interests of the working
people, will Right-wing demagogy prove
powerless.

“Half-way measures, which cannot be
divorced from bourgeois policy, cannot
inspire active popular support and can only
play into the hands of the Right...

“The labor movement is again faced with
the all-important question of what line to
follow: cooperate with Big Business and
adapt itself to its needs, or fight Big Busi-
ness and further the interests of the work-
ing people? All past experience has shown
that only the latter path leads to progress
and social change. And it is by this experi-
ence that the Communists have always
been guided.”

It can safely be said that developments
have fully corroborated that view and the
methods the Communist Party conference
recommended to foil the right wing bid

for power:
“Reasonable relations between all the
Left forces is now a vital necessity. . . . The

time has come for the entire labor move-
ment, all Left trends, to discuss and imple-
ment a common initiative for a policy that
would oust the captialist forces from pow-
er.”

The Communists also suggested concrete
measures to secure full employment, halt
land speculation, launch a program of low-
rent housing, and orient foreign policy on
neutrality. Since the conference met on the
day the crown was devalued, it protested
against the government’s decision and de-
manded that the losses caused by devalua-
tion of sterling be compensated by reduc-
ing military spending. If the other groups
in the labor movement had supported this
attitude, the government crisis could have
been avoided and the capitalist parties
would not now be in office.

The Communists have always maintained
that a genuine progressive policy requires
constant struggle against monopoly domi-
nation, and in this struggle the labor major-

ity must win the full and active support
of the working people and their organiza-
tions. But the “labor majority” leaders did
the very opposite.

Only if the Left Majority is committed
to a new policy based on the activity of
the working pople can we achieve an align-
ment of class forces that will compel the
Rights to retreat.

V. FOR A LEFT FRONT

The new elections (January 23, 1968)
wrote finis to the “labor majority.” The
Social Democrat group in parliament was
reduced from 69 to 63, and the SPP, which
lost nearly half its seats, from 20 to 11.
The election law militates against the smal-
ler parties, and there was a real danger
that the Left Socialists would not be repre-
sented at all, though they polled 57,000
votes; they were saved by a slim majority
of 87, which gave them four seats.

It would be wrong, however, to interpret
the election results as full support for
Right-wing policies. The Radicals, who
polled more votes than any other capitalist
party, fought the elections largely on
criticism of NATO and military policy.
Their traditional cooperation with the
Social Democrats was another factor, for
it gave them a better image than parties
standing further to the Right. True, this
did not prevent the more conservative
parties from getting a majority, including
the most important ministerial posts, in
the coalition government, though the pre-
miership went to a Radical. The contradic-
tion between the government’s right wing
orientation and the continued turn to the
Left on many issues, creates an unstable
position for the new government.

The Communist Party made some pro-
gress, increasing its vote from 21,000 in
1966 to 30,000. If we consider the diffi-
culties the electoral law creates for the
small parties, this 40 per cent increase is
much weightier than might appear to the
outside observer. But it was not weighty
enough to surmount the obstacles erected
by the electoral law. It has to be said,
however, that no other Left party, and no
minority party, was able to increase its
vote, Besides, there can be little doubt that
the sudden emergence of the Left Socialist
Party prevented the Communists from
scoring a bigger success.

The fact that the Communists are the
only party in the labor and the Left move-
ment with a clear perspective that has been
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confirmed by events may very well play
an important part in future. Other parties
are torn by inner contradictions, the result,
in many cases, of more or less conscious
attempts to find new paths. The Social
Democrats suffered considerable losses in
several election contests, and this trend
is to be observed in northern Europe and
in other parts of the continent. The SPP
concept of socialism and how to achieve
it has proved a failure, and those remaining
in the party are having a very hard time
in somehow substantiating their right to
existence parallel with the Social Demo-
crats. The Left Socialists have much less
support among SPP voters than they hoped
for, and there has been much indecision in
formulating policy. On some issues they
have adopted views which hitherto have
been held only by the Communists. There
are also efforts to re-establish the SPP to
its former position and attract lefts in order
to counterpose the party to the Commu-

nists.
Within these parties there are elements

working for a turn to the left. That also
applies to the Radical Party. But the Left
forces are active not only, and not chiefly,
in the various parties, especially since the
SPP and to a greater extent the Left So-
cialists are organizationally weak. Both in
numbers and scope of activity their organi-
zations are smaller than those of the Com-
munists. The Left forces, however, are
strong in the trade unions and in the youth,
student and other movements.

That being so, the Communist Party
Central Committee has appealed for unity
of the working people to counter the of-
fensive launched by the new government.
The Communists call for a new effort to
build a “Left front in Danish politics, based
on the activity of the people and capable
of forcing the government to yield, and
thereby pave the way to a democratic,
progressive policy.”

Accordingly, the Communists urge agree-
ment on the following demands as the basis
of a Left front:

—full employment by expanding the
home and foreign market;

—an end to land speculation and inflation
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by measures that would effectively restrict
monopoly power;

—democratic rights, including worker
participation in management;

—trade union influence on economic pol-
icy and development;

—neutrality by breaking free of NATO
and its armaments demands; a national ref-
erendum by 1969 on Denmark’s member-
ship in NATO;

—solidarity with victims of colonial and
imperialist policy.

The Central Committee further states:

“Notwithstanding differing views on these
issues, there can be unity for joint and
energetic action on common demands.
There will have to be discussion, and the
Communist Party is prepared to make its
contribution based on its independent and
socialist views.”

The dismal failure of the “labor majority”
in Denmark is further proof of the impor-
tance of a Communist contribution for the
success of the Left. Experience has shown
that the specific contribution the Commu-
nists can make to the democratic and Left
movement in Denmark presupposes the fol-
lowing:

—upholding and strengthening the role
of the working class as the decisive social
force in the democratic struggle for aboli-
tion of monopoly power;

—the understanding that democracy gains
strength through greater activity of the
people; that is the only path to progress;

—indicating the road to unity in the face
of unceasing and subtle attempts to sow
division among the working people and set
up mutually hostile groups, exploiting not
only political and religious differences, but
also age, professional differences, etc.;

—promoting a clear understanding of so-
cialist development in our time, when the
achievements of socialism create a definite
perspective of democratic change.

Organized action in this direction is
necessary if the Left is not to be doomed
to inactivity, indifference, illusion and de-
feat; if it is to become a powerful move-
ment destroying all obstacles and blazing

new paths,




Important event in the life of
the Iraqi Communist Party

Throughout the more than one-third of a
century of its life, the Iraqi Communist
Party has been subject to continuous per-
secution and terror. Apart from a brief
period of semi-legality after the July 1958
Revolution, it has had to work under-
ground. This, however, did not break the
will and the resolve of the Iragqgi Commu-
nists to pursue their struggle on behalf of
the working class and the people. Nor did
it prevent the workers, peasants and the
people generally from rallying closely
around their Party.

But it did make it difficult for the leading
committees to carry on normal organizing
work. Thus, only ten years after its foun-
dation (1934) could it hold its first national
conference (1944), and one year later (1945)
its first Congress. A second national con-
ference took place in 1956.

Last year the Party began to prepare for
its second congress. It published drafts of
its new program and rules for general dis-
cussion by members and sympathizers
before submitting them to the Congress.
It also circulated a draft document assess-
ing the work done by the Party since 1958.
An atmosphere of democratic discussion
and active preparation for the congress pre-
vailed. The establishment of a preparatory
committee and guides for electing Congress
delegates were approved.

All was in readiness for the Congress,
which was to be convened towards the
end of the year when, in September an
opportunist splinter group set out to split
the Party. This group did not stop at per-
sonal violence against Party leaders and
cadres. Their action was preceded by a
campaign of slander against the Party and
its Central Committee.

Since the situation in the Party was not
conducive to holding the Congress, the
Central Committee decided to hold instead
a National Conference, and this duly took
place in December 1967.

BIGGEST ASSEMBLY IN PARTY
HISTORY

The Conference, which lasted 10 days,
was attended by 55 comrades with full
voting rights and two with consultative
vote. In addition to the CC members, dele-
gates were elected at conferences and en-
larged meetings of the province and local
committees throughout the country and by
Party organizations abroad. Workers made
up about one-third of the delegates. As
for the national composition of the Confer-
enc, 62 per cent of the delegates were
Arabs, 31 per cent Kurds and seven per
cent representatives of national minorities.

The Conference discussed and adopted
documents related to the political tasks of
the Party, to ways and means of strength-
ening its ideological and organizational
unity and an assessment of the Party’s
past policies.

In view of the circumstances it was de-
cided that the Conference should assume
the tasks of the Second Congress in elect-
ing the leadership and approving the basic
documents.

The Conference decided that all the Party
organizations and the public should con-
tinue the discussion of the draft
program which will be submitted to the
Second Congress, and it approved, with
some modifications, the new Party rules.

CONDEMNING THE SPLINTER GROUPS

The resolution condemning the splinter
group says in part: “Our Party, while it
has combated and still combats Right op-
portunism as the main danger, is not ne-
glecting the fight also against the danger
of ‘Left’ sectarian opportunism. This fight
has become an urgent task, especially now
that sectarian opportunism has crystallized
in the formation of a splitting center hos-
tile to the Party.”
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The splitters concentrated their attacks
against the Central Committee. Their aim
was to seize leadership of the Party.

The resolution points out that “experi-
ence has shown that to uphold consistently
and resolutely the unity of the Party and
its revolutionary policy it is necessary to
adhere to the Leninist methods in inner
Party life and to combat all liberal trends
and group relations which constitute the
embryo of all factions and splits.”

A second smaller group of splitters is
characterized by its anti-internationalist
position, by hostility to the strategy of the
international Communist movement. (The
two groups have recently merged.)

The Conference approved the Central
Committee decision to expel from the Party
the heads of the two groups.

The resolution called on the local orga-
nizations to continue the fight against the
splinter groups at ideological, political and
organizational levels, to condemn their
erroneous and dangerous concepts which
are contrary to the Leninist standards of

Party life.

THE SITUATION IN THE
INTERNATIONAL COMMUNIST
MOVEMENT

This resolution points out that the growth
of the military, economic and political
might of the Soviet Union and the socialist
camp and its all-round aid to the national-
liberation movement have enriched this
movement with a deep social content and
created new conditions in which the work-
ing class and its Communist parties are in
many developing countries playing a lead-
ing role in the fight for political and econ-
omic liberation.

The conference expressed gratitude to
the CPSU and the other fraternal parties
for their internationalist solidarity at the
time of the fascist putsch in February 1963.
“That glorious internationalist solidarity,”
the resolution stressed, “played a big role
in helping our Party to emerge anew as a
major political force in our country.”

The resolution stressed that “the inter-
national solidarity of the socialist camp,
of its vanguard, the Soviet Union, and the
world Communist movement with the Arab
peoples when subjected to the Zionist-im-
perialist aggression in June, 1967, was a
main factor in halting the aggression...”

Reviewing the situation in the interna-
tional Communist movement, the confer-
ence condemned Right-wing opportunism,
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dogmatism, “Left” sectarianism and nation-
al narrow-mindedness. It regretted the split
in the ranks of the world movement which
hampers its vanguard role and its effective
contribution to the international revolution-
ary process for the overthrow of the world
imperialist system and the building of a
new world, the world of socialism and
communism.

“The negative aspects in the world
movement are transient and will disappear
provided the Communist parties devote
their efforts to overcome them . . . The
unity of the international Communist
movement can be realized and consolidated
on the basis of Marxism-Leninism and
proletarian internationalism and through
the revolutionary struggle against imper-
ialism, colonialism, and reaction.”

The Iraqi Party declares that it is for
principled relations among the Communist
parties as defined by the 1957 and 1960
documents of the Communist movement.

THE SITUATION IN THE ARAB
COUNTRIES

After describing the situation in the Arab
East following the Israeli aggression, the
resolution says that the setback revealed
the shortcomings in the political regimes
in the progressive Arab countries. In the
conditions which prevailed in those coun-
tries, especially in the UAR and Syria, re-
actionary and Right-wing bourgeois ele-
ments held key posts in the state, army
and ideological apparatus and played a
subversive role which was an important
factor in the defeat. The political institu-
tions ruling these countries failed to rally
the masses both before and during the

battle.

“The conscious Arabs and their vanguard
political forces consider that the elimina-
tion of the consequencs of the aggression
and successful resistance to the designs
of imperialism, Israel and the reactionary
forces, call for radical changes in the struc-
ture, policies and ideology of the political
regimes in the liberated Arab countries,
especially in the brother countries, Egypt
and Syria, which bear the main burden
in the fight against the enemy. The steps
taken by Egypt and Syria to re-establish
and complete their defense potential are
important. The tangible reforms carried out
in the command of the Egyptian army and
in other spheres are also among the impor-
tant prerequisites for overcoming the set-
back. But the central issue remains, that




is, a radical turn towards the people and
their revolutionary political forces, by seri-
ously undertaking to establish popular,
democratic and revolutionary political
regimes.”

Victory over the enemy and progress
along the road to socialism require a poli-
tical party equipped with the ideology of
the working class. The resolution stressed
also that full freedom for all the revolu-
tionary political parties and forces is an
important condition for the rallying of the
forces of the people. Hence the conference
proposed the formation of national-demo-
cratic fronts and coalition governments
which would include the Communist par-
ties and all the progressive and patriotic
forces. Through these fronts and govern-
ments in the different Arab countries a
solid foundation can be built for an effec-
tive Arab solidarity capable of rallying
the Arab liberation forces and eliminating
the consequences of the aggression.

To reduce the latter solely to a military
or a political solution does not reflect a
spirit of realism and a sense of responsi-
bility towards the destinies of the Arab
world. To achieve these aims it will be
necessary to combine both. To speak of a
people’s war as the sole way can only
harm the common Arab effort. While it is
necessary to criticize sectarian positions
and ultra-revolutionary slogans, we should
also expose the attitude taken by the reac-
tionary governments in some Arab coun-
tries and the demagogy of the dictatorial
rulers in Iraq.

The aggressive policy of the Iraqgi gov-
ernment against the Kurdish people has
prevented Iraq from playing its role in
the common Arab struggle.

AUTONOMY FOR KURDISTAN

In the resolution on the Kurd question,
the Conference reaffirmed the attitude of
the Iraqi Communist Party, an attitude bas-
ed on the Marxist-Leninist principle which
recognizes for all nations, big or small,
the right to self-determination, to be liber-
ated from national oppression and to es-
tablish a united and independent national
state for each nation.

The imperialists, their oil companies and
their agents in Iraq and the neighboring
countries are furthering the chauvinistic
trends among the Arab ruling classes and
bourgeois organizations, on the one hand,
and, on the other, are fostering trends of
national narrow-mindedness and separatist

tendencies among the Kurds.

“The national-liberation movement of
the Kurdish people is a part of the revolu-
tionary democratic movement in Iraq and
an ally of the Iraqgi proletariat in its strug-
gle for its immediate and ultimate aims.
There can be no just and permanent solu-
tion of the Kurd question under a reaction-
ary dictatorial regime.”

The Iraqi Communist Party is working
for the consolidation of the course chosen
by the Kurdish people, the course of com-
mon struggle of Arabs and Kurds in Iraq
against imperialism and reaction, for free-
dom and democracy for the Iraqi people
as a whole, and autonomy for Iraqi Kurdis-
tan within the framework of the Iraqi
Republic and, lastly, for the liberation of
all Iraqi toilers from exploitation in all its
forms and common struggle for building
socialism.

The Conference called on the government
to satisfy the just demands of the Kurds
and warned it against its present policy
which is conducive to resumption of the
fratricidal war in Kurdistan.

It called on the forces of the Kurdish
revolution and its leadership to close their
ranks and enhance their vigilance against
the intrigues of the rulers so as not to be
the victim of a surprise attack.

It called on them also to stand resolutely
against the attempts of the imperialist and
reactionary circles to undermine the Kur-
dish liberation movement. It is necessary
to unite all the revolutionary forces in
Kurdistan and to correct the mistakes and
shortcomings of the Kurdish revolution.

Finally the resolution declared:

“If the chauvinistic dictatorial regime un-
dertakes to resume the aggressive war, the
people of Kurdistan will rally to their
revolution and defeat the aggressors. They
expect to receive effective and multiform
support from the masses throughout Iraq
and from Arab and world public opinion.”

THE NATIONAL FRONT

“The realization of a political alliance
among the patriotic and progressive for-
ces,” the resolution said, “will create favor-
able conditions for getting rid of the reac-
tionary dictatorial regime — the main
obstacle on the way to the victory of the
people and the achievement of their nation-
al and democratic aims.”

The resolution noted the new alignment
of social classes in the country since the
July 1958 Revolution. Big changes have
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taken place in the attitude of some sections
of the middle bourgeoisie. Some of them
have turned to the reactionary camp and
subscribe to reactionary programs and poli-
cies, especially on social issues.

The alliance of workers and peasants is
the cornerstone and the basis of the nation-
al front for which the Party is working.
The Party watches attentively the process
of development and crystallization now
taking place in some petty-bourgeois or-
ganizations. These organizations and groups
are adopting a critical attitude to some of
their past concepts and policies, especially
the physical destruction of Communists
and democrats after the fascist coup in
February 1963. This is creating better con-
ditions for rapprochement and alliance
between these parties, our Party and the
patriotic and progressive forces.

The Party believes that there are real
possibilities for an alliance of the patriotic
and progressive forces for the following
immediate tasks: to overthrow the present
dictatorial regime and to form a govern-
ment of a national-democratic coalition
that will eliminate the consequences and
evils of the past dictatorial regimes; to
restore democratic rights, especially the
right to form political parties; to decree a
general amnesty for all political prisoners;
to reintegrate the expelled and dismissed

into their jobs and posts; to eliminate the
consequences of the aggression against
Kurdistan and to take the necessary mea-
sures to satisfy the national rights of the
Kurds, including autonomy; to solve the
problem of the high cost of living from
which the working people suffer; to abro-
gate the reactionary amendments of the
Land Reform Law; to take a resolute stand
in order to wrest our rights from the mono-
poly oil companies and to establish an
independent national oil sector; to strength-
then solidarity with the liberated Arab
states against imperialism, Zionism and re-
action for elimination of the consequences
of the Israeli aggression, defense of the
Arab people’s rights in Palestine; to extend
and strengthen relations of friendship and
cooperation with the socialist world.

# #

The conference adopted a resolution de-
claring solidarity with the Vietnam people
and condemning the U.S. aggression. It also
adopted a resolution on political prisoners
and arrested persons.

The newly elected central committee
was charged with completing the prepara-
tions for the second congress.

Samir AHMED

New program of the Communist
Party of Germany |

The draft program of the Communist Party
of Germany, published on February 8, has
evoked a lively response among the Party
membership and the public. The press con-
ference scheduled in Frankfurt-on-Maine
was banned and the Political Bureau
spokesmen, Max Scheffer and Herbert
Mies, who came to acquaint the journal-
ists with the program, were arrested. But
public protests in West Germany and else-
where compelled the authorities to release
them the following day.

The West German authorities thus be-
trayed their dread of any legal action by
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the Marxist-Leninist Party and of the pub-
lication of the Party program, which offers
a socialist perspective and a democratic
alternative to the existing order. But their
reprisals boomeranged. By trying to pre-
vent news of the program from reaching
the public they have, in effect, galvanized
the interest of trade unionists, Social De-
mocrats, young workers and students.
More people are supporting the Party’s
demand that the authorities should not in-
terfere in the free dissemination and dis-
cussion of the draft program.

The draft consists of five main sections,




the first of which is devoeted to economic

and political developments that have
aroused public anxiety. The same section
deals with the history-making changes
wrought in the world since the October
Socialist Revolution, notably the emerg-
ence of the German Democratic Republic,
the first socialist state on German soil. It
enumerates the reasons for the division of
Germany and names those responsible for
it, stressing the fundamentally new develop-
ments in the country’s east. “This has tilted
the scales sharply in favor of the workers
and the rest of the working population,”
says the draft, “creating much more favor-
able conditions for achieving peace, democ-
racy and social security in the Federal Re-
public.” The draft stresses, too, that friend-
ship and cooperation with the socialist
GDR is vital to the people of West Ger-
many.

The program examines the dangers im-
plicit in Bonn’s foreign and military poli-
cies, which it describes as sterile and sui-
cidal. The draft scrutinizes the role of the
bourgeois parties and assesses the policy
of the right-wing Social-Democratic lead-
ers. It shows that the neo-Nazi National-
Democratic Party is the offspring of offi-
cial policy and that its nationalist and
revenge-seeking demands differ from those
of the CDU-CSU only in that they are
more outspoken.

The most important point in the first
section is the analysis of the correlation of
the main economic and political forces in
the Federal Republic. “The predominance
of big capital and the system of state-
monopoly capitalism,” it says, “are an ob-
stacle to the country’s all-round growth.”

The existing system is incapable of re-
solving vital problems and turning techno-
logical progress to the public good. From
this the conclusion is drawn that develop-
ments in the Federal Republic are objec-
tively leading up to socialism.

The draft is built around the Communist
Party’s alternative, envisaging deep-going
anti-monopoly reconstruction and conver-
sion of the Federal Republic to peace and
progressive democracy. It notes that the
fight for socialist reconstruction will not
be successful until the majority of the
workers and people are willing to join it.
The path is a long and tortuous one, and
the socialist and revolutionary forces can-
not afford to underrate the interim demo-
cratic anti-monopoly tasks on the order of

the day.
The Party’s democratic demands contain

specific recommendations for a consistent
peace policy and normal, equitable rela-
tions with the German Democratic Repub-
lic. The Party advocates peaceful coexist-
ence of states with different social sys-
tems and stresses that this does not imply
a ‘“social, political or ideological civic
peace with the imperialists,” nor any halt
to the class struggle and the fight for de-
mocracy. What peaceful coexistence stands
for is the very reverse. The Party calls for
recognition of the GDR, rejection of claims
to sole representation, repeal of the Hall-
stein doctrine, acceptance of West Berlin
as a special political unit, repudiation of
nuclear weapons, a nuclear-free zone in
Central Europe, recognition of the existing
European frontiers, withdrawal from Nato
and establishment of an all-European se-
curity system, a halt to all support for im-
perialist aggression, notably the U.S. war
in Vietnam, and an end to neo-colonialist
policies.

The program outlines the Party’s pro-
posals for an economic and social policy
serving the interests of the people: defense
and extension of democratic freedoms;
equal educational opportunities; democra-
tic freedom of opinion and creed, includ-
ing the dissemination of Marxist-Leninist
ideas; a political amnesty and lifting the
ban on the Communist Party of Germany.

From direct alternative democratic pro-
posals the draft goes on to the question
of radical democratic, anti-monopoly re-
construction. ‘“What has to be done to
achieve democracy, peace and social pro-
gress,” it says, “is to change the balance
of forces and carry through deep-going
democratic reforms and democratic recon-
struction embracing all spheres of social
life—the economy and state, education and
culture—securing for the working people
a determinative influence on the destiny
of our country.”

As the key anti-monopoly reform, the
Party recommends giving factory and of-
fice workers, technicians and engineers,
and their trade unions the right to full par-
ticipation in management at all levels. Yet
the draft points out that this say in man-
agement has to be won by the workers
through persevering struggle against mon-
opoly capital and the present regime.

This participation in economic manage-
ment, the Party notes, should lead to de-
mocratic planning, which will facilitate
democratic control over government invest-
ment policies. The core of this anti-
monopoly program is the demand for na-
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tionalizing concerns in the key industries
and other enterprises dominating the
market, envisaging democratic manage-
ment and control over the public sector.
The demand applies to nuclear-industry
enterprises, the large chemical, power-
producing, coal-mining and steel concerns,
transport machinery plants, computer
manufacturers, the big banks and insur-
ance companies.

The program emphasizes that the Party
wants to achieve socialist reconstruction
by peaceful democratic means. However,
it realizes that the reactionary forces will
stop at nothing to retain their privilege and
power. “The precondition for peaceful so-
cialist reconstruction is that the working
class and the people should gain so great
an advantage that they will deprive reac-
tion of any chance to use violence against
the democratic majority,” the program
says. Under the socialist system, the Party
declares, parliament in the Federal Repub-
lic would be a multi-party organ expres-
sing the true will of the nation. In the
fight for democracy and for socialism alike,
the Party seeks a close alliance of all so-
cialist and anti-monopoly forces.

Section three underscores the need for
working-class unity and joint action of all
democratic and anti-monopoly forces. The
common actions taken of late in many so-
cial and economic battles should spread to
all political acts against neo-nazism and
reaction, for peace and disarmament, in
defense of and for the extension of demo-
cratic rights.

The program points to the conflicting
trends in the Social-Democratic Party and
emphasizes the responsibility borne by
those members and functionaries who dis-
agree with the policy of the Right-wing
leaders and their collaboration with mon-
opoly capital and the CDU/CSU. United
action by socialists—Communists, Left
Socialists and the socialist forces in the
Social-Democratic Party is described as a
precondition of success.

Prominence is given in the draft to prob-
lems related to the role and the new tasks
of the trade unions, the alliance of the
working class with intellectuals, peasants
and the urban middle strata, the relation-
ship between Communists and Christians
and between the labor movement and the
younger generation, and the role of wo-
men in the democratic struggle.

It is the duty of every Communist, the
draft stresses, to take part in union work,
protect the unions from reactionary at-
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tacks, and promote their influence. It
points to the growing role of the intellec-
tual and says the organized labor movement
should devote more attention to the in-
terests of professionals.

The Party declares its bonds with work-
ing Christians. Broader understanding in
the joint struggle for peace and the peo-
ple’s interests, it notes, will, among other
things, come from the dialogue between
Marxists and Christians. It expresses its
solidarity with youth movements, whose
sentiment and action reflect the gulf be-
tween the young people’s notions of a so-
ciety worthy of man and the capitalist re-
alities, highlighted by the chase for profit
and power.

Taking cognizance of the existing extra-
parliamentary movements which extend to
trade unionists, intellectuals and the youth,
the Party recommends further converg-
ence of the democratic forces and a com-
mon democratic action program. The Party
is convinced that the impact of extra-
parliamentary action will influence parlia-
ment, with the result that workers and pro-
gressives will achieve representation of the
people in that body.

The draft program suggests a solution
for the national question, noting that the
unification of the two German states with
basically divergent social and political
systems, will come about as a culmination
of a long historical process. The future
united Germany will be a Germany of
peace, democracy and social progress in
which the power of big capital will be
broken for all time and nazism and mili-
tarism will be rooted out.

In its final section of the draft registers
the Party’s close bonds with the Socialist
Unity Party, its solidarity with the Com-
munist and Workers’ parties of all con-
tinents, with all anti-imperialist and pro-
gressive movements, and underscores that
today the socialist world system, the Soviet
Union and the other socialist countries are
the principal force of the revolutionary
process. It also underscores the immense
significance of the anti-imperialist na-
tional-liberation movement and of the
fight waged by the socialist and democra-
tic forces in the capitalist countries. It
calls for the unity and solidarity of the
world Communist movement, for imagin-
ative use of Marxism-Leninism in dealing
with the present problems of the labor
movement, for acceptance of common
principles with special consideration for




the historical and national conditions in
each country.

The common anti-imperialist front, the
draft says, is injured by trends of an anti-
Soviet and anti-Leninist complexion, which
are causing splits in the labor movement.
The Party opposes the tendency towards
national exclusiveness and supports inter-
national conferences of Communist and
Workers’ parties.

The program of the Communist Party of
Germany contributes significantly to the
growth of the democratic anti-monopoly

against the persecution of democrats

alternative in the Federal Republic. Its
principled assessment of the correlation of
economic and political forces and of
Bonn's dangerous policies, and its realis-
tic, constructive plan of democratic renew-
al based on a new balance of political
forces, shows the way to joint action by
workers and all progressives. Discussion
of the draft by the Party membership and
progressive groups will help strengthen
the labor and democratic movement in the
Federal Republic.

K.B.

Persecution of Communists

condemned

Brutal terror, police persecution, arrests
and assassinations—such are the attributes
of a society which calls itself “the free
world” and which never tires of talking
about “human values,” such are the meth-
ods used by the exploiters in an attempt
to destroy the vanguard of the masses, the
Communists, to isolate or destroy all who
bring political enlightenment, who organize
and lead the masses in the fight against
reaction and oppression.

Persecution of Communists has become
a feature of the internal policy of Greece,
Spain, Portugal, Paraguay, Argentina, Haiti,
the South African Republic and many other
countries. Deprived of legal status, some
forty Communist and Workers’ parties are
today compelled to work underground.

Staging a military coup in the best tra-
dition of U.S. putsches in the so-called
Banana republics, the reactionary junta in
Greece, the birthplace of democracy, hurl-
ed the full weight of its machinery of
repression against the Communists, the
heroic sons of the Greek people. The junta’s

atrocities shocked even the apostles of
European bourgeois democracy.

And honest people the world over still
shudder at the recollection of the Bartholo-
mew’s Night staged by Indonesian reaction,
when tens of thousands of Communists,
the fighters for freedom and the indepen-
dence of their country, were slaughtered
in cold blood. In the previous issue of our
journal we carried a letter from Djakarta
telling of the unceasing savage persecution,
of the inhuman conditions in which prison-
ers are held in the prisons and concentra-
tion camps of Indonesia.

As a rule, the reactionaries try to justify
these repressions on the grounds that they
have thereby saved their countries from
“national disaster.” But the facts tell a
different story. They show that reactionary
coups are invariably followed by increased
dependence on imperialism, and on U.S.
capital particularly, plunder of the nation-
al wealth and a sharp deterioration in
living standards.

Experience has proved that Communists
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are the most consistent and staunch fight-
ers for the interests of their countries and
peoples. This truth has long since been
recognized by the imperialists. It should
therefore be all the more obvious to those
who want to see their countries prosperous
and independent.

Unfortunately, the situation in some
countries compels us to speak of this. For
example, repressions continue in Algeria,
and not without the help of reactionary
elements. Humanité, organ of the French
Communists, has written of this repeatedly.
And this at a time when the Algerian lead-
ers claim that their objective is to create
a party that will “unite active and convinc-
ed champions who believe in socialism.”

To victimize those fighting for the demo-

cratic and socialist development of their

country, for its national interests and
against imperialism, to do so is to inevitab-
ly facilitate the counter-revolutionary ac-
tivities of internal and external enemies, to
undermine the confidence of the people,
and particularly of the working class, in
the revolutionary intentions of their lead-
ers, to engender sectarianism which has
never done the struggle for democracy and
socialism any good.

The masses are more and more appreci-
ating the truth that persecution of Com-
munists imperils the future of countries
and nations. That is why protests are being
voiced throughout the world against the
persecution of Communists.

Albert MASS

Policy of terror and repression

(letter from Saudi Arabia)

The purpose of my letter is to let progres-
sive world opinion know about the reac-
tionary policy of King Faisal's regime in
Saudi Arabia, the biggest and richest of the
Arab countries, and also the most back-
ward, socially and economically. Our people
are denied elementary rights and freedoms.
There is no such thing as a Constitution.
The entire social life of the country is sub-
ordinate to the dictates of the King.

Patriots and democrats, many of whom
are united in the National Liberation Front,
are waging the struggle against the regime
in incredibly difficult conditions.

Last year the Front addressed a policy
statement to the people, calling on them
to rise in armed struggle against the King.
The Front’s goals are: 1) liberation of Saudi
Arabia and the expulsion of reactionaries
and the imperialists from the country; 2)
establishment of a just democratic govern-
ment; 3) respect for the rights of the people;
4) fair distribution of the country’s wealth;
5) creation of a progressive society; 6)
prosperity for the people.

The nascent national-liberation move-
ment is encountering the desperate resis-
tance of the regime and its direct masters
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—the oil monopolies. All means are being
used to strangle the movement—the secret
police and the army, dismissal from work
of persons regarded as “‘unreliable,” arrests
and imprisonment without trial, and capital
punishment.

However, even these brutal measures
have failed to prevent mass actions and
strikes. Last year ‘workers downed tools
in Dhahran, Ras at Tannura and Bakhik.
Anti-imperialist demonstrations were held
in Riyadh, Medina, Jidda and Katif.

The foreign monopolies have demanded
that Faisal step up repressions, take mea-
sures to prevent the spread of progressive
ideas. The authorities have, accordingly,
prohibited the import of all foreign news-
papers, journals and books, with the excep-
tion of religious works and “literature”
levelled against communism and socialism,
against the progressive regimes and nation-
al-liberation movement in the Arab coun-
tries.

In an attempt to cope with the mounting
dissatisfaction, Faisal is now advocating
reform. The purpose of this “metamorpho-
sis” is obvious: to wrest the initiative from
the patriots, to divert the attention of the




people to secondary issues. All the talk
about the “traditions,” the “specific condi-
tions” of Saudi Arabia that allegedly ham-
per progressive social change camouflage,
in effect, a definite policy to maintain the
appalling backwardness. This policy is sup-
ported by the U.S. monopolies, for it makes
it easier for them to continue their plunder
of our rich oil resources.

Faisal has concluded a “mutual security
agreement” with the United States, giving
Americans the right to take emergency
measures to protect their interests. The
eastern part of our country is virtually
controlled by U.S. intelligence and officers
listed as “advisers of the Saudi-U.S. Mis-
sion.” The Americans also use Saudi troops,
specially picked from among Bedouin
tribes.

Arrests continue throughout the country.
Between June and December 1967, 967
people were thrown into prison. Altogether,
some 30,000 political prisoners are languish-
ing in prisons where many are subjected
to torture. For nearly four years 25 patri-
ots have been kept in the Central Prison
in Dammam without trial. Similar cases
are reported from prisons in Riyadh, Jidda
and other towns. Recently two airforce

Brief notices

Le Parti communiste francais dans la
Resistance, Paris, Editions sociales, 1967.
354 pp. -

French Communist Party in the Resist-
ance. Paris, Editions sociales, 1967. 354 pp.

This book, prepared by a commission of
the Maurice Thorez Institute headed by
J. Duclos and V. Joannes, and including
Marxist scholars, leading Party function-
aries and members of the Resistance Move-
ment, tells the reader of the historic ser-
vices rendered by the French Communist
Party, the party that organized and led the
finest forces in the Resistance Movement
against fascism, the party that suffered the
heaviest losses in this Movement.

The book shows the treacherous role
plaved by the agents of big capital who

cadets, Aly al-Maasari and al-Schaari al-
Jami, studying in the United States, were
taken back and put in a military prison as
‘“undesirable elements.” Another four citi-
zens studying in the United States wre also
sent back by the Embassy. Upon their re-
turn they were blacklisted and deprived
of the right to travel abroad.

Faisal is reorganizing the secret police
and the intelligence service in an attempt
to remedy the failure of these organs to
neutralize the activity of the patriots and
to detain members of the resistance orga-
nization, active in all parts of the country.
Fifty million dollars have been earmarked
for this purpose, in addition to $284,000,000
for the upkeep of the secret police, the
security apparatus, intelligence and the
army.

Imperialism is doing everything to turn
Saudi Arabia into a rampart to stem the
tide of the revolutionary movement in the
Arab East.

We call on all who hold dear the ideals
of freedom and democracy to raise their
voice in support of the just struggle of the
patriot forces in Saudi Arabia.

Mohammed Shouhdy ATTIA

collaborated with German and Italian fas-
cism against the USSR, and against the
progressive forces in France. It also gives
an objective picture of the bourgeoisie
who participated in the Resistance, their
main concern being to restore their domi-
nant position in the country. This explains
the contradictory attitude of de Gaulle and
his followers to the Resistance—fear of the
popular movement, and at the same time
reliance on it as a means of protecting the
interests of French capital.

The Resistance is shown as a movement
that merged into one the defense of nation-
al interests and the fight for social progress.
And the spokesman of this unity was the
Communist Party which became the fore-

most political party in the country at the
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time, winning mass support among the
people.
: A. ADRON

Tuure LEHEN. Punaisten ja valkoisten
sota. Helsinki, Kansankulttuuri, 1967. 254

pp.
Tuure LEHEN. The War of the Reds and

the Whites. Helsinki, Kansankulttuuri, 1967,
254 pp.

Official works dealing with the history
of Finland, the character of the Civil War
of 1918 and the objectives of the sides
participating in it, are frequently presented
in a distorted, false light. Although the
Finnish Communists have always attached
considerable importance to this matter
there are all too few works giving a scien-
tific, Marxist-Leninist interpretation of the
subject. The book under review is, there-
fore, all the more welcome because it
attempts to give a true picture of that
Civil War and its causes.

It opens with an analysis of Finnish
society in the years preceding World War
I, shows how the situation in the country
grew increasingly explosive during the war
years, finally erupting into an armed clash
between the classes, although neither the
working class of Finland, nor the leader-
ship of its party wanted civil war. The
book examines in this connection the influ-
ence exerted on Finland by the 1905 and
1917 revolutions in Russia.

The author shows that since the bour-
geoisie had been preparing for several
months to suppress the working - class
movement by armed force, the working
class had no choice but to take similar
action in self-defense. A considerable part
of the book deals with the battles that
ensued and the reasons for the defeat of
the working class. The author reminds the
reader of the reactionary role played by
Kaiser Germany in sending troops against
the Finnish Red Guards.

Tuure Lehen’s book will be of interest to
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all who want to obtain :a -true picture of
that period in Finland’s history.

" Erkki PIIRONEN

Ekonomicheskoye planirovaniye v SSSR.
Moskva, Ekonomika, 1967. 318 pp.

Economic Planning in the USSR. Moscow,
Ekonomika, 1967. 318 pp.

The book under review treats of the
experience of economic planning in the
USSR, of its forms, methods and perspec-
tives. The analysis is all the more valuable
now that the Soviet Union is carrying out
an economic reform, gradually introducing
a new system of planning and management.

The twelve chapters examine the basic
problems of planning: organization and
methodology of planning; growth rates and
the structure of the economy; planning
technological progress, incomes and con-
sumption and employment; territorial and
long-range planning. The book also exam-
ines questions related to raising the effec-
tiveness of social production. A special
chapter deals with coordination of the plans
of the socialist countries—a new sphere of
joint planning.

Much space is devoted to the connection
between the law of balanced development
and the law of value, with emphasis on the
fact that in the first phase of communism
all economic laws, including the law of
balanced development, operate in conditions
of commodity-money relations. Marxist-
Leninist science has long since demonstrat-
ed the objective nature of these relations
under socialism. That-their all-round devel-
opment is a powerful lever in building a
socialist society and the material and tech-
nological base of communism is now
generally recognized.

The book shows that the system of
planned economic management now func-
tioning in the Soviet Union, although highly
complex, is also an efficient and co-ordi-
nated one, which largely explains the strides
being made in the national economy.

V. TUMLER
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Books listed here are in the language of the country of publication

MARX K., ENGELS F. Werke (Works),
Vol. 35, Berlin, Dietz Verlag, 1967. 593 pp.

LENIN V. 1. O Mezhdunarodnom rabochem
i kRommunisticheskom dvizhenii (On the
International Working-Class and Commu-

nist Movement), Collection, Moscow, Poli-
tizdat, 1967. 416 pp.

LENIN V. 1. O kulturnoi revolutsii (On the
Cultural Revolution), Collection. Moscow,
Politizdat, 1967. 272 pp.

KARL MARX, Eine Biographie (Karl Marx,
a Biography), Group of authors. Berlin,
Dietz Verlag, 1967. 446 pp.

Antikommunism — orudiye imperialistiche-
skoi reaktsii (Anti-Communism—a Tool of
Imperialist Reaction), Collection. Moscow,
Mysl, 1967. 247 pp.

GRAMSCI A. Il Vaticano e Il'ltalia (The
Vatican and Italy), Edited by Elsa Fubini,
preface by Alberto Cecchi. Rome, Editori
Riuniti, 1967. 144 pp.

WALICHNOWSKI T. Izrael a NRF (Israel
and the FRG), Warsaw, KiW, 1967. 223 pp.

ZAND H. Spor o wladze po Rewolucji Paz-
dziernikowej w Rosji (Power Debate after
the October Revolution in Russia), Warsaw,
KiW, 1967. 296 pp.

Inchiesta sull’'unita sindicale. Mille riposte
alla rivista “Rinascita’’: Anderlini, Barca,
Basso, Boni, Di Giulio, Foa, Giolitti, Ingrao,
Lama, Macario, Mosca, Pajetta, Santi, Tren-
tin, Vanni. (A Study of Trade-Union Unity.
One Thousand Answers to the journal Rina-
scita: Anderlini, Barca, Basso, Boni, Di Giu-
lio, Foa, Giolitti, Ingrao, Lama, Macario,

Mosca, Pajetta, Santi, Trentin, Vanni) Rome,
Editori Riuniti, 1967. 336 pp.

KOTYK V. Svetova socialisticka soustava.
Zakladni problémy dejin sevtové soustavy
(The World Socialist System. Fundamental
Problems of the History of the World Sys-
tem), Prague, Svoboda, 1967. 333 pp.

Marea Revolutie Socialista din Octombrie.
Schita istorica (The Great October Socialist
Revolution. A Historical Survey), Written
by Academician Petre Constantinescu-lasi,
Alexandru Vianu, Nicolae Copoiu, Gheorghe
Cazan. Bucharest, Editura politica, 1967.
354 pp.

MICHEV D. Mezhrabpom—organizatsia no
proletarska solidarnost 1921-1935 (Inter-
national Workers’ Relief, an Organization
of Proletarian Solidarity 1921-35), Sofia,
BKP, 1967. 204 pp.

RAUS O. Der Weg der Sowjetunion zur
fuehrenden Industriemacht der Welt (The
Soviet Road to Leading Industrial Posi-
tions), Berlin, Dietz Verlag, 1967. 250 pp.

CEAUSESCU N. Romania pe drumul desa-
virsirii constructiei socialiste (Rumania on
the Way to Improving Socialist Construc-
tion), Reports, articles and speeches. Bu-
charest, Editura politica, 1968. Vol. 1—620
pp., Vol. II—611 pp.

Strana a spolecnost (The Party and Society),
Collection of articles on the tasks of the
Party after the 13th Congress of the CPC.
Prague, Svoboda, 1968. 212 pp.

JAVORKA E. A Fogyasztoi arak es a dota-
ciok (Retail Prices and Subsidies), Buda-
pest, Kossuth Konyvkiado, 1967. 254 pp.
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NEW
CANADIANA FROM PROGRESS

UNEQUAL UNION: Confederation and the Roots of Conflict in
the Canadas 1815-1873 by Stanley B. Ryerson.

A first combined study of the roots of both industrial capitalism
and the “two nations” (English and French) debate involving the
future of Canada's federal state.

Clothbound $8.50. Paperback $3.75

NOT BY GODS BUT BY PEOPLE by Catharine Vance.

The stcry of Bella Hall Gauld, indefatigable champion of the
workers’ and socialist movement of Canada.

Clothbound $3.75, Paperback $1.00.

THE TRADE UNION MOVEMENT OF CANADA 1827-1959
by Charles Lipton.

A new account of Canada’s trade union history from earliest
times to recent years. Highly documented. Clothound only $8.50.

CANADA AND THE RUSSIAN REVOLUTION by Tim Buck.

An unusual historical look, based on archives of the trade union
and socialist movements of just what happened in Canada when
the Russian Revolution broke in 1917. Paperback $1.00

THE ROAD TO SOCIALISM IN CANADA.

The program of the Communist Party. A new large printing of
how Canadian Communists see the transition to socialism.

Pamphlet 10¢.

VIETNAM: IMPRESSIONS OF A PEOPLE'S WAR by Rae Murphy.

An eyewitness report by the editor of the Canadian Tribune of o
trip to North Vietnam. Pamphlet 10¢.

order from

PROGRESS BOOKS

487 ADELAIDE ST. WEST, TORONTO 2B

or your favorite bookstore




NEW WORLD REVIEW

An American quarterly survey of the USSR

and other socialist countries

“All my congratulations on your 50th Anniversary issue—far
and away the best that appeared in the English language.”

R. Palme Dutt

Some highlights of the Winter, 1968 issue:

Closing the Gap between City and Country
Dmitri Poliansky

October and the National Liberation Movement

From Horse to Tractor—sociological study of
Russian agriculture—1897 to 1967

Pytor Shelest

The Vietnam War—Interview with DRV Premier
Phiam Van Dong

Soviet Art: Experiment and Tradition
Alexander Kamensky

Blue Sunday—a poem of Africa’s rebirth
John Okai

WITH EACH 1-YEAR SUB A FREE COPY OF THE
50th ANNIVERSARY ISSUE

NEW WORLD REVIEW—156 Fifth Ave., Suite 308,
New York, N.Y. 10010

| enclose { ) $3.50 for one year sub (4 issues)
( ) $1.00 for single issue

(Canada and Foreign $4.50 for one year—$1.25 for single issue)

N e e A e P P o ST
R o Ja cm i b el i gl oy et i s Doy o b e s

I 0 s i sssaimnavisssmanvmiaissansss s I s sisswivimsssisissssio D T s "




New Books
from the U.S.5.R.

USSR: QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS. A new second revised
edition based on replies from top ministries and organiza-
tions of the USSR. Excellent source book. Clothbound $2.50

WORLD REVOLUTIONARY MOVEMENT OF THE WORKING
CLASS ed. B. N. Ponomaryov. Role of the working class
movement in world history: national liberaticn movements.

Clothbound $2.50

AT THE MAP OF THE USSR by Mosei Green. Six large maps
for display covering physical features, industry, agriculture,
transport, etc. Booklet accompanies maps. $2.00

SOVIET FOREIGN POLICY: A Brief Review 1955-1965 ed V.

Israelyan. University level seminar reference work. Cloth-
bound $2.50

ON THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA by V. I. Lenin. Selected
writings, etc. Clothbound $3.00

CONJUGATION OF RUSSIAN VERBS by L. I. Pirogova et al.

A new primer for use in classroom or for self-study. Cloth-
bound $2.00

EARLY JOYS by Konstantin Fedin. Outstanding hovel of life
in Russia over a half century, First of trilogy. Paperback $2.25

FUNDAMENTALS OF DIALECTICAL MATERIALISM ed. G. Kur-
sanov. Marxism in the light of the contemporary battle of
ideas; meaning of materialist dialectics; theory of knowl-
edge etc. Clothbound $3.00

order from:

PROGRESS BOOKS
487 ADELAIDE ST. WEST, TORONTO 2B.

or from your favorite bookstore.
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FREE SAMPLE COPY

We would like to send a sample copy of

World Marxist Review

to interested people. Will you
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Bound VYolumes of World Marxist Review Available

Now available a limited number of bound volumes of World Marxist Review
just back from the bindery .The following 2 volume 12 issues) sets are avail-
able: 1962; 1963 (one set only at present); 1964; 1965; 1966 and 1967. Price per
2-volume set $25net. As other bound volumes become available they will be
announced. Write Progress Books, 487 Adelaide St. West, Toronto 2B, Canada.
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EDITIONS IN ENGLISH
(World Marxist Review):
Central Books Ltd.,

37 Grays Inn Roaod,
London, W.C. 1, England

Progress Books,

87 Adelaide St. West,
Toronto 28, Ontario,
Conada

FRENCH EDITIONS

{La Nouvelle Revue
Societe d'Edition et
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