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The world situation
and the revolutionary
process

Boris Ponomaryov
Alternate PB Member
CC Secretary, CPSU

The five vears since the Moscow 1969 International Meeting of Com-
munist and Workers’' Parties are remembered by the peoples as a
significant period in the development of the international situation
and the revolutionary movement.

Events have fully confirmed the meeting’'s conclusion that ‘impe-
rialism can neither regain its lost historical initiative nor reverse
world development.’ The aggravation of capitalism’s economic and
political crisis is clear proof that it cannot resolve the vital problems
now facing mankind. And more and more the masses are coming to
realize that socialism is the highway to social progress for all.

The two most important processes over, the past flive years have
been, first, the growing might of the countries of the socialist com-
munity, their vigorous action together with all the peace forces
against imperialist aggression, for détente and international security;
and second, the mounting struggle of the working class and working
people generally in the capitalist countries, of the ex-colonial peoples
and the anti-impenalist movement as a whole. Developing in inter-
connection, these two cardinal social processes have substantially
changed the international situation in favor of peace and socialism.

New upsurge of world socialism

The 1969 Meeting emphasized that the socialist world had entered a
stage that enabled it to make much fuller use of its vast latent
reserves. The past years have convincingly demonstrated that we
are in a new stage of social, economic and political development.

To take economic policy. As distinct from the recent past, when the
Soviet Union had to concentrate its resources chiefly on expanding
heavy industry, it has now turned to comprehensive solution of
social and economic problems. The growth of its economic, military
and political strength enabled the 24th CPSU Congress to make
higher prosperity standarcs the priority goal, without, however,
relaxing attention to the technical re-equipment of the economy and
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to assuring the country’s defense capacity. Similar changes have taken
place also in the other countries of the socialist community.

In relations between the socialist countries, the period since 1969
has seen the development of socialist economic integration, the
highest form of economic cooperation. It envisages production co-
operation and specialization on a broad scale and closer coordination
of economic plans. It is important to note that fraternal cooperation
of the CMEA countries tends to even out their development levels
and this, in turn, makes their cooperation more effective, increases
its positive impact on their economies and on all aspects of their
social *life.

Socialist economic planning assures high and stable growth rates,
with resultant growth of the CMEA countries’ share in the world
economy, and enhances their political and economic standing. Today,
the chief industrial centers of the capitalist world, including Western
Europe and the U.S., are behind the CMEA countries not only in raw
material resources, but also in industrial potential.

The economic achievements of the Soviet Union and other social-
i1st countries are there for all to see. The world was deeply impressed
by the Soviet Union’s successful fulfilment of the third-year pro-
gram of its current five-year plan. The decisions of the December 1973
CC CPSU Plenum, aimed at higher effectiveness of social production,
are a new and powerful stimulus to economic development.

The achievements of developed socialism are not confined to eco-
nomic growth and higher prosperity standards. The socialist coun-
tries have in recent years made vivid progress in imparting a funda-
mentally new quality to life, one unknown under capitalism, and cre-
ating the conditions for man’s all-round cultural growth and the full
development of his abilities and talents.

The uninterrupted development of socialist democracy - genuine
government by the people and their broad participation in directing
production and the affairs of state —is the unaltering policy of the
Communist and Workers’ Parties of the socialist states. Accordingly,
socialism not merely proclaims, but effectively guarantees the work-
ingman'’s rights and provides conditions enabling him to look to the
future with confidence. Socialism forges the moral and political unity
of the people and creates a social stability which capitalism has no-
where aand never been able to match.

Social and political importance of détente

In the final analysis, it is the achievements of existing socialism that
made possible the historical change from the cold war to détente and
consolidation of the principles of peaceful coexistence of states with
differing social systems.

The concrete results of the struggle for a better international poli-
tical climate are well known. They are: cessation of imperialist ag-
gression in Vietnam, the victory of the heroic Vietnamese people and
creation of the prerequisites for a just peace throughout the whole
of Indochina; progress toward eliminating the consequences of Isra-
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eli aggression in the Middle East and the prospect of resolving the
crisis in this explosive area; recognition of the GDR under interna-
tional law, and the strengthening of Cuba’s positions. They also in-
clude the system of agreements designed to restrict and eliminate
the danger of a world thermonuclear war; the series of agreements
formalizing the results of the Second World War and Europe’s post-
war development; normalizing of international relations and expan-
sion of mutually benehcial cooperation between countries belonging
to the two world social systems.

An important contribution to détente was the meeting of the Poli-
tical Consultative Committee of the Warsaw Treaty held in Warsaw
April 17-18. The views and positions on outstanding Europeon issues
set forth in the hnal communique offer a constructive base for final-
1zing preparations for the concluding phase of the European Security
and Cooperation Conference.

All these changes are the result of the intensive struggle of the
socialist states, the international working class, the national-libera-
tion and all peace-loving democratic forces.

Together with other political forces, the international Communist
movement has done much in recent years to raise the fight for peace
to a new level. The anti-imperialist action program drawn up at the
1969 Meeting has played an important part in this. The results of the
program’s realization are eloquent proof that the socialist commun-
ity countries and the world Communist movement hold the initiative
in the positive development and prevention of a thermonuclear con-
flict. And that initiative is clearly expressed in the Peace Program
adopted by the 24th CPSU Congress.

The social and political significance of recent international deve-
lopments is perfectly obvious. Acceptance aof the inviolability of ex-
isting European boundaries and the obligation of states with differing
social systems stringently to abide by the principles of peaceful co-
existence and non-interference in internal affairs, not only strengthen
peace, but also create the international conditions for the continued
advance of socialism and the democratic and revolutionary struggle
against the system of exploitation. This is emphasized in the clear
and substantiated statement of the Brussels Conference of West-
European Communist Parties and is dealt with also in the Com-
munist press of other continents.

More than anything in the past, official acceptance by the chief
imperialist forces of peaceful coexistence undermines the social basis
of the aggressive military and political organizations ranged against
the Socialist countries and the revolutionary and democratic forces.
Détente strengthens the realistically-minded elements within the
bourgeois camp and helps to isolate the more reactionary imperial-
ist forces, the ‘war parties’ and the military-industrial complexes.

Lastly, détente has stimulated changes within the social democratic
parties. Notwithstanding the anti-Communist policy of a number of
their Right-wing leaders, the leaders of most European socialist and
social democratic parties want to extend contacts with the socialist
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world, and in some countries we have the first steps toward united
action with the Communists. Of course, these positive trends can be
of tangible value to all the forces within the labor movement only
if the Right-wing anti-Communist leaders are neutralized.

In origin, substance and results, détente is not only a political, but
also a social factor representing a new and important stage in the
workldwide anti-imperialist struggle.

The Communists are fully aware that political détente will not de-
velop automatically, without energetic efforts to overcome the resist-
ance of the hardline cold warriors, who are behind all the attempts
to impose ‘détente terms’ obviously calculated to ‘soften up’ and
‘erode’ the socialist community, The forces working for a new mili-
tary and political bloc in Western Europe are more active, too. The
enemies of détente will not stop at armed provocation to torpedo the
peoples of Indochina, and they are continuing their subversion in the
Middle East and Latin America.

There is the sinister fact that even today, in the détente setting,
a process which, essentially, is the material preparation of war is
continuing and gaining momentum.

The imperialist-boosted arms drive forces the socialist countries
to assign the needed funds for defense, and draws into its orbit
dozens of developing countries. Imperialist militarism is, at the same
time, always directed against the interests of the working class and
the democratic forces in the imperialist countries themselves.

That is why the fight for social progress, for the continued advance
of all the revolutionary contingents, imperatively requires an all-out
effort to consolidate international détente and foil the imperialist
strategy based on the permissibility of war.

Discussing the distinctive features of the present period, L. 1. Brezh-
nev, General Secretary of the CC CPSU, emphasized in his speech at
the World Congress of Peace Forces that the road to peace will
not be a smooth and simple one. ‘As in the past, it will require not
only consistency, firmness and energy, but also better forms, new
methods, timely and precise initiatives to prevent the rise of centers
of tension and setbacks in the détente process.’

Qualitative changes in the general crisis of capitalism

International détente does not, of course, repeal the laws governing
the development of capitalist society, and has not brought it a respite.

The crisis of the capitalist system now manifests itself in widely
different areas: the energy crisis, monetary crisis, economic-policy
crisis, overproduction crisis, crisis in relations between imperialism’s
chief power centers, the United States, Western Europe and Japan,
the political and ideological crisis —a combination of crisis processes
unique in the history of postwar capitalism.

And vet only a while ago bourgeois ideologists were maintaining
that, for capitalism, the time of crisis had passed: the scientific and
technological revolution had ostensibly cured capitalism of all its ills,
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heightened its vitality, infused new strength. But Marxists had always
seen behind the much-vaunted ‘economic miracles’ of some capitalist
countries deep-going processes that were undermining the very foun-
dations of bourgeois society. Thus, in 1966, the Central Committee Re-
port to the 23rd CPSU Congress stated: ‘The inner destructive forces
of the capitalist economy continue to operate, and it cannot avert
fresh upheavals.’ And this in the Document of the 1969 Meeting: ‘The
scientific and technological revolution accelerates the socialization
of the economy; under monopoly domination this leads to the repro-
duction of social antagonisms on a growing scale and in a sharper
form.” And reality furnishes incontestable confirmation of both state-
ments.

The outstanding feature in the economic picture is the unprece-
dented combination of energy crisis, growing unemployment and in-
flation. What do we see in the U.S. today? A ‘troika’ reign of inflation,
unemployment, shortages. And this not from a Communist, but from
J. K. Galbraith, the well-known bourgeois economist.

Only vesterday a combination of rapid inflation and production
stagnation — now described as ‘stagflation’ - seemed unnatural. Today
it is taken for granted, and there are now, unexpected combinations:
energy, raw material and food shortages coupled with overproduc-
tion of many commodities, for instance.

And so, only two or three years after the wave of serious slumps
and economic recession that swept the capitalist world in 1969-1971,
again we have industrial boom giving way to drastic economic de-
terioration. Is this not clear evidence of the bankruptcy of state-
monopoly capitalism’s economic policy?

There has also been a sharp aggravation of contradictions between
imperialist countries. U.S. finance capital is trying to exploit its lead
in oil and gas to avenge its recent defeat on the world capitalist
market, symbolized by the collapse of the monetary system built on
dollar supremacy. At the same time, U.S. imperialism is seeking to
bolster its political position and patch up the global system of im-
perialist military alliances under its aegis.

However, the U.S. economic and political counter-offensive is meet-
ing with increasing resistance. This can be seen in America’s grow-
ing cont;adictions with Western Europe, notably France, and sharper
economic rivalry with Japan. And to these imperialist conflicts should
be added the new tangle of contradictions within the Common Market
and also between Japan and the West European countries.

In present-day conditions the sharper antagonism between the im-
perialist countries and the Third World stands out in especially bold
relief. For many years the imperialist monopolies used the develop-
ment of synthetic materials, increased agricultural output in the capi-
talist countries, etc., to pressure the former colonies into selling their
produce at a lower price. The result has been steadily and sharply
to reduce the developing countries’ share in world trade and widen
the economic gap between the two groups of non-socialist countries.

Now the developing countries, notably those of the Arab East, are
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taking advantage of the dependence of many industries of the im-
perialist countries, particularly those producing synthetic materials,
on oil imports, to deal imperialism a retaliatory blow. The shock-
force of imperialist expansion, the international supermonopolies, are
now more frequently confronted with a united front of countries
that have broken out of colonial oppression and are now asserting
their sovereign right to dispose of their natural wealth. The energy
crisis is but a reflection of the crisis of the entire system of economic
relations between imperialism and the Third World, the crisis of neo-
colonialist policy.

Never before have crisis processes in the economy and the factors
that deepén the political crisis in individual imperialist countries and
in the whole system of capitalist international relations been so closely
interrelated, and never before have they so powerfully affected each
other. And if we examine these sharpening crisis processes in their
aggregate, we shall find that what we have is not merely the further
deepening, but a definite qualitative change in the development of

the general crisis of capitalism within the framework of its third
stage.

Sharper class battles

The collapse of hopes for durable social and political stability in the
imperialist countries —such is the distinguishing feature of the pres-
ent stage of capitalism’s general crisis and, at the same time, the in-
evitable consequence of its development. Practically everywhere the

class struggle has taken on a new sharpness. This is evidenced by the
overall social picture in the capitalist countries in the past few years;
the vast scope of the strike movement, the severity of social and
political conflicts, political tension, recurring government crises and,
in a number of countries, the sharp crisis of the system of govern-
ment and the institutions of power.

Events in the past few years have convincingly confirmed the thesis
of the 1969 Meeting that the working class is the main motive and
mobilizing force of the revolutionary struggle, of the entire demo-
cratic, anti-imperialist movement. Events have confirmed that the
class struggle of the working people is increasingly directed against
the system of state-monopoly domination.

The economic basis of social maneuvering by the monopolies has
visibly narrowed since the 1960s. More and more frequently the rul-
ing element resorts to wage restrictions and measures against the
trade unions. The natural result is the sharpening of class struggle.
However, this does not testify to the growing strength of the enemies
of the working class. That was impressively demonstrated by the
Tories’ anti-labor policy in Britain. The three-day week and corres-
ponding wage cuts - essentially monopoly capital’s reply to the mas-
sive strikes of the miners and other contingents of the working class
- was a nationwide lockout that made the entire working population
semi-unemployed. The frontal attack on the working class failed. The
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miners won a convincing victory and the Tories were defeated in the
parliamentary elections.

The discussions at the conferences of West-European Communist
parties in London (1971) and Brussels (1974) showed the need for
joint, practical international working-class action to halt the multi-
national companies’ attacks on the workers’ trade-union rights and
social gains. Coordinating the struggle of the workers employed by
these trans-national monopolies in the various countries has become
an urgent problem, especially in the battle against increasing U.S.
monopoly expansion, EEC anti-democratic social policies, and the
plans to use the EEC to .consolidate the most reactionary forces.

No one will deny that the national-liberation movement, too, has
taken on a more pronounced social content. Countries with progres-
sive regimes continue to play an important part in extending social
and economic change. However, the prospects of the national-liber-
ation struggle depend in no small measure on a decisive rebuff to
the dangerous tendencies toward anti-democratic policies, reaction-

ary nationalism and anti-Communism that have come to the surface
in some of these countries.

Democratic and anti-imperialist tendencies are acquiring increas-
ing importance in India, Bangladesh, the Malagasy Republic, Sri
Lanka and other countries. And as the 1969 Meeting foresaw, there
is widening social differentiation in the newly liberated countries and
a sharpening conflict between the democratic forces and those of im-
perialism and internal reaction. This process is extending to coun-
tries which only a short while ago were considered secure bases of
neo-colonialism (e.g., Thailand and the Philippines). Patriotic-minded

people in these new national states are increasingly attracted to so-
cialist ideas.

The crisis of capitalism and the fascist danger

It should be remembered that reaction always tries to use a crisis
situation and heightened social and political instability for counter-
blows against the working class. Rightist elements are now more
active in many countries of Europe, among them Italy, France and
the FRG. The latest reactionary coup in Greece and the fascist terror
in Spain are symptomatic. In this situation, the warning sounded by
the 1969 Meeting that fascism steps up its activity at the height of a

crisis, is especially pertinent, as is also the Meeting’s call to Com-
munists to repel all pro-fascist sallies.

The Chilean people’s tragedy today is evidence of the reality of the
fascist danger. Many people have awakened to the fact that the rep-
ressive measures adopted in Chile - the shootings, prison camps, book
burnings - are all fascist, Hitlerite methods. The events in Chile have
given rise to a powerful international campaign in defense of Chile’s
democrats and revolutionary fighters, for saving activists and leaders
of the Communist and Socialist parties and other patriotic forces

from persecution. Characteristically, there is a tendency to analyze
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the lessons of Chile in terms of the outlook for revolutionary progress
in present-day conditions.

Our revoltuion, too, came up against the fierce resistance of the
reactionary bourgeoisie and world imperialism. That resistance suf-
fered a crushing defeat due to a firm, far-sighted, principled and flex-
ible Leninist policy accepting blocs with other parties, necessary com-
promises and temporary changes of policy, of which the New Eco-
nomic Policy was a vivid example. That is why at crucial moments
of the revolution, at its turning points, the working class had ade-
quate support from the majority of the people, while the reaction-
ary forces and their henchmen found themselves in isolation.

Communists know how to draw lessons from setbacks as well.
Study of the experience of the Paris Commune and the 1905 revolu-
tion in Russia, that is, of abortive armed revolutions, made it possible
to evolve the strategy and tactics which ensured the historic victory
in October 1917. In today’s conditions, the Chilean events, which fur-
nished the first example of ‘peaceful’ revolutionary development over
a long period, are most valuable to Marxist-Leninists from the point
of view of perfecting revolutionary strategy and tactics.

If we were to attempt a summary — in very general terms, of course
- of the problems raised by these events, we could say the following,

To begin with, the setback should not detract from the positive
aspects of the experience of the selfless activity of Chile’s revolution-
aries — its Communists and socialists. It was shown for the whole
world to see that a Left bloc led by the working-class parties and
inspired by Marxist-Leninist ideas can come to power in a constitu-
tional way and that, moreover, a considerable part of the peasantry
and other middle strata can be won for the revolution.

Secondly, whereas in the Russia of 1917 the revolutionary process
developed peacefully for only several months, in Chile there was a
three-year period leading —it is essential to point this out - to im-
portant social and economic changes in the interest of the working
people. This development was arrested precisely when there was a
new upsurge among the masses in support of the revolution with its
promise of further gains. It should be stressed that it was not the
revolution but the counter-revolution that openly and brazenly violat-
ed the Constitution and trampled democratic rights underfoot. This
confirms an objective law which has repeatedly manifested itself in
the history of revolutions, namely, that whenever a real threat to the
class interests of the bourgeoisie develops, it resorts to its substan-
tial resources, in particular its links with international capital, in an
effort to frustrate the revolutionary process and uses the most ex-
treme, terroristic, dictatorial methods to suppress and defeat the
revolution.

It follows that the events in Chile are a further reminder of the
importance of maintaining revolutionary gains, of the tremendous im-
portance of being prepared to promptly change forms of struggle,
peaceful and non-peaceful, of the ability to repel the counter-revolu-
tionary violence of the bourgeoisie with revolutionary violence. Those
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events are also a reminder of the need to approach the issue of the
peaceful, non-armed road to a victorious revolution from a correct,
Leninist position. The peaceful development of the revolution is guar-
anteed not only by an alignment of social forces under which the
bourgeoisie would not venture to start a civil war, but by the con-
stant preparedness of the revolutionary vanguard and the masses -
in deed and not in words - to use the boldest means of struggle
should the situation require it.

Experience shows that the revolution can make good progress if its
social basis is consolidated and reinforced. This depends primarily
on economic policy. After decisive political success it is the economy
that becomes the main field of battle for victory of the revolution.
The problem of framing and consistently implementing a correct
economic policy in the period of transition, of choosing the forms
and setting the pace of economic change, is complicated by the fact
that the bourgeoisie uses economic blockade, artificially accentuated
economic difficulties and industrial sabotage as a key weapon.

Reaction plainly counts on the vacillation, half-heartedness and du-
ality of the petty bourgeoisiec and the middle strata, hoping to dis-
sociate them from the working class and set them against it. Besides,
the class enemy actively uses groups of ‘Left’wing adventurers which
play an objectively provocative role, especially when the revolution
is developing peacefully. A fundamental problem invariably facing
Communists is to fight with determination against the erroneous line
and action of these group and at the same time to work patiently
among those influenced by them, and give the right direction to their
revolutionary enthusiasm.

The role of the mass media in the social and political struggles of
today has grown to an extent unseen in past revolutions. The Chilean
experience shows that to achieve victory it is essential to deprive the
class enemy of the mass information and propaganda media.

In fighting against revolution and the working-class movement gen-
erally, reactionaries assign the most important role to the army and
diverse police agencies, which they try to turn into a bulwark
of conservatism by isolating them from the people and inculcating
in them an anti-Communist spirit. The facts show that reaction un-
heisitatingly uses the armed forces when its power over society
i1s really threatened, and not only in Latin America with its tradition
of pronunciamientos, but in developed capitalist countries as well.
This is why, even when the revolution follows a peaceful course, it is
of crucial importance to deprive the old regime of important levers
of power such as the army and to form a new state apparatus. There
is no such thing as an army outside the state or outside politics.

Fundamental problems of the Marxist-Leninist theory of revolution
were again brought to the fore in the most dramatic way by the Chil-
ean events. It is pertinent in this connection to recall a prediction
made by Marx. The experience of the revolutions of the 19th century,
he said, indicated that modern revolutions would be less and less
‘improvised’ and spontaneous and more and more socially conscious
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and organized actions by the masses and by parties. This has a
direct bearing on our time. The Chilean events have served to re-

emphasize the importance of safeguarding and defending socialism
and revolutionary gains by all necessary means.

Growing significance of the ideological struggle

The class confrontation on the world scene extends to every public
sphere. Nor is it accidental that ideological issues are gaining in im-
portance in the process. The struggle for people’s minds is, in the
final analysis, one of the decisive areas of the competition between
the two systems.

Lenin taught Communists that to defeat reaction, we must, first
of all, ‘free the masses from the ideological influence’* of reaction.
Thus Lenin’s thesis applies to revolutionary struggle generally and to
what is inseparable from it-the struggle against imperialist war
and aggression, for the assertion of the principles of peaceful coex-
istence. Hence, international détente means extending and carrying
deeper the ideological struggle, and does not mean ‘peaceful coexist-
ence’ of the two opposed ideologies.

The results of the ideological struggle between socialism and capi-
talism show more and more clearly in the character and pace of
social development. The conditions of this struggle are changing, be-
cause both sides use the powerful modern mass media, which are

making rapid progress under the impact of the scientific and tech-
nological revolution.

Reactionaries try harder and harder to discredit socialism. They
bank above all on nationalism and on efforts to undermine socialist
society in various countries and loosen the unity of the socialist
community.

The opponents of international détente resort to anti-Sovietism to
step up the arms race and revive the cold war. Anti-Sovietism also
suits those who regard détente as a means facilitating subversion
against socialist countries.

Consequently, anti-Sovietism has become something of a center
of activity for aggressive and, in general reactionary, elements intent
on curbing anti-imperialist forces and undermining the struggle of
the masses against the exploiting system of capitalism.

This is why the fraternal parties rightly stress that the fight against
anti-Sovietism is a matter for all working people, for all democrats
and patriots. They attach key importance to comparison of the main
trends in the condition of the working people. Under socialism, the
trend is toward extending socialist democracy, making it richer in
content, brnging the masses more and more into real management
of public affairs and into government, and steadily improving the
standard of life, which makes people confident of the future. Under
capitalism, the trend is toward curtailing and nullifying democratic
rights, toward lowering the standard of life, which results in social
insecurity.

*Coll. Works, Vol. 11, p. 382,
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To diminish the appeal of socialism, anti-Communists often resort
to a biased comparison of certain aspects of life in capitalist and so-
calist countries. This makes the criteria of competition between the
two opposed systems very important. No one in the socialist coun-
tries wants to compete with capitalism in things reflecting the char-
acteristics of this exploiting system and its historical limitations. What
must play a growing role in comparing socialism with capitalism are
the indicators of genuine care for the working man, unfailing and in-
creasing satisfaction of his material requirements and the provision
of conditions for his full spiritual development.

Explaining the program objectives of socialist international policy
and fully revealing the world outlook which guides socialist coun-
tries, are tasks that hold a special place in the ideological struggle.
Soviet Communists see their duty in helping world opinion, hundreds
of millions of people on earth, to realize that socialism and peace
are inseparable and that thanks to socialism, to its prestige and

power, it has become really possible to prevent world wars and curb
imperialist aggression.

Active resistance to the Chinese leadership’s policies and propa-
ganda, attacking the socialist community and the foreign policies of
brother parties and countries, remains an important aspect of the
ideological activity of the CPSU on the international scene.

The new political and ideological campaign ‘criticizing Confucious
and Lin Piao,” like the ‘cultural revolution’ before it, is assuming the
character of militant anti-Sovietism, which has already done incalcu-
lable harm to the Chinese people first and foremost, and to socialism
and the fight against imperialism.

At a time when all democrats and peace-loving people are striving
to consolidate détente and curb aggressive forces everywhere, Peking
tries deliberately and with provocative intent to discredit and tor-
pedo the process of détente.

At a time when the Communist parties of European countries and
all peace forces are trying harder than ever to turn Europe into a
continent of peace and international cooperation, the CPC leadership
suggests in so many words that NATO be strengthened as a counter
to the Warsaw Treaty organization, and supports dangerous plans
hatched by the more reactionary forces of Europe to form a new
military bloc on the basis of the Common Market,

At a time when Communists and democrats are extending their
struggle against the fascist danger and organizing a campaign of in-
ternational solidarity with the Chilean people, Peking demonstrative-
ly backs the Chilean military junta which has perpetrated unheard of
crimes.

The CPSU regards it as its duty to persevere in resisting the anti-
Leninist line of today’s Chinese leadership, a line detrimental to so-
cialism and the Communist and national liberation movement as a
whole. At the same time, the Soviet Union continues, as we always
stress, to favor normal relations with the PRC and would welcome
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China’s constructive participation in the settlement of international
problems.

The present situation and the world Communist movement

‘We say with rightful pride,’ wrote L. 1. Brezhnev in this journal,
commenting on the results of the 1969 Meeting, ‘that never before
has a political movement or ideological current played as tremendous
a revolutionizing role in the life of mankind as the international Com-
munist and working-class movement . . . The future of mankind in
this, the last third of the twentieth century, depends largely on the

growing might and strength of this movement, on unity of action of
the Communist and Workers’ parties.’

The world Communist movement has gained considerably in strength
since the 1969 Meeting. Its political prestige and the influence of Com-
munist and Workers’ parties have grown appreciably in the past five
years. Looking back, we realize all the more clearly the timeliness of
the Meeting and the vast importance of the documents formulated
by it for the Communists to win new positions in the struggle against
imperialism, for closer cohesion and greater militancy of the world
Communist movement itself and for extending the anti-imperialist
front generally.

These years have shown again that in today’s conditions meetings
of brother parties are the most effective and acceptable form of
internationalist relations between Communist parties. Very many
fraternal parties say so in their statements and documents. Further
evidence of this are the regional meetings of Communists, theoretical
conferences and multilateral contacts in other forms which have
gained in frequency since the Moscow Meeting and become firmly
established in our movement.

Indeed, brother parties have this yvear held conferences which we
consider very important. In January representatives of 67 parties
attended a conference on the work of World Marxist Review, where
they had a fruitful and interesting exchange of opinion and infor-
mation on a number of topical problems. The conference of Com-
munist parties of Western Europe, which met in Brussels at the
end of January, undoubtedly helped to coordinate Communist policy
in the struggle against monopoly capital. It stressed their deter-
mination to work actively and in common with other contingents
of our movement for lasting peace and security in Europe, for the
promotion of new principles in international relations generally.

At these meetings and in public appearances by leaders of a
number of fraternal parties, it was said that there are fundamental
changes, new trends and new processes in the world situation whizh
entitle us to speak of both a serious change in the very conditions
of the Communists’ struggle over the past five years and the new
tasks facing our movement. The CPSU, for its part, maintains that
assessment of the progress made on the basis of the conclusions
of the 1969 Meeting, analysis of the processes and phenomena
characterizing the evolution of the international situation today
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and definition of the line of united action by the Communists in
new conditions, require collective effort by brother parties.

The initiative of a number of parties calling for a European
conference of Communist and Workers’ parties similar to the Kar-
lovy Vary Conference of 1967 likewise meets the requirements of
the situation and the needs of the Communist movement.

In view of the extraordinary intensification of international rela-
tions typical of our time, with the ideological struggle gaining in
force and influencing the entire life of society more and more,
Communists make a special effort consistently to apply and carry
forward the principles of proletarian internationalism.

Proletarian internationalism is an earnest of success in building
socialism and communism. Loyalty to it is the main condition for
ensuring the interaction of the three main revolutionary streams of
the national liberation struggle. Proletarian internationalism is our
unique weapon in the struggle against imperialism, for peace, de-
mocracy and national independence, for the ideals of communism.

Economic integration
of sovereign states

Horst Sinderman

Member PB, CC SUPG
Chairman, GDR Council of
Ministers

The concept of socialist economic cooperation is gaining ever richer
content with the passage of time. Some five years ago, in our March
1969 issue, we presented a selection of articles describing the then
already not inconsiderable achievements, ushering in a distinctly
new stage in the cooperation of the countries of the socialist com-
munity. It was in 1969 that a special session of CMEA, attended by
leaders of the Communist parties and governments of member coun-
tries, adopted an agreed policy of socialist integration, which has
since then become the main form of cooperation. Along with the
article below, socialist integration is examined in other articles
of this issue: a dialogue between Polish and Soviet scholars on
international socialist property, a study of the mechanics of socialist
economic integration by a working group of representatives of
fraternal parties, and a statistical survey.

The steadily increasing importance of international relations is a
natural part of the process of history. The world character of social
development noted by the Marxist-Leninist classics, stands out in
ever bolder relief. The interconnection and interdependence of coun-
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tries and peoples is visibly greater. This is reflected, among other
things, by the current turn from cold war to détente, from confronta-
tion to broader cooperation based on the principles of the peaceful
coexistence of states with different social systems.

The Peace Program of the 24th CPSU Congress, actively supported
by the Communist and Workers’ Parties of the fraternal socialist
countries and all progressives of the world, has wrought far-reaching
positive changes, notably in Europe, where coexistence principles
have been accepted as foreign-policy guidelines by nearly all countries.
The European peoples are clearly determined to follow the path
of peaceful coexistence, blazed by the Soviet Union and its allies
of the socialist community. This line, reaffirmed in the communique
of the recent Warsaw conference of the Warsaw Treaty countries’
Political Consultative Committee assures a peaceful environment and
good-neighbor relations on the continent and elsewhere. Other con-
tinents, too, could by following this line rid themselves of wars
now -—and not at some distant date.

The solid alliance of socialist states is a guarantee of peace. Our
common policy is further to consolidate the unity of Communist and
Workers’ Parties on the dependable basis of Marxism-Leninism and
proletarian internationalism, to deepen the all-round cooperation of
the fraternal peoples, and tighten their economic bonds by socialist
integration. We have declared our aim: to unite the forces of the
countries of the socialist community and make the utmost use of
the advantages of the new social system to improve the material and
technical basis of socialism and communism.

That this is the right thing to do is confirmed by the Comprehensive
Program for the CMEA countries’ socialist economic integration, and
by the results of their joint activity of the past 25 years. It is in-
creasingly obvious that the attraction and international prestige of
the socialist community will continue to rise. But for this we must
make fuller use of the opportunities for cooperation among our
countries in order to accelerate the integrational processes.

The 27th Session of CMEA (1973) recorded available opportunities
for speedier implementation of the Comprehensive Program. With an
eye on the long term, the main accent is laid on one of the most
difficult aspects of communist construction, namely, convergence of
the national economies of sovereign socialist states, and the progres-
sive interweaving of their structures. While working for integration,
we are also seeing to the affairs of the present day. The scientific-
technical revolution poses problems that can only be resolved jointly.

Oriented chiefly on integration, the new and higher level of eco-
nomic cooperation requires new answers to a number of fundamental,
purely economic, juridical and political questions. These include
the relation of socialist integration and state sovereignty, joint
guidance of integrational processes, and consolidation of planning in
international cooperation. Facilitated by their political unity, the
countries of the socialist community work in common on the an-
swers to these and other questions. Improvement of the forms and
methods of cooperation in the CMEA framework is indisputably the
principal means of resolving our problems.
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Highly important politically and in practice is the Marxist-Leninist
definition of the content, forms and methods of cooperation among
socialist countries, and a correct alignment of national and inter-
national interests, of the general and particular, within the socialist
community. The effectiveness of the policy of the fraternal parties,
aimed at consolidating the unity of our countries, depends on our
answers to all these questions. Naturally, this unity is not an immut-
able concept. Its content grows richer and its forms change, depend-
ing on the features prevalent at the various stages of the international
relations of the new type. The deeper the political, economic, ideologi-
cal and military cooperation of the countries of the socialist commu-
nity becomes, the stronger the influence of socialist economic inte-
gration on all social spheres, and the more diverse are the forms
of their mutual ties.

In the developed capitalist countries internationalization of pro-
duction has resulted in more intensive exploitation of workers at
home and in countries economically, and to varying degrees politic-
ally, dependent on imperialist monopolies and states. And since the
principal powers in the capitalist world pursue their egoistic interests
in the drive for maximum profit, the contradictions between countries
and groups of countries are growing more acute. This results in
inequality and discrimination.

In contrast, the content of international relations within the social-
ist world is distinctly internationalist, for internationalism is an essen-
tial feature of the working class, whose social nature is opposite to
that of the bourgeoisie. National and international obligations are
compounded on the basis of the principles of proletarian, socialist
internationalism regulating relations between the fraternal socialist
countries.

The working class movement, its struggle for liberation, has upheld
the idea of international solidarity since the moment the workers’
class consciousness was aroused. And with the proletariat becoming
the dominant class, the right and duty of every socialist state to
build socialism and communism in its own country combines with
its right and duty to cooperate with other fraternal countries. There-
fore, for us state sovereignty is a dialectical unity comprising the
inalienable right to sovereign statehood and affiliation with the com-
munity of fraternal states, and the establishment and continuous
deepening of ties with its other members in the interest of the all-
round progress of the community and each of its member-countries.
‘Identification with the community of socialist states,” Erich Honecker,
First Secretary of the SUPG, said at the Eighth Congress of the SUPG,
‘is a dependable guarantee of the sovereignty of our German Demo-
cratic Republic.’

Socialist international law took shape gradually in the period since
the founding of the Soviet Union, the world’s first socialist state. Its
content is based on the principles of socialist internationalism.

State sovereignty is the inalienable attribute of a state as a subject
of international law. Its content is closely linked with the class
character of the social system. And socialist sovereignty is the result
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of the power of the working class and its alliance with the people. It
is secured by the leading position of the working class in the socialist
countries and by the might of their community. It is, therefore, guar-
anteed twice over.

In the capitalist world the principle of sovereignty is raised to an
absolute. This finds its extreme expression in the wish to affirm the
right to war as an instrument of state policy. What this amounts to,
by and large, is the imperialist formula that everything a state may
do in conformity with its capacity to achieve its aims, is incontest-
ably lawful.

The democratic principles of modern international law, which
took root chiefly through the victory over fascism of the Soviet Union
and its allies, exclude the use and threat of force, and substitute the
obligation to safeguard peace for the imperialist ‘right’ to war. The
foes of détente, the aggressive forces of imperialism and reaction,
are going out of their way to obstruct the implementation of general
democratic legal principles, and to discredit socialist international
law, which represents the highest attainment in modern inter-govern-
mental legal standards.

Marxist-Leninists associate the general democratic standards and
principles applied in inter-governmental relations between socialist
countries with the principles of socialist internationalism. Such prin-
ciples as equality, respect for independence and sovereignty, territorial
integrity, inviolability of frontiers, and the like, contain a new and
higher quality in the relations between fraternal countries, because
they are applied to strengthen the socialist community in the joint
struggle against imperialism, for peace, democracy and social pro-
gress. Socialist sovereignty is the highest of all the types of state
sovereignty known in history precisely because it derives {rom the
most progressive and stable of all social systems and the broad ini-
tiative of the masses.

The progressive, humane and universally recognized general demo-
cratic standards of modern international law, as set out in Article
Two of the UN Charter, declare the principle of the sovereign equality
of states as inalienable and imperative. Its consistent observance is
an inviolable rule of inter-governmental relations of the new type.

But that is just one principle of socialist sovereignty. There are
also the principles of all-round and continuously deeper cooperation,
fraternal aid and mutual support. The fraternal Parties’ striving
to consolidate and expand inter-governmental relations, including
ecoomic, is formalized in treaties of friendship, cooperation and
mutual aid, and other bilateral and multilateral agreements between
the socialist states. Socialism’s progressively more solid positions in
each country and on the world scene enrich scialist sovereignty and

give it new internationalist features implicit in socialism as a social
and also a world system.

The socialist community is a community of independent states
linked by an identity of vital interests and aims. Nor have these
countries surrendered their sovereign rights to any inter-governmental
or supranational body. This is why the general and specific tasks
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relating to the building of the new society are handled on a national,
state level. Thet state is full proprietor of the country’s means of
production and national income. It bears full responsibility before
its people. for effective use of the national economic potential and
the best distribution of the national income. None but the state may
employ the national wealth for plan-regulated extended reproduction,
calculated to raise the nation’s living standard. Simultaneously, being
a component of the fraternal community of socialist states, each
state has an objective stake in the community’s political, economic
and military consolidation, and each makes its contribution for this
end.

A country’s economic potential is the crucial factor of its influence
in international affairs, and essential for forging genuine sovereignty.
For this economic potential to grow rapidly it is exceedingly im-
portant to exploit the advantages of the socialist international division
of labor. In their comprehensive socialist economic integration pro-
gram, the Communist and Workers' Parties of the CMEA countries
defined the ways and means of balancing the common interests and
the specific interests of each. The program, therefore, is fairst and
foremost a unanimous expression of allegiance to socialist inter-
nationalism. Its provisions coincide with the conclusion of the 24th
CPSU Congress, which generalizes the collective experience of the
fraternal parties of the countries of the socialist community: “Suc-
cesses in socialist construction largely depend on the correct combina-
tion of the general and the nationally specific in social development.
Not only are we now theoretically aware but also have been con-
vinced in practice that the way to socialism and its main features
are determined by the general regularities, which are inherent in
the development of all the socialist countries. We are also aware that
the effect of the general regularities is manifested in different forms
consistent with concrete historical conditions and national specifics.
It is impossible to build socialism without basing oneself on general
regularities or taking account of the concrete historical specifics of
each country.’

Socialist economic integration is based on the dialectical inter-
connection and interaction of the international and national, and does
not violate state sovereignty. It is an objective process. Participation
in it is subject to the sovereign consent of each separate state. This
is the guarantee that the state interests of each participating country
will be respected. However, voluntary participation also predicates
responsibility first and foremost for consequent fulfilment in the
spirit of socialist internationalism of all assumed obligations. Thus
respect for sovereignty means not least of all a responsible attitude
toward the interests of the community and of each of its partners.

International factors have begun to play a greater role in the
promotion of the state interests of socialist countries as the universal
laws governing socialist construction operate more deeply and com-
prehensively. First, the state interests coinciding with the common
interests of the community increase in number. As integrational
measures make headway, for example, improving the material and
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technical basis of the separate countries, and also improving the
system of planning, management and economic stimulation, becomes
increasingly an object of common concern. Secondly, common inter-
ests come to the forefront in further expanding the political, economic
and military strength of separate countries and the community as
a whole in order to assure security and provide favorable inter-
national conditions for building socialism.

But how to develop and improve the more adequate forms and
ways of agreeing national state interests? Socialist economic inte-
gration requires joint solutions of an international nature in diverse
spheres of society, because the mere fulfilment of national economic
targets canot assure the maximum development of the productive
forces, which Marx described as the economic basis of society.

With the present interlacement of the processes of reproduction,
no country of the socialist community can adopt important economic
decisions without long-term forecasting and without taking into
account the implications of international cooperation. National eco-
nomies will not attain the highest possible efficiency, unless they
make the fullest use of the opportunities presented by socialist eco-
nomic integration.

The Marxist-Leninist-classics have always associated socialism with
plan-regulated social development. ‘The proletariat,’ Engels wrote,
“assumes social power and by virtue of this power converts the
social means of production slipping out of the hands of the bour-
geoisie into the property of all society. By this act it liberates the
means of production from everything that had until then been typical
for them as capital, and offers full freedom of development to their
social nature. It becomes possible from then on to conduct social
production in accordance with a plan drawn up beforehand.’

With the development of the socialist world system it becomes
possible and necessary to regulate economic relations between the
socialist countries through planning. The increasing international
socialization of labor requires harmonious national and international
coordination, so that labor could be distributed and used according
to plan.

The CMEA countries’ collective efforts to build and perfect devel-
oped socialism are objectively connected with expanded cooperation
in planning. Planning is the main instrument of the working class
and its parties, ensuring consistent and timely implementation of
integrational measures. Thanks to the Comprehensive Program and
the decisions of the 26th and 27th CMEA sessions we have made
further headway in joint planning. Among other things, it is increas-
ingly becoming one of the main methods in the activity of the inter-
national economic organizations established by the fraternal countries.

It depends on the degree of joint planning how fully the common
interests and requirements of the countries of the socialist communi-
ty become the point of departure in integration (with consideration
for the various specific interests of each country); how fully the
resources and capacities of the separate countries, pooled according
to plan, are used to meet the joint demands, and how effectively the
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advantages of cooperation forge still greater harmony between the
general and the specific interests.

By virtue of available experience in joint planning, the member-
countries have agreed that it should run along the following lines:

- continuous improvement of the coordination of five-year plans. A
plan for 1976-1980 is being worked out for multilateral integrational
measures, laying the foundation for the fulfilment of the Compre-
hensive Program. In addition, the five-year plans of the member-
countries will contain special commitments related to integration;

-new forms of cooperation will be progressively introduced, such
as joint forecasting, joint long-term planning, and joint programming
in selected fields. This will deepen cooperation in planning and will
stabilize the coordination of five-year plans.

Joint planning extends the sphere of state sovereignlty, encompass-
ing responsibility for stable and consistent production by all CMEA
countries, for preparing integrational measures, and carrying out
commitments. This cannot be mechanically identified with planning
in the separate countries, effected on the basis of national socialist
ownership of the means of production and the principles of demo-
cratic centralism. Joint planning is based on an identity of the
interests of the participating states. It materializes in a system of
bilateral and multilateral agreements, treaties, charters, and the
like, which must be backed by the national economic plans of the
member-countries and reflected in their legal standards.

The common interest in assuring the best possible conditions for
reproduction and higher labor productivity, to which Marxist-
Leninists give priority as ‘the touchstone of social development’
(Lenin, Vol. 32, p. 235), prompts the CMEA countries to take new
steps toward international socialization of production. In some
fields we have to pool material and financial resources, as well as
manpower, in order to find the best place for using them from
the standpoint of their effectiveness for the community as a whole.
A higher degree of concentration will thus lead to higher productivity
of labor and growth of production.

At present socialization of labor within the socialist community
materializes in joint investments, international economic organiza-
tions, enterprises belonging to two or several states, etc.

Active cooperation, notably in fields decisive for speedier scienti-
fic and technical progress, is the common concern and common inter-
est of all the countries of the socialist community. For example,
the CMEA countries have pooled their resources in the Interatom-
energo agency in order to expand production of equipment and

material for, and help each other to build, atomic power stations
and to train personnel for them.

All these new forms of cooperation - joint planning in selected
fields, joint investments, and international economic organizations -
involve the question of sovereignty, which we settle on the basis
of the principles of proletarian internationalism. Is the sovereignty
of the Soviet Union impaired when fraternal countries build joint
enterprises on Soviet territory to develop Soviet natural resources?
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Or is the sovereignty of the GDR or Czechoslovakia impaired by
their cooperation in producing olefines? The answer will be found
in the concrete mechanism of cooperation, which differs from similar
mechanisms 1n the capitalist world.

It depends on the freely taken and sovereign decision of each
country whether or not, and in what form, it will participate in
the various integrational measures. The countries of the socialist
community make their decisions on the basis of proletarian inter-
nationalism and the principle ol interest. This also applies to the
International Investment Bank, and the research and production
agency Interatominstrument, both of which envisage possible adop-
tion of decisions by a qualified majority. This decision-making pro-
cedure does not impinge on the sovereign rights ol member-coun-

tries, assuring successful operation of the international socialist
economic organizations.

Observance of state sovereignty is an essential precondition for
the implementation of the Comprehensive Socialist Economic Inte-

gration Program. The quality and intensity, rate and desirability
of the forms of joint action are subject to the sovereign consent
of the countries concerned, their parties and governments. By par-
ticipating in the integration processes the socialist countries contrib-
ute to the further consolidation of the socialist community. They
also multiply the opportunities for acelerating their own develop-
ment, assuring their own stable and long-termm economic growth.
This is how joint advance toward the common goal is achieved. ‘One
of the most important tasks before the Communist and Workers'
Parties of the socialist countries,” the International Meeting of
Communist and Workers’ Parties said in 1969, ‘is to develop all-
embracing cooperation between their countries and ensure fresh
successes in the decisive areas of the economic competition between
the two systems, in the advance of science and technology.’

Conference of Political
Consultative Committee
of Warsaw Treaty
Member-States

The Political Consultative Committee of the Member-States of the
Warsaw Treaty of Friendship, Cooperation and Mutual Assistance
convened April 17-18, 1974, in Warsaw. It was attended by Party-
Government delegations from Bulgaria, Hungary, the German Demo-
cratic Republic, Poland, Rumania, the USSR and Czechoslovakia, and
discussed questions of European security and détente.

A communique was issued which emphasized that the trend toward
détente is at present the dominant feature in European affairs and
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in the rest of the world. The principle of peaceful coexistence of
states with differing social systems is gaining wider and wider ac-
ceptance in the practice of international relations, together with such
basic norms of relations between stiates as respect for independence
and sovereignty, equality, territorial integrity, inviolability of Euro-
pean frontiers, renunciation of the use or threat of force, and non-
interference in internal affairs.

At the same time, the Conference participants pointed out that the
forces of imperialism and reaction have not laid down their arms and
are trying to oppose and arrest the process of détente, which cor-
responds to the aspirations of the peoples. The communique ex-
presses the firm conviction that, acting together, the peoples of the
world, all progressive, democratic, anti-imperialist and peace-loving
forces, will be able to gain the upper hand, uphold their vital in-
terests and ensure respect for the right of each people to decide its
own destiny.

The constructive foreign policy activity of the socialist countries,
the Soviet Union in the first place, especially the signing of the
treaties and agreements with the FRG, have contributed toward
normalizing the situation in Europe, establishing good-neighborly
relations and expanding wide-ranging and mutually beneficial co-
operation among all states. The movement toward détente in Europe
has led to the calling of the European Conference on Security and
Cooperation, which has become the common cause of all peoples and
governments of Europe. The participants of the Warsaw Treaty noted
that in endeavoring to lay the basis for a stable and just peace in
Europe they had, for a long period, worked for a European Con-
ference and regard it as a great victory for peace, the victory of
sound common sense in international relations. The European Con-
ference is called upon to turn Europe into a region of truly equal
cooperation of all states, and to promote steps encouraging growing
trust among them.

The communique reiterates the unanimous view that the closing
stage of the European Conference and signing of its documents
should be at summit level. The Member-States of the Warsaw Treaty
regard the European Conference not as an end in itself, but as a
starting-point in the historical task of building new relations between
all the countries of Europe. The principles that will be worked out
by the Conference and have the authority of 35 states will enable
the countries of the continent to establish and develop large-scale
cooperation for the greater material and spiritual benefit of each
of them. The communique states their readiness for such cooperation
and urges all the participants in the European Conference to help
contribute to it. The creation of a permanent body of the states
taking part in the Conference for Security and Cooperation in Europe
would be in keeping with this aim.

The Warsaw Treaty member-states agreed that it was important
for political détente to be supplemented by military détente. They
reaffirmed their positions on the reduction of armed forces and
armaments in Europe as set forth in the Prague declaration on peace,
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security and cooperation in Europe adopted by the Political Con-
sultative Committee Conference in January, 1972. Success in the talks
on the reduction of armed forces and armaments in Central Europe
would considerably contribute to this and create favorable conditions
for holding similar talks concerning other areas of Europe.

The states taking part in the conference reiterated their readiness
to disband the Warsaw Treaty Organization simultaneously with the
dissolution of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization or, as an ini-
tial step, to dissolve their military organizations. At the same time
they declared that as long as the NATO bloc remains and effective
disarmament measures have not been implemented, the Warsaw
Treaty countries deem it necessary to strengthen their defenses and
develop close cooperation among themselves in this matter.

The Conference communique expresses complete solidarity with
the just struggle of the Arab peoples against the imperialist policy
of aggression, for the widthdrawal of Israeli troops from all occupied
Arab lands and ensuring the legitimate rights of the Arab people of
Palestine, and emphasizes that the security, integrity and sovereignty
of all the states of the area must be ensured.

There was an exchange of views on the situation in Vietnam and
complete support was expressed for the course pursued by the govern-
ment of the Democratic Republic of Vietnham and the Provisional
Revolutionary Government of the Republic of South Vietnam aimed
at strict and unswerving implementation of the Paris Agreement by
all the parties to it. The Conference welcomed the setting up of
coalition government bodies in Laos and the successes of the patriotic
forces of Cambodia, and declared its support for the constructive
moves of the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea aimed at
creating conditions that favour peaceful democratic reunification of
the country without outside interference.

The communique demands an end to the outrageous violations by
the Chilean miltary junta of the UN documents on Human Rights, an
end to persecution of patriots, and called on other states and inter-
national public opinion to support the progressive forces of Chile.

The participants in the Conference expressed the conviction that
détente should be worldwide. Concern for preserving peace and ac-
tive cooperation in the solution of international issues in keeping
with the interest of the peoples is the duty of all states, large and
small, irrespective of their socio-political systems.

Loyal to their international duty, the participants in the Conference
expressed full solidarity with the just strugle of the people of Asia,
Africa and Latin America against imperialism, colonialism and ueo-
colonialism, for national liberation, the strengthening of political
independence and achievement of economic independence, and for
social progress. They declared their support for the peoples of Angola,
Mozambique, Guinea-Bissau and the Cape Verde Islands.

The Communique stresses the increased role in international affairs
of the non-aligned movement and states support for the anti-im-
perialist trend of the policies of the non-aligned countries. It notes
their growing contribution to the struggle for détente, against war
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and aggression, for peace and national independence of peoples, and
the great significance of the Fourth Non-Aligned Conference in
Algiers.

The Warsaw Treaty member-states attach great importance to
enhancing the role of the United Nations and increasing its effect-
iveness on the basis of the UN Charter in solving international
problems, strengthening peace and promoting cooperation among all
peoples.

The participants in the Conference noted with satisfaction the
further development of all-round cooperation among the fraternal
countries which accelerates the growth of their economic potential,
strengthens the defense capability of the Warsaw Treaty member-
states and contributes toward raising the welfare of their peoples and
the development of culture and science. The Warsaw Treatv member-
states will continue to strengthen their unbreakable [riendship in the
interests of socialism, progress and peace. They will raise ever higher
the prestige of socialism, which sets an example of a new type of
relations between countries, of a truly democratic society, an example
of the socialist way of life.

The Conference also adopted the statements: ‘For a Durable and
Just Peace in the Middle East,” ‘For a Durable Peace in Vietnam, for
Guaranteeing the Just National Interests of the Vietnamese People,’
and ‘End Arbitrary Acts and Persecution of Democrats in Chile.’

Portugal casts
off fascism

Catarina Mendes
Portuguese CP
Representative on WMR

At 5.35 a.m. on April 25 last, Portugal took the road of freedom and
democracy.

That day the Armed Forces Movement overthrew the fascist go-
vernment under Caetano. This was the culmination of a long process
generated by the crisis of the fascist regime, the economic and
political effects of the protracted colonial war, international con-
demnation and isolation of Portuguese fascism and colonialism, the
vast scale of the Portuguese people’s struggle against expoitation, the
high cost of living, repressions and colonial adventures, and the gains
of the liberation movement in Guinea-Bissau, Angola and Mozam-
bique.

The success of the April revolt came as a bolt from the blue only
to those who had not followed the evolution of the political struggle
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in Portugal. In last October’s ‘election’ campaign, hundreds of thou-
sands of Portuguese expressed their protest against the colonial war
and their desire to win democratic freedoms. A powerful popular
movement built up, headed by the working class and involving all
social strata and all antifascist forces.

The trade unions’ resistance to government attempts at curtailing
their rights was of unprecedented proportions. The regime steadily
lost control of the trade unions, most of which came to be led by
democrats. Over one million people took part in inter-union assem-
blies which discussed the working people’s demands. Since October

1973 more than 200,000 working people joined in actions to win higher
pay. The strikes involved over 70,000 people.

The fascist repressions were opposed by the students. The general
strike at the university and in the secondary schools of Lisbon last
February was an important contribution to the fight against the
colonial war. In the armed forces, resistance to fascist pclicy and
colonial war became more and more organized in character: con-
scripts refused to take the military oath, there was subversion in the
military establishment and soldiers protested against the severe army
regimen.

From July 1973 (when the Central Committee of the Portuguese
Communist Party called for mass political action) a ‘captains’ move-
ment’ spread in the army. It provided the organizational basis for
the April revolt, and showed that the regime’s intrinsic contradictions
and conflicts also affected professional army officers. At the same
time it was evidence that basic democratic demands were supported
by the bulk of officers.

The ‘captains’ movement,” which involved hundreds of officers in all
three service arms, was indicative of the deepening political crisis in
the country and of mounting opposition in the armed forces to the
Caetano government’'s colonial war policy.

After the abortive ‘rebellion’ on March 16* there was much discus-
sion in the armed forces on the situation at home and in the colonies.
The government could no longer stop the ferment among the military
or stifle their protest against the hopeless policy of colonial adven-
ture.

In recent years the colonial war swallowed over 40 per cent of the
revenue, damaging the economy. The economic situation was steadily
deteriorating. The government proved unable to curb inflation and
rising prices. Even official estimates show that prices rose by 20 per
cent last January alone and went on rising.

The colonial wars killed and maimed many thousands of Portu-
guese and Africans. The whole country demanded that the colonial
troops should be brought home, ending the dirty war and opening
negotiations.

Due to the split in the armed forces and the discontent of a section

of the Catholic clergy, the regime could no longer count on the

unqualified support of ejther. It was only through fierce police re-
pression that the government maintained its rule.

*The reference is to a revolt of several army units put down by the regime. - Ed.
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In addition to democratic-minded working people, hundreds of men
and officers were jailed. The prisoners were brutally tortured. The
political police controlled enterprises and universities. Democratic
leaders and activists were threatened with prosecution and dismissal.
Hundreds of students were expelled and tried, there were purges in
the armed forces and many officers were retired. Nationwide ‘alerts’
were frequent, a ‘state of emergency’ was declared again and again,
with police stopping and searching cars and pedestrians.

That was the background to the April revoit.

‘The April 25 revolt,” Alvaro Cunhal, General-Secretary of the PCP,
told L’Humanité on April 29, ‘was not a coup by a military clique but
an action resulting from a vast movement of officers who had
adopted open and democratic methods of discussion and decision-
making. For all their contradictory, specific and original characteris-
tics, the armed forces movement and the events of these past days
fit into the process of the Portuguese democratic revolution.’

The day after the rising, the Communist Party declared that it
‘hails all the military men who throughout the victorious movement
of the armed forces have shown a firm resolve to abolish the fascist
dictatorship, end the colonial war and establish a democratic regime
in Portugal.’

As regards the colonial war, the PCP stresses negotiations, cessa-
tion of hostilities and recognition of the right of the colonial peoples
to immediate and complete independence.

The Portuguese Communist Party warns the people that while the
government has been overthrown, the fascist apparatus has yet to be
completely destroyed. It is urgent, on the one hand, to abolish the
fascist state and eliminate the bases and forces of counter-revolu-
tionary conspirators and, on the other hand, to ensure participation

of the democratic forces and the masses in politics and in rehabili-
tation, which is necessary and now possible.

The PCP declaration also warns against discrimination of Com-
munists. It stresses that there can be no freedom in Portugal without
legalizing the PCP, which was the main force in the long struggle
against the fascist dictatorship. The deep-going democratic trans-
formation of society necessitated by the national interest cannot be
effected without active participation of the PCP, the working people’s
party, the great party of the Portuguese anti-fascist movement.

Legalization of the PCP would be a real indication of the establish-
ment of democratic freedom in Portugal.

Alvaro Cunhal’s arrival in Lisbon on April 30, his meeting with
leaders of the armed forces movement and General Antonio de
Spinola, the participation of a CC PCP delegation in the first national
meeting to be held since April 25 by the Portuguese Democratic Move-
ment with a view to evolving a common program of the Left, the
presence of members of the CC CPC Executive Commission at a mass
demonstration welcoming Alvaro Cunhal, the broadcasting over the
national radio network of an Executive Commission appeal to the
population to give the PCP General Secretary a rousing welcome, his
May Day speech and the legal publication of Avante!/, the Party
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newspaper, are all facts showing that the Communist Party has won
virtual legalization as a result of its struggle and the struggle of the
masses.

The masses are taking an active part in initial democratization -
disbanding the secret political police (PIDE-DGS), releasing political
prisoners, abolishing censorship, taking over the premises of the
fascist National Popular Action party for the Portuguese Democratic
Movement.

The popular demonstrations that swept the country and the power-
ful May Day demonstration showed what forces are involved in the
struggle. The united action of the popular forces and army, of all
democratic forces, is bound to put an end to fascism, safeguarding
national independence, establishing a democratic system, ending the
colonial war and granting independence to the colonies.
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Marxism-Leninism
is creativity

Gus Hall
General Secretary
Communist Party, USA

Only Marxism that is creative is Marxism-Leninism. And only theo-
retical creativity can defend Marxism-Leninism. The defense and
further development of Marxism-Leninismm must rest on the premise
that it is a science, a tested reflection of reality; that it is a unified
body of thought. Its philosophy, theory, politics and the creative con-
tributions to its growth through the dialectical process are of one
mold. If one of these elements is cast in a defective die, sooner or
later the defect will appear in all of its sectors. Only a philosophical
outlook based on materialism is compatible with a revolutionary
theory, and they, in turn, are compatible only with politics based on
the acceptance of the centrality of the class struggle. Thus, the ideo-
logical pillars of Marxism-Leninism rest on a working class founda-
tion. A non-revolutionary ideology will not sustain a revolutionary
practice. Anti-working class ideology will lead to counter-revolution-
ary acts of class betrayal.

Because of the unified nature of Marxism-Leninism, revisionism or
distortions in any of the areas will inevitably lead to a caricature of
Marxism-Leninism. And so the defense must be of a unified, a logic-
ally interconnected whole scientific body of thought.

Validity and historical conditioning of knowledge

The criteria for testing the validity of any scientific body of thought
are as many-sided and complex as is the ever<hanging reality they
reflect. The standards for testing Marxism-Leninism are no exception.
Because Marxism-Leninism is a science it must undergo a continual
process of check and doublecheck of its fundamental thesis. This is
necessary to see whether life and experience have turned up any new
dimensions or still further factors and developments of reality. The
process is endless, the knowledge attained is cumulative.

Marxism-Leninism must go through a continual process of being

*Continuation of the international discussion on the subject, ‘The Marxist-Leninist Party of Our
Epoch.' Sec WMR, No. 2, 1974 (pp. 1829) and No. 4, 1974 (pp. 31-36).




checked against its basic theoretical points of reference and against
the changing conditions brought about by the historic process. The
present is viewed from the vantage point of the theoretical points of
reference.

Of course one must not make mechanical comparisons between
sciences. But there is a scientific approach and a non-scientific ap-
proach in all fields of inquiry. With the scientific approach one studies
reality as it is—its laws of motion, causes and effects and the inter-
relationship of all elements. A non-scientific approach is a surface,
subjective reaction to reality, an effort to substitute an abstract
mental concept, an irrelevant fantasy, for reality and against reality.
The scientific approach is a probe of the past and the present, a
probe into the root causes and effects, a study of each particular and
its relationship to the whole. In the non-scientific world one creates
ones own subjective image with its own imaginary forces and laws.

Marxism-Leninism must be defended as the truth that it is, but
in the same conditional sense as all sciences correspond with or
approximate objective truths. To be sure, the body of scientific know-
ledge 1s constantly increasing. But it remains always an approxima-
tion. This is so because of the ever<changing nature of reality. But
instead of disproving its validity or its preciseness, this relationship
of Marxism-Leninism wth reality is indeed the absolute proof of its
validity and preciseness. In fact, that is what separates real live
science from a ‘science’ that is ‘dry rot,” a listing of abstract 'quota-
tions,” or images that run wild.

Marxist-Leninist theory, based on and reflecting real processes, is
a revolutionary theory and cannot be conjured up. It does not flower
in the rarified atmophere of a temple. It does not grow under
national colors. It grows out of the sum total of revolutionary
experiences of all of the countries of the world. Thus, the struggle
to further develop the sicence of Marxism-Leninism is, in fact, the
struggle for a deep understanding of the laws and processes of
developing reality. It is a struggle to acquire a deeper class insight
into the objective laws of social development. It is a struggle to keep
Marxism-Leninism abreast of the developments in the historic process
so that it will continue as a process to reflect and approximate the
ever new and accumulated experiences more accurately and more
precisely. It must be a creative defense of a creative science. The
defense and the further development of Marxism-Leninism is an
interrelated, inseparable process.

It is necessary to reject all ideas that deny the absolute validity
of Marxism-Leninism as a science. As a social science it has distinctive
characteristics. All attempts to use the distinctive features as proof
that it is not a science must be rebuffed. There are many who try
to use the fact that science is ‘conditional,’ that it is an ‘approxima-
tion,” as the opening wedge through which to deny the validity of
Marxism-Leninism as a whole. In the ‘books’ of revisionists the
‘approximation’ becomes the license, the opening, for injecting oppor-
tunist, revisionist concepts into Marxism-Leninism.

After believing they have created the revisionist beachhead, they
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move to the next step by declaring Marxism-Leninism is not a
universally applicable science. From then on it is a matter of picking
and choosing. But the picking and choosing is not a random process.
What gets picked is that which can be distorted into supporting
revisionist, opportunist, non-revolutionary concepts. What gets chosen
are phrases out of context which on the surface seem to sustain
non-Marxist and anti-Marxist concepts. These same ‘theoreticians’
most likely would not accept national boundaries for other sciences.
This they would most likely see as a violation of the law of the
universality of scientific thought. And they would be right. But the

same law of science applies to Marxism-Leninism. The basic approxi-
mation of truth is a universal phenomenon.

The argument that ‘Marxism-Leninism does not rest on principled
points of reference and therefore is not applicable in all countries,’
is a misuse of the fact that all sicences are ‘conditional.” When, in
1959, it was declared that ‘Leninism is useless for China. China will
follow the road of Maoism and not Leninism,” it was a denial of
Marxism-Leninism as a scence. It thus closed China’s doors to the
world body of accumulated revolutionary experience. It was a rejec-
tion of the real world, its basic laws of motion, its causes and effects,
the class struggle and the role of classes, which are all universal,
including in China.

Those who argue that Marxism-Leninism is ‘conditional’ and
therefore does not embody ‘universal truths’ only betray their basic
ignorance of all sciences. If one were to accept such nonsense one

would have to reject all scientific bodies of thought because they
are all, to one extent or another, ‘conditional.’

Lenin stated the Marxist position on this question very clearly when
he said that every ideological position is ‘historically conditioned, and
that this does not, in any way, weaken the validity of preciseness of
the science: ‘From the standpoint of modern materialism, i.e.
Marxism, the limits of approximation of our knowledge to the objec-
tive absolute truth are historically conditional, but the existence of
such truth is unconditional, and the fact that we are approaching
nearer to it is also unconditional. The contours of the picture are
historically conditional, but the fact that this picture depicts an
objectively existing model is unconditional. . . . In a word, every
ideology is historically conditional, but it is unconditionally true that
to every scientific ideology (as distinct, for instance, from religious
ideology), there corresponds an objective truth, absolute nature’
(Lenin, ‘Materialism and EmpirioCriticism,” Coll. Works, Vol. 14,
p. 136).

Marxism-Leninism is a ‘conditional’ truth that can dispose of all
fantasies and dogmas which claim that it is not a science, or that
it does not rest on basic, universally applicable points of reference.

Dogmatism is a form of revisionism. Its biblical-like dogmatic
abstratcions are as non-scientific as is its revisionist counterpart from
the Right. It is equally a distortion of Marxism-Leninism. Dogmatism
is not, and cannot be, a defense of a creative body of thought because
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it is itself non-creative. The repetition of dogmatic abstractions is a
coverup for opportunism. In dogmatism revolutionary sounding
phrases are used to cover up opportunistic and counter-revolutionary
practices.

Marxism-Leninism develops and grows by way of a continuous
struggle to clear up any areas of fuzziness or ambiguity. It is a
struggle to narrow the gap between relative and absolute truth. All
criteria for testing the validity of Marxism-Leninism must meet ‘hese
standards. Thus dissection is the tool of all anti-Marxist-Leninists.
They try to deny its inherent inner unity. They can give it a distorted,
narrow nationalist image only by denying its universality.

Factor of cognition and change

Marxism-Leninism is, at the same time, an instrument of observation
and an instrument for changing what it observes. Thus it has an input
and an output relationship with reality. Because of this, Marxism-
Leninism itself is an integral part of the objective truth. Therefore,
a legitimate criterion of its validity must be a test of both its
effectiveness as an instrument of observation, and its effectiveness
as an instrument of change.

To be a factor in changing reality it is not sufficient for a science
to take note, or to agree, that changes are taking place. It is necessary
to understand the laws and the forces that bring about and propel
the historic process. It must itself become a factor in bringing about
the change. This creates the framework for the dialectical relationship
between the objective and subjective forces that propel the historic
process. Only a subective force that correctly reacts to and relates
to the objective factors can become a force that can bring about
change. It is necessary to check whether an idea or a thesis is based
on a correct understanding of the laws of change, and a correct
assessment of the forces that are propelling the change. It is only
on such a foundation that science itself can become a factor in
guiding and propelling the change.

The input-output relationship that sciences have with reality is
reflected in the fundamental concept of the unity of theory and
practice in Marxism-Leninism. This is the link that energizes both
the theory and the practice. This unity is more than togetherness. It
is a dialectical unity. If this cord is cut the theory will turn into
brittle, abstract phrases and practice will be influenced by subjective
whims of opportunism.

Marxism-Leninism cannot passively observe and assess events.
Passivity and opportunism are the same species. Thus, Marxism-
Leninism is a force that constantly leans on events, a force that
endlessly pushes and tests. It is, in a sense, perpetual political motion.
A revolutionary force cannot have a wait-and-see attitude to objective
developments. That leads to a reliance on spontaneity. It cannot
create an objective situation that is not in the process of development.
But on the other hand it must use fully, to the maximum, the
potential that is present at each moment. This demands a great
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sensitivity to mass patterns of thought. This is very often a convenient
hiding place for opportunism. Thus, how a party reacts to objective
developments is an important area and criterion for testing.

It is therefore understandable why, in one way or another, all
opponents of Marxism-Leninism attempt to sever the tie between
Marxism-Leninism and the realities of life’s historic process. By this
method they attempt to remove its revolutionary heart and transplant
into it a non-revolutionary heart.

The struggle for the purity of Marxism-Leninism is not a debate
over lifeless, abstract formulations, or a battle over bookish quota-
tations. The question of how closely concepts approximate and reflect
objective reality at each stage of the historic process and how they
can influence what is observed is at the very heart of all checks, of

all criteria, in determining the correctness of all theses, of all
ideological concepts.

Reality versus fantasy

Because real-life processes do not sustain their revisionist concepts
and their opportunist positions, and in the attempt to give their
conjured-up images a semblance of credence, the opportunist revision-
ists, of both the Right and the Left varieties, create ‘false’ realities,
make-believe world processes and social forces, to match their
erroneous positions. Because the real world and real life experiences
reject them, they conjure up fantasy worlds in which fantasy forces
and fantasy laws are at work. They attempt to revise Marxism-
Leninism so it will correspond to their fantasy worlds, moulded
by their opportunism.

Opportunism and revisionism have an input-output relationship to
each other. They are blood relatives. Where you find one you are
sure to find the other. Opportunism in all its forms is an accom-
modation, a capitulation, and in its fully developed form it becomes
a surrender to the class enemy. No matter how it is camouflaged,

opportunism is capitulation. Revisionism is a theoretical coverup
for such opportunistic capitulation.

When all ther schemes become incompatible and are exposed by

the processes of the real world, they weave a fantasy world and use
it as their point of reference. They retreat behind vague, abstract,
mystical-like phrases. It is difficult to argue about such ‘quotations,’
for the same reasons that it is difficult to argue against passages
from children’s nursery rhymes, the bible or Confucius - because
they are meant to have many meanings. The only difference is that

the rhymes, the bible and Confucius are not peddled as anything
scientific.

Let us take a look at some of the specific conjured-up opportunist
concepts. For example, the concept of a world in which the ‘lumpen
element is the only revolutionary force,’ is a concept based on fan-
tasy. It has no foundation in a real world, or real world experiences.
It is not a truth, but it is a convenient cover for those who have
rejected the revolutionary role of the working class, which is a basic
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truth. Opportunism necessitates revision of the correct Marxist-
Leninist assessment of the role of the working class. And so they
substitute the concept that ‘the peasants are the revolutionary force.’
There are many different variations of this theme, such as, ‘only the
forces who are outside of the production process, it non-working
class elements,’ or ‘only the poorest,’ can be truly a revolutionary
force. Some come out openly and assert, ‘the working class has
become a part of the capitalist establishment.” In the revisionist
fantasy world such opportunist concepts lead to fantasy ideas of
struggle, such as ‘surround the cities with the forces of armed
peasants,’” or to ideas of ‘instant commuism’ through ‘peasant com-
munes,’ as the ‘pacesetters in the building of a communist society.’
Rejection of the working class as a revolutionary force is a running
theme that unites all the fantasies of the revisionists.

Revisionists must always try to give the impression that they are
dealing with reality. An example of this is how they deal with the
changes in the composition of the working class. They hook onto the
correct premise that because of the technological revolution some
changes have taken place in the composition of the working class.
But from that correct general premise they swing out into the
swamps of opportunism. They start to count the color of shirts - so
many white shirts, and so many blue shirts. The relationship of the
working class to production, the basic element of exploitation, is
pushed aside. And so their conclusion is that the composition has so
drastically changed that the working class, as a class, has all but
disappeared.

There is also the concept that a ‘revolutionary need not be
concerned whether or not a revolutionary situation exists because
a real revolutionary creates his own revolutionary stituations.” This
1s but another fantasy situation. Such a subjective ego-concept denies
all historically accumulated experience. It rejects the role of objec-
tive factors of causes and effects and, again, the role of the working
class. It is a hothouse concept that has no relationship to the real
world. The enormous crimes that have been committed against the
revolutionary movement, and the damage that such concepts have
been responsible for, must be placed at the doorstep of those who
have advocated such self-defeating policies. Such concepts always
serve the forces of counter-revolution.

In the context of criteria based on the real world of classes and
the class struggle, operating in the context of real laws of motion
and real class forces, such concepts, at best, are unrealistic, illusory
and therefore totally unacceptable. They are reflections of non-
working class, non-revolutionary theories and are influences of enemy
ideology. The forces of capitalism want the working class and the
revolutionary movement to be occupied with make-believe problems
in a fantasy world.

In fantasy worlds where one does not have to deal with real forces,
or where there can be no check on whether or not they are instru-
ments of change, these concepts may momentarily take on the ap-
pearance of reflections of reality. Also in the context of some local-
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ized experience they can momentarily seem feasible. But as generali-
zations they become dangerous traps. In this case, as is true with so
many wrong ideas, we are not only arguing against them abstractly.
They are wrong theories that have misled important militant forces.
In the process of trying to ‘create a revolutionary situation,” when the
objective conditions did not sustain such a concept, many revolu-
tionary groups have been destroyed. Therefore, in the context of real-
life struggles they are counter-revolutionary. The fact that they do
not meet the test of reality becomes obvious through experience, but
very often at great cost. Thus, the cause and effect relationship
between ideas and practices is a necessary element in the testing
and criteria of the validity of thought.

The central weapon in the arsenal of monopoly capital is its
attempt to retard the development of working class consciousness.
Their aim is to create confusion and to soft-peddle the class nature
of capitalism and capitalist exploitation. The aim of capitalist ideo-
logy has always been to create an image of itself as a ‘fantasy world’
in which the class struggle and classes do not exist; an image of a
fantasy world that 1s divided along national lines; an image of a
world in which nationalism replaces working class consciousness and
working class internationalism. It is the image of ‘we are all one
happy family.” This image is the foundation for the class collabora-
tionist policies being peddled in the ranks of the working class. The

fantasy world of opportunism is an accommodation to these enemy
class pressures.

The revisionist credo

But as in all matters, there are also laws of revisionist develop-
ment which apply to both its Right and Left variations. They all
basically reject the class structure in the real world. In one way or
another they all reject the class essence of capitalism. They reject
the class struggle as a fundamental law of motion under capitalism.
And they reject the working class as the class that has been his-
torically assigned a special revolutionary role. This is a law of all
revisionist concepts. In their fantasy world the classes are either
non-existent or they appear upside down. In one way or another they
all want to ‘revise’ the working class out of existence, and the
working class content out of Marxism-Leninism. To one degree or
another they all reject the working class as a revolutionary force.
It is in this basic sense that revisionism rejects and attempts to
revise the objective laws of capitalist development, because it is these
laws that determine the role and nature of classes, including the role
and nature of the working class. They deny class exploitation as the
basic process that gives rise to classes and the class struggle. The
acceptance of the historic role of the working class as the advanced
contingent in the struggle for social progress cannot be separated
from the acceptance of the objective laws governing capitalist society,
any more than one can separate tl.e relationship between cause and
effect in general. This leads us to the very kernel of the criteria by
which the theses and concepts of working class parties must be
judged.
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The incompatible conflict between the classes of the exploited and
the exploiters is the objective reality of the capitalist world. To
ignore it is to ignore the class struggle. It is therefore a most basic
element of all criteria measuring the Marxist-Leninist content. It is
the decisive factor in the struggle for ideas — the ideas of what class?
It is the main ingredient in matters of policy — policies in the interest
of what class? It applies to culture, ethics, morals - reflecting what
class interests? It is the very essence of economic and political
power — the power of what class? It is the fundamental ingredient

in assessing an economic and political system of society-led and
moulded by what class?

The essence of the shift in economic and political power of the
working class is the dictatorship of the proletariat. An attitude
toward class political and economic power has been a most basic
criterion from Marx’s time on. Lenin stated it forcefully: ‘A Marxist
is only solely someone who extends the recognition of the class
struggle to the dictatorship of the proletariat’ (Collected Works, Vol.
25, p.412). Not to recognize the dictatorship of the proletariat is to
be with the class struggle right up to the moment of economic and
political power, only to desert it at that most critical juncture.

Opportunism breaks out at the point where the enemy pressure is
the most intense. The enemy'’s rage reaches the point of frenzy when
the economic and political power passes into the hands of the
working class. Thus, the opportunistic capitulation on the question of
the dictatorship of the proletariat is a response to the intensity of
the rage of a class losing its power to dictate.

The opportunists continue repeating the old slanders. ‘It marks
an absolute break will all democratic traditions of Marxism.” ‘It is
exclusive one-class rule.” ‘There 1s a need for socialism with a human
face.” What such statements reveal is anti-working class faces. The
criterion is not the acceptance of the phrase dictatorship of the pro-
letariat but rather the essence of the matter. The essence of the
dictatorship of the proletariat is that the proletariat exercises its
power in alliance with the working people, but an alliance in which
the working class — its ideas, its policies, its culture, its cadre —is the
dominating influence. Its dominating influence is not in any basic
contradiction with the interests of the other sectors of the alliance.
It is only in basic contradiction with the class of exploiters. It is an
alliance with a broad people’s democratic base. It is an alliance that
eliminates minority rule by the class of exploiters.

The criteria of the recognition of the essence of the dictatorship of
the proletariat include whether there is a working class attitude
toward proletarian internationalism. A state power following poli-
cies of narrow nationalism, policies that disrupt, divide and slander
the forces of socialism; a state power that, for narrow partisan gains,
makes opportunistic concessions of principle to the forces of im-
perialism; a state power that is mainly influenced by the ideas of the
ncn-working class elements, i.e., peasants, middle class, does not meet
the criteria or the standards of a dictatorship of the proletariat.

The building of a socialist society is a working<class idea. The
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dictatorship of the proletariat is an inseparable element of that
process. Because ‘the class struggle necessarily leads to the dictator-
ship of the proletariat,’ the class struggle, the dictatorship of the
proletariat, socialism, are all elements of one historic process.
Revisionism, in all its forms, invariably tries to sidestep the basic
class issues, the basic working<lass approach to developments. Be-
cause the working class is the basic revolutionary factor in the class
struggle, the revisionist accommodation takes the form of modifying
or rejecting the historic role of the working class. In order to give
this rejection some appearance of credence, revisionism invariably up-
grades some other group such as the ‘peasants,’ ‘lumpen elements,’
‘the poor,” or the ‘oppressed in general,’ as the new, ‘advanced revolu-
tionary sector.” This, of course, is possible only in a fantasy world.
It is a coverup. In essence it is opportunism. In doing this the revi-
sionist rejects the necessity of an alliance between the working class
and peasants, as well as alliance and coalitions of the working class
and the victims of racism, the national liberation forces, and the
victims of imperialism in the struggle against imperialism. Oppor-
tunism is a form of accommodation and capitulation to the class
enemy. It is an aid to capitalism in its effort to hide the class essence
of its system of exploitation. Scratch the skin of any of the varieties
of revisionism and you will find expressions of ‘a lack of confidence
in the working class;’ a lack of confidence in the force that energizes
the world revolutionary process, a lack of confidence in socialism.

A rejection of the basic Marxist-Leninist theses of classes and the
class struggle leads the revisionists to the attempt to distort the
Marxist concept of the main contradiction. They replace the real
contradiction between the working class and the capitalist class, and
between imperialism and socialism, its world form, with a fantasy
world in which the class contradiction disappears and is replaced
by a ‘multitude of contradictions;’ a fantasy world in which ‘small
and medium size countries - socialist, fascist and imperialist -are
in contradiction with large countries - socialist and imperialist; a
fantasy world in which the ‘third world’ countries are in contradic-
tion with the rest of the world -a world that is divided into ‘zones’
where the ‘superpowers’ are in contradiction with each other and
jointly with the rest of the world. The purpose of these fantasy con-
tradictions is very obvious. Each created contradiction is for the
purpose of hiding a specific policy of opportunistic capitulation. A
policy of not supporting the working<class struggle is covered up by
saying there is no class struggle. A policy of betraying the interests
of the world socialist community is covered up by ‘eliminating’ the
contradiction between socialism and imperialism. The concept of the
‘multitude of contradictions’ is a cover for a multitude of oppor-
tunistic sins.

The concept of the main class contradiction is not only a correct
assessment of today’s reality, it is a guide to working class policies,
to working class actions. Those who want to capitulate, those who
want to jump over this class contradiction, try to cover up their
betrayal by attempts to remove it.
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The working class has a special role as the advanced contingent
in the struggle for social progress, in the struggle to owerthrow
capitalism and build socialism. This is a basic point of reference
which determines whether ‘new’ concepts are reflections of the truth,
of reality, or are opportunistic revisions or dogmatic phrasemon-
gering that seem ‘real’ only in a fantasy world.

Ideological masquerade

Because they both have the same relationship to the class issue, be-
cause they are both forms of opportunism, because they both reflect
capitulation to the pressure of the enemy class, there has always
been, and there is today, close affinity betwen the Right and Left
varieties of revisionism. They can, and they do, often coexist in the
same individual person or group of people. They can, without too
much trouble, replace each other. They come to the table of appease-
ment from different directions, but they are on their knees on the

same side of the table. The net result of both is an accommodation
to the pressures of the enemy class.

Opportunism-revisionism in most cases starts as a defense of some
seemingly legitimate ‘tactical’ position, a defense of a ‘tactical’ con-
cession. But it has its own inner logic. As is the case with most de-
structive germs, in the struggle against opportunism it is of utmost
importance to be able to detect the germs early.. In its early stages it
is necessary to be able to separate opportunism from legitimate and
correct tactics that are necessary in a struggle. Often this is not easy.

Ideas and thoughts cannot be fully tested until they are related to
concrete events, to reality.

The nature of opportunism-revisionism surfaces clearly in the
struggle against imperialism. The pressures of the class enemy are
strong and the danger of accommodation to such pressures is always
present. It was just such pressure that destroyed most of the Social
Democratic parties of the Second International. They revised Marx-
ism to cover up their opportunism. The opportunism in this feld
shows up in the playing down of the brutal class nature of imperialist
policies. Even to this day opportunist accommodation takes the form
of justifying the annexation of other people’s land as ‘needed to
create defensible borders.” The defenders of Israeli aggression wallow
in this opportunistic swamp.

The accommodation (the capitulation in most cases) takes place in
response to the pressures of the ruling class of one’'s own country.
This opportunist accommodation very often takes place under the
cover of correct statements ‘against imperialism’ in general or
against the imperialism of some other country, while either re-
maining silent about or playing down the imperialism of one’s own

country. Such opportunism very quickly leads to attempts at revising
Marxist-Leninist revolutionary concepts as a coverup. A Marxist-

Leninist party that does not take on the imperialism of its own
country is feeding on bourgeois nationalism. The path of accommoda-
tion to the whims of the class enemy cannot lead to victories of
the working class. The opportunistic accommodation destroys the
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ideological and political fibers that are necessary in the struggle
against the class enemy.

The struggle against racism is another element of the criteria for
measuring the ideological stand of a working class revolutionary
party. Because racism is a weapon of imperialism, opportuistic ac-
commodation to the imperialist policies of one’s own country is very
often accompanied by a soft-peddling of the struggle against racism.
An accommodation to racism is an important signal of the corroding
influence of opportunism. In fact it is impossible to separate the
struggle against imperialism and the struggle against racism. The
opportunism in the struggle against racism can show up in many
ways. This accommodation may exhibit itself by silence. It may show
up in the projection of ideas postponing the struggle to some later
date. It may show up in tactical considerations with an idea that the
masses are not ready for a struggle against racism. All such excuses

are opportunistic. They are an accommodation to the ideology of
racism itself.

For more than 50 years the biggest guns of imperialist ideology
have been aimed at ideas of communism in general and, in a special
way, they have zeroed in on the Soviet Union. Anti-Sovietism is a
special form of anti-Communism. For world imperialism this is the
central front, the decisive arena of battle. In a sense this is under-
standable from the viewpoint of imperialism. This is a reflection of
the new world relationship of forces. And, again, as is to be expected,
it is also here that revisionism and dogmatism appear as a coverup
for policies of accommodation and capitulation to the pressure of
imperialism.

Anti-Communism and anti-Sovietism are therefore central arenas
for the testing of the influence of opportunism. This has become a
most important criterion for testing the ideological mettle of working
lass parties. The numerous revisionist and dogmatic coverups ap-
pear as an ideological masquearade ball. There is no such thing as
anti-Soviet Communism or anti-Soviet Marxism-Leninism.

They appear in many disguises. The concept of ‘two superpowers’
and its more open form the ‘two imperialist powers’ is an offspring
of the opportunism of both revisionism and dogmatism. This is their
peace offering to imperialism. It is an accommodation, a capitulation,
to the pressures of imperialist ideology in the arena of anti-Com-
munism. The aim of this tactic is to move some forces in the camp
of socialism, in the camp of national liberation, one step into the
camp of anti-Communism. It is a way for the opportunistic capitu-
lators to say to their imperialist masters, ‘see, we are for you in at
least one area of anti-Communism.” The ‘two s<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>