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Turning Away From Dogmas,
Forging A Closer Link With Reality

Relevance of

Lenin’s Teachings
Harilaos Florakis — General

ARE we Communists doing everything we can and must to accomplish our
historical mission, to achieve those goals which were the lodestar of
generations of revolutionaries? Do we meet the challenge of our time in
our actions, in mobilising the mass of people and in expressing and
protecting their interests? Are we on the right course?

It is these questions that we ask ourselves as we prepare to celebrate the
70th anniversary of the Communist Party of Greece this year. To answer
them honestly and responsibly, without any self-delusion, and rationally to
assess our achievements and setbacks, which is expected from us by all
those who pin their hopes on the CPG for solutions to the pressing
problems of the country, we turn again and again to Lenin, to match our
activities, strategy and tactics against his teachings.

Road To Lenin

Historical practice and today’s realities of struggle show that the entire
development of the communist movement, its victories and defeats and its
place and role in social progress depend in one way or another on the
consistency with which it has carried on Lenin’s cause and translated his
ideas into practice. It could not have been otherwise because it is Leninism
that became an extension and development of Marxism, that articulated
the needs of the international working class in new historical
circumstances, and that gave an impetus to the formation of its
revolutionary vanguard, the communist parties.

Lenin fully preserved in his works the theoretical achievements of Marx
and Engels. But he did not just duplicate them, he reproduced them at a
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new level of analysis of concrete realities and supplied innovative answers
. fundamental problems of the 20th-century social revolution, thus raising
Marxism to a higher level. He developed the Marxist dialectical method
and enriched with postulates of fundamental importance all the
components of Marxism, including philosophy, political economy and
scientific communism. There can be no Marxism without everything new
contributed to its development by Lenin. Leninism is the Marxism of our
age, a body of international teachings of the working class. Lenin equipped
revolutionaries in all countries with a doctrine of imperialism and socialist
revolution, with the concepts of the party of a new type, the class alliances
of the proletariat and the relationship between social emancipation and
national liberation, and with the theory of building socialism.

These are not abstractions: all the postulates formulated by Lenin stood
the test of class battles, the greatest of them being the October 1917
Revolution. In this way the ground was prepared both theoretically and
practically for the emergence of revolutionary working class parties, which
shortly formed an independent international movement.

Our party, founded in November 1918, became one of its detachments.
The Greek Communists tried in the conditions of that period to develop
and build up their organisation as a party of a new type in accordance with
the principles of Lenin’s teachings. On the first anniversary of the death of
the leader of world revolution, the CPG Executive Committee addressed
workers with an appeal entitled ‘Lenin Is Dead. Long Live Leninism!’. The
Greek Communists reiterated in that appeal their loyalty to Lenin’s ideas.
We have held it sacred up to date. We are Leninists. That is our stand, and
we will never relinquish it whatever the enemies of the Communists do to
falsify it and from whatever quarter they attack it. Too heavy a price was
paid for it and too great sacrifices involved in every retreat from Leninism.

The path to it was arduous and thorny. It was not overnight that the
party realised that the general principles of Leninism in themselves were
no magic solutions to the problems of revolutionary struggles. They work
only when applied in the frame of a concrete analysis of a specific situation
— otherwise they can become dogmas. But there can be no dogmatism, as
Lenin noted, where the supreme criterion of a doctrine “is its conformity to
the actual process of social and economic devclupmcnt“ ' Imtially the
Greek Communists often disregarded that criterion, fitting facts to present
schemes instead of doing just the reverse, that is, being able, “to adapt
schemes to facts”.’ Party literature of that period swarmed with dogmatic
postulates and ready-io-use formulae that were common among
Communists.

The party did not study in depth Lenin’s ideas on the need for broad
alhances in democratic revolution and for long years confined itself to
activities among the working class and, in part, among the toiling
peasantry. Those mistakes had a negative effect on the growth of the CPG,
which was long unable to build a mass base.

Lenin’s doctrine of the evolution of a bourgeois-democratic revolution
into socialist revolution with the leading role of the working class was not
studied well in that early period. Meanwhile, it is extremely important to
apply that doctrine in the circumstances of such a country as Greece.
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Those gaps began to be filled-in consistently in the mid-1930s. The main
factor of that process was reliance on Lenin’s heritage and absorption of its
creative spirit.

The international background also deserves mention. Sectarianism and
dogmatism were widespread in the international communist movement in
the 1920s, promoted to a large extent by the ‘class versus class’ postulate,
formulated by the Ninth Plenary Meeting of the Executive Committee of
the Communist International (1928). It precluded any compromises or
accords with bourgeois-democratic parties or with Social Democracy,
which was painted as the chief enemy of the working class.

Those tenets, explained away by the need to guard an independent
policy of working class parties, in practice made the latter a ‘closed shop’
without any political influence whatsoever. Dogmatic errors were a grave
obstacle to the consolidation of the working people in the struggle against
the impending danger of Nazism. The Seventh Congress of the Communist
International in 1935 contributed substantially towards rectifying them;
proceeding from Lenin’s ideas, it pointed ways of uniting all democratic
forces and prepared the communist parties for the decisive battles with
Nazism.

Our practice indicates that both left and right opportunism are
characterised by dogmatism. Relying on Lenin’s works, the party made the
right choice in the early period of its existence and rejected right
opportunistic concepts which would have supported the liberal
bourgeoisie. Following another correct decision, it overcame the trend of
‘legalism’ (a non-Marxist concept that put the legal status of a party above
everything else and demanded that it remain legal “at all costs’). The CPG
also resolutely repulsed the Trotskyites’ attempts to distort Leninism after
Lenin’s death.

Our party was working hard to overcome weaknesses, shortcomings and
mistakes, raising its Marxist-Leninist spirit to a new level, and struggling
for bread and democratic freedoms for the Greek people and for an
independent and thriving homeland. Then came the epic of National
Resistance in the Second World War. After it the Greek Communists
fought heroically against foreign intervention during the civil war imposed
on the country by British and US imperialism. The CPG failed to win in the
controversial circumstances of that period.

Looking back at the road travelled by the party, we see that, though
controversial and winding, it was and remains the road to Leninism, to the
increasing realisation of the immense revolutionary potential of Leninism as
the inexhaustible creative strength of our movement. It is the road from
various dogmas to the facts of life, to an understanding of realities, and to a
policy that matches specific circumstances.

‘Using One’s Own Brains’
Leninism as a reflection of the objective dialectics of world social progress
was and remains the foundation for the development of the theory of
revolution and an effective factor of its implementation in practice. That is
why the question of Lenin’s role and place in the history of social thought,
and of the importance of his heritage to the present and future generations
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of revolutionaries is in the focus of ideological struggle.
~ Bourgeois ideologists and opportunists of every ilk would like to cut
Leninism off from the social movements of our time, to confine Lenin’s
heritage to the archives of history because it allegedly suits only yesterday’s
realities and only individual countries and regions. The enemies of
Leninism are out to sever its link with the progress of advanced thought
and to obscure the international implications of Lenin’s ideas by
misrepresenting them as an ‘occasional phenomenon’ of transitory
significance. |

We resolutely counter such attempts. What makes Leninism important
to world history is precisely that it draws not on the practice of any one
country or on the realities of isolated periods of history, but on the lessons of
world history, on the experience of many countries, on the practical struggles
of various social forces.

Our theory has always followed the path that combined loyalty to
principles of revolutionary theory with the creative development of new
ideas and concepts on their basis, and the international experience of class
struggle with the experience of every country. Like any other thoroughly
scientific theory, Leninism is not an ossified dogma. It is a living,
developing, creative teaching. It is being constantly enriched with the
collective thought of the communist movement, with general conclusions
from revolutionary practice and from the experience of building socialism.

Leninism is not just Lenin’s heritage. It is the synthesis of theoretical
postulates evolved by many communist and working class parties through
the development of Lenin’s ideas over the past few decades and the
generalisation of the successes and mistakes of the revolutionary
movement in various countries and regions. All this adds to the strength of
Leninism and to its impact on world development.

We value the experience of all the fraternal parties. In our view, we have
something to learn from each of them. Today we are following with special
attention what the party of Lenin is doing to restructure in a revolutionary
spirit the life of Soviet society. It gives the Greek Communists special
satisfaction that the CPSU closely relates that process to the overcoming of
dogmatism, outdated thought patterns and stagnation politics and to the
restoration of consistent Leninism in every field of its activity. The immense
work of perestroika that the CPSU is carrying on today is very instructive
for us. The CPG is trying to borrow from it what is useful to its own
activity.

Mikhail Gorbachov’s words that Soviet Communists are constantly
turning to Lenin, to his ideas and thoughts, not just in recognition of his
authority but also in “a strong desire to revive the spirit of Leninism in the
new conditions, and to the fullest possible extent” have deeply moved us.
It is our conviction that perestroika in the USSR will give a fresh impetus
to the growth of the influence of Lenin’s ideas and win over to their side
new followers.

I seem to hear malicious voices: ‘You, Communists, are incorrigible:
first you professed Leninism after Stalin, then after other Soviet leaders,
now after Gorbachov’. My answer to them is that we have always sought to
follow Leninism after Lenin. That is our principled stand.
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Naturally, that formula in itself does not explain all the complexities and
controversies of the historical process of the learning and application of
Leninism by Communists in Greece or in any other country. We are yet to
sort out that process, which will call for a more in-depth study and,
perhaps, for a revision of some of its stages and of other aspects of party
history. There were times when the CPG mechanically applied experience
borrowed from others. We are not afraid to own up to our mistakes. The
task is not to repeat them. This means to remain loyal to Lenin’s ideas and
to remember his words, “One must use one’s own brains and be able to
find one’s bearings in each particular instance.™

The Communist Party of Greece orients its activities to the situation in
the country at every given moment and reckons with national specific
characteristics and traditions. We try to take a suber view of both our
errors and our achievements, to be self-critical and fully to take into
account the negative effects of the mechanical interpretation of some
postulates of Leninism in the past, and interpretation that had nothing to
do with its nature. We try to promote in the party an interest in theory so as
to search creatively for answers to the outstanding questions of social
development in our country. Incidentally, our approaches and our
attempts to tackle problems in our own way are often misrepresented by
our foes as our desire to distance ourselves from the experience of other
parties, specifically, from the current policies of the CPSU. But don’t the
anti-communists contradict themselves? They certainly do, which is further
proof of their unscrupulousness.

For us Lenin is not an icon, nor his doctrines the Bible. To be a firm
Leninist does not mean to follow slavishly the letter of Leninism;
conversely, this calls for scientific objectivity, for a daring search for
innovative solutions and for a resolute revision of outdated stereotypes of
political thought and action. Neither is it renunciation of principles. The
theory of revolution can be advanced only on its own foundation, on the
ability to see differences between its essential principles and specific
conclusions which are applicable only in specific conditions, may grow
outdated and should be replaced in good time.

Our party should act so that the mass of people realise simultaneously
that it is a realistic and vigorous force caring for their everyday needs and
that it is a revolutionary force which is leading the way to socialism. This
makes the problems facing the Communists especially complex.

In this situation left rhetoric, social well-wishing and the placing of
interests of the moment, torn out of the context of revolutionary and
socialist goals, above everything else are equally dangerous to the
Communists. The 12th CPG Congress, held in 1987, pointed to the need to
overcome those negative tendencies and to have Communists thoroughly
master the dialectics of the general and the specific in the practice of our
movement.

The party tried at the Congress to make a more in-depth analysis of the
new circumstances of struggles on a national and an international scale.
The Greek Communists examined problems related to changes in the
economy and social structures of today’s capitalism, and also to those
changes caused in the working class by the scientific and technological
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revolution which, without altering its nature and social role, nevertheless
call for new approaches.

Renewal Must Be Continuous

Lenin noted on more than one occasion that the laws of dialectics are
universal. They determine the ways of development of the communist
movement and its theory and practice as well. There are in our movement,
too, contradictions, struggle between the old and the new, and successive
periods of slow growth and acceleration and breakdown of stereotypes. To
avoid stagnation, it is important to update and improve constantly the
policy and programme goals of the party in accordance with the changing
circumstances. ' :

The principle of development, of renewal that is inherent in Leninism
manifests itself especially forcefully at the turning points of history,
prompting the Communists to learn from new experience in both theory
and practice, readily to part with yesterday’s dogmas and schemes, and to
think and act as a revolutionary should.

It is such a turning point that Greek society has now reached. It faces
alternatives that are decisive to the fate of the nation. Will its life continue
to be confined to the two-party system, to the policies of the PASOK and
the New Democracy Party, or will the Left and progressive forces break
out of that narrow frame and open up a road of change towards socialism?
Will the country continue to bow to the spontaneous forces of the capitalist
market and obligingly meet the interests of foreign capital and
supranationa] Common Market organs or will it emerge onto the road of
development of a new type and put an end to the system of dependence
and monopoly arbitrariness?

What lies behind these pointed questions is complex problems of jobs
and unemployment, economic stagnation, introduction of new technology,
education, health care, environmental protection and many others, which
are related to the overall tasks of the economic, social and cultural
development of Greece. The gap between the present-day needs of the
working people and the interests of social progress, on the one hand, and
the inability of dependent state-monopoly capitalism to meet them, on the
other, far from diminishing, is widening as a result of exacerbating social
contradictions and the aggravating economic crisis.

In trying to meet this challenge, we turn to the mode of creative thought
and action that is characteristic of Leninism, to the renovation of the forms
and methods of our struggle, and to the very essence of social change
taking place in our age, change that demands flexible and precise strategic
and tactical decisions. Two of the questions that arise in this context are:
how can we balance continuity and innovation in the development of
theory and what are the boundaries for the application of specific
postulates of Marxism-Leninism?

Lenin himself helps us find correct approaches to these questions
because he himself never let his hands be bound by “historical examples™
but thoroughly analysed them to identify what is relevant to practice and at
the same time is of lasting significance to theory. He taught Communists
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not to succumb to the hypnosis of past experience and at the same time to
cherish it as a priceless legacyv. Any updating of theory and practice should
not cast that experience overboard but be carried out dialectically: “the
fundamental task of a politically conscious public man.” Lenin stressed. “is
clear: he must evaluate these new changes. ‘make use” of them. grasp
them. if we may use that expression. and at the same time. he must not
allow himself to drift helplessly with the stream. he must not throw away
the old baggage. he must preserve the essentials in the forms of activity and
not merely in theory. in the programme. in the principles of policy.™

It is important to know how o reconcile continuity and innovation. and
to develop creatively the best traditions and evervthing valuable in the
international communist movement.

A major policy line in the CPG’s activities is struggle for democratic
change towards socialism. Any real democratic progress nowadays is
unthinkable without change and socialism. Struggle for the development
and broadening of democratic freedoms offers the best wav of advancing
socialist-oriented change. On the other hand. change will broaden and
make real all the democratic freedoms won by the people. advance the
rights of the working people to new frontiers. contribute to the
democratisation of the state apparatus and all the social institutions and
create new. progressive institutions which will effectively promote people’s
participation in the administration of social affairs.

What is needed to achieve these goals is an alliance of social and political
forces that want change and are capable at some point in the future of
assuming governmental authority. It is a hard but. in our view. realistic
task. The CPG stressed at its latest congress that its accomplishment
depends to a large extent on the development of our theory. on cleansing it
of dogmatism of every sort. and on the party’s ability to analvse the more
important problems of society creatively and in depth. We offer all the left
forces dialogue on these problems.

Changes in world development are so all-pervading that they call for
serious thought. a profound examination of the new factors and trends of
that development. a more thorough. theoretical analvsis of today’s diverse,
controversial and integral world.

We are fully aware that the link between class and common human
interests is growing stronger in the nuclear age. This makes it necessary to
develop the humanitarian beginnings of the communist doctrine, which
was borne of a desire to make life worthy of man and to elevate man
himself in the struggle against all oppression and humiliation. The moral
creed of Marxism-Leninism is real humanism.

Lenin's ideas of the relationship of peace and socialism are more
relevant today than ever. Relying on them the CPSU formulated principles
of new political thinking and a concept of building a nuclear-free world.
The prevention of nuclear catastrophe is a condition and prerequisite for
the survival of the human race and therefore of the motive forces of social
progress. It is a prerequisite for any positive steps in every field of human
activity.

Naturally, world peace will not abolish class struggle. It is not equivalent
to social reconciliation either on the international scene or in individual
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capitalist countries. In the broad sense of the word, it means peaceful
competition between the two systems in the economic, scientific and cultural
fields and at the same time cooperation among very diverse forces in
tackling global problems.

We think highly of the results of the unprecedented meeting of
representatives of parties and movements in Moscow during the
celebrations of the 70th anniversary of the Great October Socialist
Revolution. We expect it to give an impetus towards a more systematic
exchange of views and to dialogue and cooperation among political forces
which, all their differences notwithstanding, want peace, democracy.
national liberation and social emancipation.

Our internationalism is not a fad. It has an objective basis and deep
historical roots. It arose out of the internationalisation of capital and the
resultant internationalisation of the working class. Capital taught and
continues to teach’ internationalism to workers. Forms of international
solidarity may change but its essence remains. History knew three major
international revolutionary organisations of the working class which
derived their names from ‘internationalism’. Their time is long past but
internationalism lives on. The urgency and acuteness of the problems
facing humanity today demand that the great international movement of
Communists, which has played a pioneering role in the. progressive
transformation of the world, contribute more effectively towards their
solution.

We believe that coordination of efforts among the communist and
working class parties can ease, broaden and enrich sincere relations with
the other Left, progressive and peace forces and help our international
solidarity rise to a new, higher level, which is vital in our age. That would be
an exceptionally important contribution to the unfolding process of
renewal in the international communist movement.

* * *

The answer to the question formulated at the beginning of this article — if
we are doing everything we can to accomplish our goals — seems to be
clear. No — we must do more, struggle more energetically and be more
daring in our creative quests; in short, we must think and act as Lenin did.

' V. L. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 1, p. 298.
* Ibid., Vol. 24, p. 46.

' Ibid., Vol. 31. p. 68.

* Ibid., Vol. 11, p. 345.

*Ibid., Vol. 17, p. 146.




International Communist Movement

Meetings Are
Possible And

Necessary

Meir Vilner — General Secretary,
Central Committee, Communist Party of
Israel (CP1)

SCEPTICAL attitudes have been recently dominant in reflections on the
international communist movement. We noted that for many years it was
late in analysing the changes that occurred in the world and in the
conditions of our struggle. The necessary theoretical, strategic and tactical
conclusions were not drawn from those changes in time. There was
sluggishness where there should have been political initiative, development
of theory and promotion of the Communist’s prestige with the masses.

Against this background, differences and disagreements on a number of
key issues became more noticeable among the fraternal parties. There was
nothing unusual about the fact that such differences surfaced. Complete
unanimity had not been permanent in the communist movement, and it
was all the more unlikely in the new and diverse conditions under which
revolutionary parties had to operate. Still, we failed to have our relations
emphasise that which rallied us together instead of that over which we
differed. This was a source of grave concern.

Today I am speaking in the past tense about these alarming
developments in the communist movement. This does not mean that we
have left all our difficulties behind. Far from it. But I think that now the
Communists have reason to believe that our movement is going through
changes marking the onset of a radically new stage in its development.

I refer primarily to the positive changes under way in the more important
aspects of our sister parties’ activities. They are intensifying their
international contacts, and the Communists are displaying an increasingly
vigorous commitment to a search for the solution of today’s principal
problems on the basis of an alliance with all forces that have the same
interests at heart.

As the 70th anniversary of the October Revolution was commemorated
in November 1987, Moscow hosted a meeting attended by representatives
of 178 parties and movements which, although differing in their social,
ideological and political orientation, agreed to forego the differences that
divided them and, for the sake of promoting peace and progress, to hold a
friendly, frank and equitable discussion and exchange their views on a wide
range of issues of concern to all humanity. It was a serious, earnest and
constructive examination of ways of safeguarding peace, furthering social
progress and resolving contradictions within our increasingly
interdependent and integral world community.

The meeting in Moscow was a major, future-oriented event, and we will
have occasion to return many times to its message and to the new ideas
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expressed in its course. For that discussion to take place, its participants
had to take many steps to accommodate one another, to reappraise many
of their views and, most importantly, to realise that meetings are both
possible and necessary. Judging by my conversations with representatives
of other sister parties, that was the spirit in which the Communists
prepared for the Moscow meeting. They were therefore able to address
specific proposals'te those who were most likely to become their allies.

We hold that this approach was also confirmed at the third conference of
communist parties from the Eastern Mediterranean, the Middle East. and
the Red Sea area which was held in Athens in October 1987 and in which
the Communist Party of Israel took part.

Whatever angle they are viewed from, the problems of our region are
among the gravest and the most tangled. Nevertheless. after a thorough
discussion and painstaking preparatory work, we succeeded in formulating
and unanimously approving — not nnl}* in general outline but also in detail
— well-founded proposals concerning the Arab-Israeli conflict. the Iran-
Iraq war, the questions of Cyprus, tensions between Turkey and Greece
and some other issues.

In this article I will refrain from summarising the documents adopted in
Athens: they have been published. But the very fact that Communists from
almost 20 countries effectively arrived at a common approach to the
fundamental issues discussed at the conference is very important. Back in
Israel I could see the favourable impact this had had on sentiments both
within and outside our party. Many people welcomed the fact that the CPI
position on the extremely important and complex issue of attaining
comprehensive, just and durable peace in the Middle East proved to be
consonant with the positions held by the other revolutionary parties of the
region. This agreement strengthens the confidence of the Israeli Communists
that they have chosen the right path. 1 think it was equally important for
other parties, too, to feel that they were not alone. that their views were
shared and supported by their friends.

Compared to the two previous meetirgs, the Athens conference was
more open, the discussion was frank and public, and the principles of
mutual respect and equality were observed strictly. It showed that the
Communists of our region were now more mature, more confident and
ready to present their political convictions and the objectives of their
struggle to public opinion for assessment. Today we approach our allies
with an open heart, with ideas and proposals that are geared to the
demands of the day and meet the vital interests of our nations.

The question of compliance with the decisions adopted was raised at the
Athens conference in what was largely a new way. In the past, there had
been no shortage of resolutions, appeals and statements urging mutual
solidarity and support. But sometimes these lofty ideas remained on paper
and were not translated into specific efforts. This time we returned home
fully determined to cement our solidarity with our sister parties not only in
statements but above all in practical action.

It is heartening that such concrete, in-depth contacts are also growing
ever more numerous in Latin America, South-east Asia, Europe and in our
movement as a whole. I attach particular significance to the fact that
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cooperation involving ruling communist and workers’ parties has reached a
higher level over the past two or three years.

Any unbiased observer is sure to conclude that the communist parties of
the socialist countries are displaying a greater, businesslike and joint
dedication to the development and consolidation of socialism, so that its
example would really encourage social progress across the world and
promote the struggle ior peace and international security. Communist
parties in capitalist and developing countries, too, are now more inclined
to analyse their activities self-critically, in the light of current world
development. All this has resulted in noticeable improvements in relations
within the communist movement, in the overall atmosphere of inter-party
contacts.

[ believe that the normalisation of relations with the Communist Party of
China offers an example of such improvements. For many years, these
relations ranked among the more complicated and painful problems of the
international communist movement. Last year, relations between most
communist parties of the socialist countries and the CPC were restored.
Other parties are joining this process. The Israeli Communists have also
taken this step. :

[ think this i1s a good sign that also augurs well for the prospects of
resolving many other urgent problems of our movement — bilateral,
regional and international. But let us not be too hasty in our optimism: we
are yet to attain the level of cooperation that is absolutely essential. I am
referring to collective discussions of major issues.

It is sometimes maintained that collective forms of cooperation may
restrict the independence and the autonomy of our parties and make it
more difficult for them to operate as a national political force. One also
hears it said that any collective meeting eventually revives the ideas of
creating an organisational centre of the international communist
movement. | am convinced that these are groundless fears. A return to the
past is out of the question. Forty-five years ago the resolution on the
dissolution of the Communist International said that the Communists had
never sought to retain obsolete forms of organisation and always
subordinated them to the salient features of a given historical situation and
to the tasks ensuing therefrom.

Maintaining the continuity of its iraditions, the communist movement has
taken the path of renewal. Apparently, the doubts that surface are fed by
psychological inertia in the perception of social development. It takes time
to overcome this inertia. Besides, the mistakes that were made in the
sphere of inter-party relations have also left their imprint on the political
consciousness of Communists. But I think now it is time we rid ourselves of
this deadwood. No one has ever succeeded in escaping the demands of the
day by making references to the past. The old forms of cooperation as
practised in the past are no longer tenable. But this does not rule out a
search for cooperation on a new basis capable of ensuring solidarity and
joint action, including international conferences conducted in the spirit of
the times.

* The need for collective discussions of political and ideological questions
has long been in evidence. Factors of mutual attraction continue to operate
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within any large-scale socio-political movement, including the communist
movement. For some reason, however, we are in no hurry to respond to
objective needs, and we bide our time while others — say, the parties of
the Socialist International — meet regularly and discuss various issues.
They may agree or disagree with one another, but the important thing is
that they exchange their views on a collective basis. We Communists
should also meet, conduct discussions and search for ways of strengthening
international solidarity.

The diversity of the conditions under which the sister parties operate,
their independence and autonomy must not lead to disunity. After all. the
world’s objectively growing interdependence is a process which is gaining
ground in our midst too. I think Mikhail Gorbachov was right when he said
at the Moscow meeting of parties and movements that the communist
movement was not only a national but also, by its nature, an international
force. And it is a force humanity needs.

Nor do I see any credible reasons behind the claim that an emphasis on
closer cooperation between communist parties is at odds with the effort to
establish a broad alliance comprising all forces of peace and progress. |
think that this attitude is patently illogical and does not square with the
practical political record.

Consolidation of the international communist movement cannot harm
the idea of a broad anti-imperialist alliance. On the contrary, if the
Communists again demonstrate their ability to shape their own relations
along the lines of equality, mutual respect and strict observance of each
party’s autonomy and independence, that none of us tries to impose his
decisions on others as the only correct approach, and if we demonstrate all
this in a new way, that will benefit us in the eyes of international public
opinion. Just consider whether a partner who has not yet proved his ability
to conduct discussions and reach agreement even with the like-minded can
expect to be trusted in serious matters. I think not.

To rule out any possible misunderstanding, let me add that in supporting
proposals for promoting collective forms of communist cooperation, our
party does not oppose them to broader international action in which
representatives of democratic socio-political movements could take part on
an equal footing. One does not hamper or exclude the other.

Another point. Lenin always said that one should distinguish between
principled agreement and unprincipled appeasement. Sometimes terms
unacceptable to Communists are laid down as the price of broader contacts
and cooperation — for example, that they abandon the Marxist-Leninist
concept of scientific socialism. In such cases, it is imperative to stand firm
and not to fear a sharp debate because the matter involves a fundamental
issue of our movement, the prospects of social progress.

In this connection let me recall the discussion that unfolded in Berlin in
1983, at the international conference to mark the 165th anniversary of the
birth of Karl Marx. Spokesmen of many socialist and social democratic
parties were saying that the Marxist concept of socialism had lost
credibility and that it had no future. I challenged them and said, “You say
you are after a better, democratic type of socialism. All right. Then why
have none of your ‘parties built this kind of society when you were in
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power? What stood in your way? You had an absolute majority in

government and in parliament, you could have delivered on your promises.
But you didn’t. Why?" There was no answer. “Let’s not force our own
opinion on others.” I told them. “You are loyal to your ideals, and we are
committed to ours. Politics raises questions that can only be settled by
history. There are many other issues on which we could cooperate for the
benefit of peace and universal prosperity. So let's focus on these
problems.™ :

People I meet at home and abroad often ask me how Communists
manage to preserve their ideological and political identity and to work for
the accomplishment of their historical mission — that of the world’s
revolutionary renewal. Here. the important thing is to try and find the right
way of tackling a dual problem.

First, our work should reflect the vital interests of all humanity, primarily
the need to assure its survival. This idea, advanced by Marx and Engels, is

.now particularly topical. Current developments make it incumbent on us to
reflect on this idea again and draw the necessary conclusions. If we fail to
do that, the communist movement may lose all reason for its existence.

Second, while upholding universal human values, we should fight for the
ideals of social progress. That is why we propose not only peace instead of
war or democracy instead of fascist and racist dictatorship, but also an
alternative to class domination and to the exploitation of man by man —
socialist society, for it rejects all types of oppression.

That is what I think distinguishes communist parties from all other
‘political forces. If Communists skilfully combine a struggle for universal
human interests with promotion of social progress, they are on the right
path.

One hears it said that in many countries, cooperation with the
Communists is pointless because they are too few and have little electoral
support. I would like to recall that by the time of the February 1917
Revolution in the vast Russian Empire, there were only 24,000 Bolsheviks,
but by October they grew to 350,000. They led the world’s first socialist
revolution to victory, and they directed — and still direct — the country’s
socialist development. So the important thing is not numerical strength but
an ability to perceive the interests of the masses and to champion them

boldly. It is important for the Communists to provide the spark which can
ignite the flame of popular struggle.

This is what guides our party in its efforts to create a bread front in our
country to defend peace and to combat the aggressive and expansionist
policy of Israel’s reactionary quarters. We were the ones who launched this
struggle. When Lebanon was invaded in 1982, only the Communist-led
Democratic Front for Peace and Equality — four out of 120 members of
the Knesset — voted against the war. Nine other members abstained. But
today, most people admit that we did the right thing. Speaking in
parliament, even some members of the ruling Labour Party express regret
over their failure to take an anti-war stand. That is a development without
precedent in Israeli political history.

Or take another, even more vivid example. Two or three years ago. only
the Communist Party and the Democratic Front urged recognition of the
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Palestinian people’s right to self-determination and a state of their own.
Now that the anti-Lebanese gamble has collapsed and our country has
gone through a bitter experience, now that new international trends have
surfaced, as well as due to our persistent explanatory work and discussions
with other parties, a recent opinion poll indicates that almost 20 per cent of
the Israeli population favour recognition of and negotiations with the PLO.
In recent years, even two Zionist parties have argued in favour of
recognising the right of the Arab people of Palestine to self-determination.

All this shows that, first of all, the Communists assess the situation
properly and help the masses get their political bearings. If people accept
our view of some issues, this does not mean that they become Communists
or will vote for us in elections. We simply help them find the right solution
to a problem on which their lives and well-being depend. As a result, the
prestige of our party is growing.

True, sometimes we are reminded that most supporters of the CPI are
Arabs. During one of my trips to Paris I was even asked why, although
Jews had been very active in the revolutionary movement in, say, Russia
and were still active in France, things were different in Israel. This is what |
said in reply: “Imagine for a moment that Jews are the oppressed minority
in Israel, that they have changed places with the Arabs. Whom would the
Communists support? In my country, Arabs bear a double burden of
oppression — as working people, similarly to the Jews who are
dispossessed, and as a national minority. Who defends them? Mostly, the
Communists. It is therefore perfectly natural for the Arab masses in Israel.
to back us. But we also have thousands of Jewish supporters. We are
Israel’s internationalist, Jewish-Arab party.”

The question of the socialist prospect, our policy goal, is a very acute
issue for us — as it is for Communists in other countries too. Today, this
issue is indelibly linked with the changes the Soviet Union and other
socialist countries are carrying out to perfect socialism and to get rid of
everything that hampered its progress and the realisation of its advantages.
There is no doubt that this process is helping Communists in the capitalist
world to combat the negative image of socialism which bourgeois
propaganda has been fostering for decades. Today, everyone sees that
perestroika is under way in the USSR, that glasnost and democratisation
have aroused the initiative of the masses, and the appeal of socialism is
growing.

Paraphrasing John Reed’s famous book title, one can say that today,
perestroika and glasnost are shaking the world. Even reactionary
newspapers and periodicals are saying that the Soviet example should be
followed. Ha'aretz, a bourgeois Zionist newspaper, has published an
article entitled ‘We Need Glasnost Too’, saying, among other things, that
the Israeli mass media should stop disseminating false reports about the
Soviet Union.

But for one thing, this appeal would deserve to be welcomed. I am
referring to our opponents’ attempts at cutting Communists off from the
revolutionary transformations now under way in the socialist countries.
They blame us for invariably supporting the USSR and closing our eyes to
the negative aspects of Soviet realities. I do not deny that there was a time
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when Communists saw Soviet society through rose-coloured spectacles.
But that was understandable. A desire to see one’s ideals translated into
reality sometimes did lead to exaggerations. But the charges against us
imply a different thing — that Communists approved of the tragic chapters
in the history of socialism. That is a lie.

In an article I wrote for our party’s theoretical journal about perestroika
in the USSR I explained what we had always supported and what we had
always rejected. We welcomed the development of socialism, the
elimination of exploitation and national discrimination, we welcomed
industrialisation, collectivisation, the rout of the Nazis at Stalingrad and
the defeat of Nazi Germany. We supported everything we were positive
about, everything we could responsibly assess. But some things were a
sealed book to us too — and not only to us. In my article I quoted a
message sent by Prime Minister Ben Gurion to the Chair of the USSR
Council of Ministers on November 6, 1948. The Israeli leader hailed the
Soviet Union not only as a friendly country which supported Israeli
statehood but also as a democratic society in which human rights were
observed.

I am convinced that the future of world socialism, of national liberation
and social emancipation and even the survival of the human race depend
on the success of the Soviet Union’s perestroika, on our ability to master
the new way of political thinking and to project it into the minds of the
masses and even of our class adversaries.

As The Class

Confrontation
Mounts
Alvaro Cunhal — General Secretary,

Portuguese Communist Party (PCP)

This concludes Comrade Cunhal’s replies to questions from members of
the WMR Editorial Council.

The 1974 Revolution and the Defence of Its Gains

It is important for the Communists to draw lessons from both positive
and negative experience. Could you say in this connection whether the
PCP made any mistakes at the initial stage and at the height of the
1974-1975 Revolution? (Stanislaw Wronski, Polish United Workers’

Party)

TO understand the political situation in Portugal, one should remember
that in our country, there was no peaceful transition (directed by the ruling
classes) from a fascist dictatorship to a bourgeois democratic regime (the

See the March issue of WMR for the first part of Alvaro Cunhal’s interview in which he

re‘;;lied to questions from members of the WMR Editorial Council on international issues. —
Ed.
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way it happened in Spain); what we had was a military and popular
uprising which ousted the dictatorship and installed a democratic regime.
This occurred in the course of a struggle in which the popular masses and
the revolutionary sectors of the military played the key role. overcoming
the desperate resistance of the fascist state and of the capitalist quarters
that dominated and ruled the country.

After the fascist government was overthrown by the Armed Forces
Movement (AFM) on April 25, 1974 and replaced by a provisional
government on which many political parties (including the PCP) were
represented, the fascists and other reactionaries, supported by
imperialism, big capital and the agrarians — forces that had exploited and
tyrannised the Portuguese people for the 48 vears of the dictatorship —
made several attempts to strangle Portugal's nascent democracy. These
forces — beginning with General Spinola, President of the Republic —
hatched plots, attempted coups and military putschs' and launched large-
scale economic sabotage operations in banking, at major industrial
projects and in agriculture. Therefore, the nationalisation of banking and
of the basic sectors of the Portuguese economy, the abolition of monopoly
groups, the agrarian reform in areas with big landed estates and the
establishment of local democratic government supported by the people
were not arbitrary steps taken by the PCP or any vanguard isolated from
the masses. These profound reforms of our socio-economic structures were
effected by the popular masses themselves in the course of their struggle.

Many of those who did not understand — or did not want to understand
— the Portuguese revolution described these reforms as ‘PCP mistakes’.
But we have every reason to say that without such reforms, Portugal’s
newborn democracy would have been strangled in its cradle.

One should stress once again that all these reforms form part of the
democratic regime as formalised in the Constitution of the Republic which
was approved by the Constituent Assembly in 1976 and for which not only
the Communist but also the Socialist and Social Democratic members of
the Assembly voted.

What factors combined in late 1975 to block the development of the
April Revolution and enabled the reactionaries to seize the political
initiative? (Aulis Leppanen, Communist Party of Finland)

The main factors were as follows:

First, the conflicts, divisions and even clashes within the AFM* which
was the ‘armed wing’ of the democratic revolution.

Second, the Socialist Party’s alliance with the right-wing quarters
(against democratic transformations).

Third, the political, economic, financial and military pressure exerted by
imperialism, specifically by the United States and by NATO of which
Portugal is a member. _

Fourth, the premature holding of elections (on April 25, 1975. — Ed.) at
a time when conditions were still lacking for the electorate to receive
adequate information, exercise genuine freedom and understand the
options available.
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These four factors intertwined and, by the end of 1975, after the country
was swept by a great wave of terrorist acts staged by the extreme Right
against the PCP and the popular movement, led to the virtual dissolution
of the AFM. Power passed to a succession of governments (of the Socialist
Party, of the Socialist Party allied with right-wing parties, and of the right-
wing parties) whose fundamental objective was to eliminate the principal
gains of the revolution.

For the almost 13 years that have elapsed, the PCP and the large-scale
social movements of the masses (notably, the trade union movement) have
been resolutely rebuffing the counter-revolutionary process and firmly
defending the democratic gains of the Portuguese people.

The evolution of the PCP’s numerical strength is a clear sign that the
policy of the party is supportd by vast sections of the Portuguese people. In
July 1974, three months after the overthrow of the fascist government, the
PCP numbered 15,000 members. On September 28 of the same year, the
day the popular masses decisively thwarted an attempted reactionary coup,
the party totalled more than 30,000 Communists. In the spring of 1975,
with the revolution at its peak, the number increased to 100,000. As the
counter-revolutionary process gained ground in the years that followed,
the ranks of our party continued to grow; in 1983 we had 200,000 members.
Since then, the numerical strength of the PCP has remained about the
same.

These figures are among the more reliable indications that firm defence
of the revolutionary gains by the Communist Party was one of the prime
factors behind the party’s influence and the support it enjoys among the
working class and other broad social strata.

How important is the defence of the agrarian reform, a major
revolutionary gain, for preserving other accomplishments of the April
Revolution? (Georg Kwiatowski, German Communist Party)

The revolutionary gains are essential components of the democratic regime
established by the April Revolution and formalised in the Constitution of
the Republic now in force.

These gains include, first and foremost, the country’s economic system
under which the monopolies have been abolished, banking and the basic
sectors of the economy nationalised, big landed estates eliminated, and an
agrarian reform carried out. Then there are the civil rights and freedoms,
including such rights of the working people as stress the progressive nature
- of the democratic regime in Portugal. Finally, the gains in question also
feature the organisation of a political system under which an important role
is assigned to the interdependence of government bodies, to democratic
local government and to the principle of proportionate representation in
parliament and in municipal councils. When one of these gains is defended,
so are the others. The objective of the counter-revolutionary process is to
eliminate them all.
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What role are the armed forces playing today in repulsing the
reactionary attempts at eliminating the gains of the April Revolution?
(Rafic Samhoun, Lebanese Communist Party)

The armed forces are currently playing no role at all in neutralising the
reactionary offensive. One can even say that they serve as its support base,
although they take no open or covert part in the nation’s policies.

Unity of Democratic Forces in Portugal

You have stated repeatedly that unity of all democratic forces is
essential to a successful struggle for upholding the social and
democratic interests of the working people and rebuffing attacks on .
the revolution’s gains. What experience has the PCP accumulated in
fighting for the unity of democratic forces, particularly of the Left?
(Georg Kwiatowski). What hampers the establishment of a broad
democratic alliance and the elaboration of an alternative based on a
policy of peace, freedom and social justice? (Hugo Campos,
Paraguayan Communist Party)

The PCP’s approach to this issue is different from the way it is raised in the
question. First, it is utopian to think about the unity of all democratic
forces. Second, the struggle of the working class and the popular masses
has demonstrated their ability to repulse attacks on revolutionary gains
even if there is no unity among the democratic parties (notably, between

the Communist Party and the Socialist Party).

Unity of democratic forces should be seen in two contexts — the party
context and the social context. On the social plane, the essential thing is to
promote mass struggle — waged by workers, peasants, youth, women,
intellectuals, small- and medium-scale businessmen and industrialists,
pensioners and the disabled — for specific economic, political and cultural
objectives. Taking part in these actions, many of them directed at
defending the gains of the April Revolution, are men and women
representing the Communist Party, the Socialist Party and other political
currents.

Unity of democratic forces is a very complex task to accomplish. The
PCP insists tirelessly on the need for unity of the democratic parties
(primarily of the PCP and the SP, the biggest democratic parties) in
defending the interests of the people and the country in consolidating and
developing the democratic regime established by the April Revolution. If
such unity is lacking, that is due exclusively to the SP refusal of any
rapprochement with the PCP, to its blatant anti-communism and frequent
alliances with the right-wingers in their onslaught on the democratic gains
of the April Revolution. The strategic objective of the Socialist Party is to
restore state-monopoly capitalism which the revolution eliminated.’

Although the Socialist Party clings to this position stubbornly, we insist
‘on the need for a rapprochement, for understanding and unity on specific
issues in various spheres of the nation’s life. In particular, we are working
to bring the positions of the two parties closer together so as to prevent the

Socialists from providing the Social Democratic Party with the
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parliamentary support it needs to undermine the foundations of democracy
through a revision of the Constitution of the Repubiic.

How does the PCP assess the role of the Socialists in the working class
movement of Portugal compared to the part played by the Social
Democrats in the FRG and the Socialists in France? (Ali Ahmed El
Tayeb, Communist Party of the Sudan)

I would refrain from comparing the Portuguese Socialists with the French
Socialists or the West German Social Democrats. But I can discuss the role
the Socialists play in Portugal.

No doubt, many working people are either members of or vote for the
Socialist Party. This, however, does not prevent the Socialist Party from
steering an anti-labour and anti-democratic course, a right-wing policy, a
policy of alliance with the right-wing parties — especially since April 25,
1974. The steps taken by the various cabinets of which the Socialists were
part — on wages, employment, social benefits, social security, housing,
health and education — differed little from right-wing policy. That explains
why the working people who vote for the SP fight side by side with the
Communists against the Socialists’ labour policies.

The role of the SP in the working class movement is defined particularly
clearly by the Socialists’ positions and activities in the trade unions.

Portugal’s unitary trade union movement arose during the years of the
fascist dictatorship, thanks to the heroic struggle waged by the working
people within the fascist labour unions which were an integral part of
Salazar’s corporative state, modelled after the pattern of Mussolini’s
Labour Charter. After the April Revolution, the trade union movement,
which rallied behind the General Confederation of Portuguese Workers-
National Intersindical (GCPW-NI), developed into a broad and powerful
current of the working class movement and contributed significantly to the
attainment of important democratic revolutionary gains — such as
workers’ control, workers’ rights, nationalisation and the agrarian reform.

The Socialist Party has assumed a stand of violent opposition to the
Intersindical (because, thanks to the choice made by the working people,
the Communists are recognised as playing the leading role in its governing
bodies at all levels) and is doing its utmost to fragment the confederation.
The SP and the right-wing parties, effectively supported by the more
reactionary employers and receiving direct assistance from the United
States and West Germany, have succeeded in setting up a different trade
union centre (the General Union of Workers) whose secretary-general
serves on the National Leadership of the Socialist Party. The working
people regard the GUW as a ‘company union’ because it serves the
interests of big capital and of right-wing governments. The GUW cannot
match the strength or the representative scope of the GCPW-NI: the latter
numbers 1,600,000 members and the former, only 200,000 to 300,000

The Current Situation in Portugal and PCP Activities

The PCP steadily opposed Portugal’s entry into the EEC, but your
country is now a member. Has the experience of Portugal’s Common
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Market membership modified your position in any way? (Mostafa
Azzaoui, Party of Progress and Socialism of Morocco)

Our opposition to Portugal’s entry into the EEC has a solid foundation in
both economic and political terms.

Economically, our relatively backward industry and agriculture and
considerably inferior level of labour productivity make it impossible for
Portugal to compete with the more developed EEC countries either in the
integrated European market or domestically.

Politically, integration into the EEC was seen by the political forces
which advocated it as a pretext for eliminating the democratic gains of the
April Revolution. It is argued that Portugal’s socio-economic structures
should be geared to- the structures of state-monopoly capitalism which
exists in the developed EEC countries but which was eliminated in
Portugal by the democratic revolution.

Our analysis, our position, our forecasts and our warnings are daily
borne out by facts.

The development of our own resources and the advancement of
Portugal’s industry, agriculture and fisheries are being sacrificed to the
interests of the industrialised EEC member countries.

Although Portugal suffers from a high deficit of the food balance (a large
share of the food supply is imported.— Ed.), ceilings have been virtually
imposed on the production of cereals, tomatoes, oleiferous crops and dairy
products. The market has been saturated with imported agricultural
produce, and the Portuguese farmers are suffering the consequences.
Areas reserved for agricultural crops are being reduced; instead,
eucalyptus plantations are being set up everywhere for the production of
paper pulp.

Given the imbalances in our trade, it is urgently necessary and perfectly
possible to manufacture domestically many industrial goods which are now
imported. However, integration into the EEC leads to opposite results: we
import many goods that could be produced domestically. Industry is
stagnating, and many small- and medium-scale enterprises are closing their
doors.

Important national development projects (in steel production,
construction of dams, production of sugar, etc.) remain on paper because
they clash with the interests of the developed EEC member countries. In
the EEC’s international division of labour, Portugal is supposed to be a
tool of the developed nations, and it cannot develop its economy in

accordance with the interests of the Portuguese people.

Integration into the EEC gravely affects Portugal’s national interests,
sovereignty and independence. That is why we are categorically opposed to
the taking of supranational decisions by EEC bodies, to the Single

European Act and to the ideas and proposals urging the establishment of a
European Political Union. :

We are and will be fighting to make Portugal an independent European
country, not a poor relation of a rich uncle.
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Could you speak about the Portuguese peace movement? What does it
represent? What specific objectives does it advocate? What role do the
Communists play in the movement (Georg Kwiatowski; Mostafa
Azzaoui; Jose Lava, Communist Party of the Philippines)

The peace struggle in Portugal is fought on four major fronts.

First. there is the struggle for general. universal goals — prevention of
nuclear war. disarmament. and elimination of nuclear and chemical
weapons. In this respect. the principle role in the shaping of public opinion
and in the activities of the peace champions is connected with efforts to
explain the value of the proposals and initiatives put forward by the USSR
and other socialist countries and. since the end of 1987, of the Washington
summit and of the Soviet-US Treaty on the Elimination of Intermediate-
range and Shorter-range Missiles.

Second. there i1s the struggle fought for specific objectives involving
Portugal — against the deployment in or transit through our national
territory of nuclear weapons, against nuclear-armed submarines calling at
Portuguese ports. against the construction of a radar station at Almodovar
and the probable attempt to transfer the F-16 fighter-bombers from Spain
to Portugal. against the expansion of NATO bases and other military
facilities. and against the build-up of NATO’s conventional military
presence in Portugal to ‘offset’ the alleged erosion of ‘European defence’
after the elimination of intermediate and shorter-range nuclear missiles
(this ‘compensation’ is already touted by the more reactionary mass
media).

Third. there is the struggle for Portugal to pursue a foreign policy of
peace and cooperation. This objective is connected with the fight against
the course of the right-wing governments, for a change of national policy
and for consolidating the democratic regime.

Fourth, there is vigorous solidarity with peoples who are victims of
imperialist aggression (in Southern Africa, Central America and the
Middle East); the aim of this solidarity is to assure their right to shape their
own future and to find political solutions capable of extinguishing
dangerous hotbeds of war.

The struggle along these four fronts is being waged, on the one hand, by
the peace movement 'under the aegis of the Portuguese Council for Peace
and Cooperation and, on the other, by the more consistent democratic
parties, trade unions, youth and women’s organisations and movements,
intellectuals, Catholic quarters, etc.

The PCP is in the forefront of the struggle for peace.

What were the causes behind the important success of the right-wing
forces in the parliamentary elections of July 1987? (Mostafa Azzaoui).
What are the main reasons for the losses incurred by the PCP in these
elections? How do you explain the defeat of the party of Ramalho
Eanes, former President of the Republic? (Rafic Samhoun).
Generally, how can one explain the fact that the considerable influence
of the Communists in mass democratic movements has, for so many
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years, failed to be reflected in elections, in the number of votes cast for
the PCP? (Antonio Granja, Brazilian Communist Party; Satiadjaya
Sudiman, Communist Party of Indonesia).

The elections of July 19, 1987 were held in a highly distinctive situation.
The previous parliamentary election had taken place only two years
before. At that time, the Socialist Party had paid a price for its policy of
alliances with right-wing parties, losing 844,000 votes and 44 seats in
parliament. The Social Democratic Party (SDP) which, before the
elections (of 1985. — Ed.) formed a part of the coalition government
together with the Socialist Party, launched a major operation to avoid
being blamed for the policy of that government, to make the Socialist Party
the scapegoat and to pose as an alternative force in the eves of the
electorate. As a result, the SDP managed to win the biggest number of
votes and 88 seats in the Assembly of the Republic. Another right-wing
party — the Social Democratic Centre (SDC) — received 22 seats. The
Democratic Renewal Party (DRP), formed by the supporters of General
Eanes, the then President of the Republic, shortly before the elections,
was seen by the electorate as offering a democratic alternative and scored
an unprecedented success: it won 1,036,000 votes and gained 45 seats,
mostly at the expense of the Socialists.

Despite certain gains of the right-wingers, the democratic parties on the
whole won a majority of seats in the Assembly of the Republic in 1985 —
140 out of 250. It was possible to form a government supported by a
democratic majority. But the Socialist Party, the DRP and the President of
the Republic refused to use this opportunity. Instead, these parties agreed
on the formation of a minority Social Democratic government.

Subsequently, increased confrontation between the government and the
democratic parties led, in 1987, 140 deputies of those parties to approve a
vote of no confidence, and the government resigned that same year in
April. Again, a tangible opportunity emerged for forming a government
supported by a democratic parliamentary majority. The PCP, the SP and
the DRP backed the idea. But the President of the Republic (at that time
Mirio Soares, former Secretary-General of the Socialist Party) did not
accept that proposal, dissolved the Assembly of the Republic, announced
early elections and, rejecting the democratic proposal for the formation of
a caretaker government capable of assuring a democratic electoral process
and a democratic voting procedure, kept the minority government in office
although it had already resigned.

As a result, the Social Democratic Party won a majority of votes and of
seats in parliament in the elections of July 19, 1987.

Three factors were fundamental to its success:

First, there was abuse for electoral purposes of the powers, resources
and means of the government and of the state in all spheres of the nations’
life; demagoguery; as well as complete control over and scandalous
manipulation of television, radio and other mass niedia.

Second, the world economy developed in a way that favoured Portugal
(the drop in the dollar exchange rate and in oil and cereals’ prices), and this
made it possible to check the growth of the trade and balance-of-payments
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deficit and to stabilise the foreign debt (516 billion). This enabled the SDP
government. unlike the previous governments. to acquire sizeable financial
resources (some S2 billion) and to create an image of ‘competénce’ and
‘efficiency’.

Third. there were divisions in the democratic camp: as a result. the
electorate did not see a democratic alternative as credible.

The right-wingers lent concentrated support to the SDP. and the SDC.
the other right-wing party. retained only four seats out of the 22 it had
before the elections.

The results scored by the democratic parties were also significant. Paying
a price for its vacillation and low level of political activity. the DPR
suffered a heavy defeat. losing 73 per cent of its 1985 vote and winning only
seven seats instead of 45. The Socialist Party managed to recover three
seats out of the 44 and 59.748 votes out of the 844.000 it had lost two years
earlier.

As for the PCP and its allies in the Democratic Unityv Coalition (DUC),
a close analysis leads one to conclude that the drop in the number of ballots
cast for it is explained primarily by the fact that many voters staved away
from the polls. One should note that the SDP’s gain of votes matches
almost precisely the losses of the SDC and the DRP. while the highest
percentage of absence from the polls was recorded in areas of particular
PCP influence.

At its plenary meeting of July 22-23, 1987, the PCP Central Committee
identified three main causes of this failure to vote: the seasonal summer
migration of thousands of workers abroad and to other parts of the
country: the period of summer vacations which made it a serious financial
problem for warking people to return to their electoral districts to vote: as
well as a real political factor — no prospects for the formation of a
democratic govarnment with PCP participation.

One can therefore assume that the reduction in the number of votes cast
for the Communist Party does not imply a rightward shift of its traditional
electorate (although some cases of such defection did occur) but is
explained mostly by absenteeism. We do not regard this reduction as a
trend.

What criteria do you think can be used to identify the degree of
influence exerted by communist ideology on society? Are election
results the only indication or one of the more important factors? (Bert
Ramelson, Communist Party of Great Britain).

Election results are, of course, an important but not the only indication of
communist influence. An objective assessment of the significance of
election results calls for specific conditions to be taken into account. They
include electoral legislation; restrictions and discrimination in the exercise
by certain parties of their rights and freedoms; abuse of power and of
government resources by the ruling party; the demagoguery,
misinformation and ideological subversion to which the powerful mass
media (television, radio and the press) resort, the degree of economic,
social, moral and religious pressure on the electorate; etc. One should also
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see whether the alignment of forces at a given juncture and the absence of
the immediate prospect of a certain party forming a government may
prompt its traditional supporters to vote ‘usefully’ for another party.

All this means that, although they are essential to the relative weight of
different parties in institutional bodies (parliament, government,
municipal councils, etc.), election results do not offer a precise reflection
of these parties’ true influence.

A party’s real influence, particularly among the masses, can be judged
by many other indications. It also manifests itself in large-scale unitary
social movements (the trade unions and the associations of peasants,
intellectuals, women, youth and other social strata) and in the party’s
ability to mobilise the masses and exert a palpable impact on the nation’s
social fabric and culture. In this sense, no one in Portugal doubts that in
many spheres the influence of the PCP is superior to that of other parties.
That is a reliable criterion making it possible to affirm that the Communists
have a much greater influence on the nation’s life than indicated by
election results.

Many communist parties of the non-socialist world regard the drive to
ensure a constant influx of young members as a priority task. How is
the PCP tackling this issue? Which aspects of your work with youth
and with young Communists do you consider particularly important?
(Alexander Subbotin, Communist Party of the Soviet Union).

Recruitment of young members is no doubt an important and constantly
topical task. Unless we deal with this issue, we are sure to encounter
ageing, stagnation and, eventually, loss of influence. However, work
among youth cannot be and is not confined to the admission of young
people into the PCP.

We in Portugal single out two essential aspects of this issue. The first is
to strengthen the organisation of the Portuguese Communist Youth
(PCY). It numbers some 30,000 members, but its influence is far short of
what is now needed. The second concerns the work performed by the PCP
and the PCY among the masses of young people: we defend their interests,
promote the activity of unitary organisations (such as student, recreational
and athletic associations or youth sections of the trade unions), organise
various projects to uphold their fundamental rights, stage cultural events
and involve youth in the struggle for peace.

We believe it particularly important to avoid any forms of work in which
young people are ordered about, to shun paternalistic attitudes, to
encourage intitiative, creative thinking and a critical spirit among youth,
and to develop those forms of work which are geared to the way the
younger generation sees and understands contemporary socio-political
- phenomena.

How do you assess the prbspacts of the Portuguese political process in
the foreseeable future and what role will the PCP play in this
evolution? (Roland Bauer, Socialist Unity Party of Germany).
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The advent of the right-wing majority government and the divisions among
the democratic forces have seriously aggravated the threat to the
democratic regime established by the April Revolution. The right-wingers
who are in power can now pursue their policy with parliamentary support
and enact legislation institutionalising this policy. The right-wing offensive
against the democratic gains of the Portuguese people is intensifying.

At this point I should emphasise that under the Constitution of the
Republic, such gains form an integral part of the democratic regime and
are irreversible. That is why the new offensive is accompanied by SDP
efforts to revise the Constitution; if approved, this project will not change
but destroy the regime.

However, any change to be introduced into the Constitution has to be
approved by at least a two-thirds majority of the Assembly of the
Republic. The SDP does not command this many votes and can secure the
required majority only by enlisting the support of Socialist Party deputies.
Hence the importance of this year’s struggle against the constitutional
revision the right-wingers are seeking to institutionalise and complete the
counter-revolutionary process.

Stepping up our struggle, we hold that the right-wing forces currently in”
power are incomparably weaker than the results of the July 19, 1987
elections may indicate.

The SDP’s electoral support is far in excess of the actual economic and
political support for the programme and the activities of .the SDP
government. Conversely, the election results scored by the PCP and other
democratic parties are far inferior to the social and political support
enjoyed by democratic policy.

The government’s activities are conditioned by a variety of factors — the
unconstitiutional and illegal nature of many steps it intends to take; the
impossibility of resolving the nation’s problems with the help of the policy
adopted; the deterioration of the economic and social situation this policy
leads to; the inevitable conflict already in evidence between the policy
conducted by the government and the vital interests of most people who
voted for it; and the contradictions within the right-wing camp which have
already resulted in a reorganisation of the SDC and led to infighting within
the SDP.

Conversely, democracy still commands a considerable potential for self-
defence — the constitutional and legitimate nature of its goals; a vast social
base of objective support for a democratic alternative; a powerful popular
and democratic movement which includes the trade unions and other mass
movements and organisations; strong and democratic local government;
in-depth linkages (existing at different factories and in rural areas) that
account for the stake the working people and, generally, broad sections of
society have in the revolutionary gains; and the actual influence wielded by
the democratic forces which, in the July 19 elections, failed for the first
time (since April 25, 1975 — Ed.) to win an overall majority of votes.

We are therefore fighting on with the hope that the Portuguese people
will be able to defend and to ensure the continuation of the democratic
regime, an accomplishment of the April Revolution.

There is no doubt that the PCP plays the decisive role in this struggle.
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What is the strategy the PCP has adopted amid the mounting
reactionary offensive? (Antonio Diaz Ruiz, Communist Party of
Cuba).

Right-wing propaganda, with its enormous resources, has launched a
vigorous campaign to create the impression that the counter-revolutionary
offensive is irreversible and invincible, that the democratic gains of the
April Revolution are therefore doomed to disappear soon. ‘The April
Revolution is finished,” proclaimed the right-wingers after the elections of
July 19, 1987.

However, the PCP is not surrendering to the new counter-revolutionary
onslaught. It remains a loyal and committed champion of the ideals and
gains of the democratic revolution.

The Communist Party is therefore conducting its work along five main
fronts:

(a) representative functions discharged in the Assembly of the Republic
through its 27 deputies, in contacts with the President of the Republic." in
local government bodies (both in the dozens of municipal councils where

-he PCP has a majority and in those where communist representatives are
in a minority), through recourse to the courts. and in preparation for the
next elections;

(b) efforts to reinforce unitary organisations and movements and to
enhance their militancy (the General Confederation of Portuguese
Workers; workers’ commissions; organisatians and movements of farmers,
intellectuals, women, youth, small- and medium-scale businessmen and
industrialists, pensioners and the disabled; people’s associations and
groups; cooperatives);

(c) promotion of struggle by the masses which is again on the rise,
indicating that many of those who voted for the SDP are adversely affected
by its policies and therefore oppose it;

(d) convergence and unity of the democrats — a task which the PCP
furthers steadily and vigorously;

(e) consolidation of the party itself (leadership, style of work, cadres.
information and propaganda, ideological struggle) as an essential factor in
defending the interests of the people, the country, democracy, national
independence and peace.

The campaign against the PCP has perhaps never been as massive,
intense or vicious as it is today. The reason is clear to us. Invariably
expressing and steadily upholding the vital interests of the people and the
country, the Communist Party poses the firmest and most reliable obstacle
to the advancement of the counter-revolutionary process. It remains a
powerful political force defending democratic gains and the democratic
regime of which they are part. With PCP participation, the struggle
continues.

Bourgeois propaganda is working hard to make the working people in
the non-socialist part of the world believe that socialism is receding

irretrievably from their prospects. How does the PCP counter this
theorising in its political and ideological work? (Alexander Subbotin).




The bourgeoisie is using powerful economic, political, propaganda and
psychological means to make the working people accept this idea. The
absence of an immediate .prospect of a socialist revolution in many
countries and the problems, difficulties and mistakes in the socialist nations
lends a semblance of credibility to this idea.

Our response includes three major arguments:

First, we refer to the superiority of the socialist system manifested in the
impressive accomplishments scored by the USSR and other socialist
countries within an historically short period. These advances should be not
only remembered but also constantly recalled with appreciation.

Second, we stress that socialism is essential for the tackling of economic,
social and cultural problems which capitalism cannot resolve.

Third, we emphasise the feasibility of transformations, which, as history
tells us, depend on the organisation, resolve, will and struggle of the
revolutionary forces, of working people and of nations.

In Portugal, the struggle in unfolding for a specific immediate objective,
that of defending the democratic regime, but the prospect of socialism
always remains in sight. If this prospect disappears, so will the reason for
the existence of the Communist Party.

As long as there are societies whose salient feature is exploitation of the
working people by the owners of capital and of the means of production,
socialism and communism will invariably be the beacon of popular
struggle.

' Comradec Cunhal is referring to the abortive coup attempts of September 28, 1974 and March
11, 1975. In response to the March cvents, the country launched far-reaching socio-economic
transformations. — FEd.

* The turbulent and contradictory revolutionary process led to stratification within the AFM
and to infighting between rival groups. — Ed.

' The nationalisation of banking, insurance and the basic scctors of the economy changed
drastically Portugal’s socio-cconomic structures: the government came to control 60 to 65 per
cent of the country’s industry. In 1976, nationalised cnterpriscs owned 38 per cent of all stock
and accounted for 44 per cent of all investment and for 25 per cent of the gross national
income. The nation’s monopoly capital lost its economic positions. — Ed.

' Regular contacts with the President of the Republic are maintained within the framework of
his meetings with politial parties. — Ed.

Central America:
Thorny Path To
Peace And

Liberation
Rigoberto Padilla Rush — General

Secretary, Communist Party of
Honduras

LIFE is so dynamic that sometimes it is hard to make a true evaluation of
developments in due time. The pace of events often invalidates what was
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said only yesterday, and makes one take a fresh look at the various political
and social phenomena on the national, regional or global scale. When 1
was writing these lines, I found it hard, for instance, to find an adequate
description of the meeting of the Central American presidents held in San
José last January, to consider the problems and prospects of implementing
the Guatemala Accords.

One would have thought that the intense discussion marked yet another

step on the way towards overcoming one of the most dangerous local
conflicts, and that one could look to the future with hope. But all is not that
simple. It is hard to convert into reality what has been put down on paper.
said Alfonso Cabrera'. That could be done, he said, if there was the
political will to do so. That is quite true. But one may well ask whether all
of the participants in the initiated process of pacification in Central
America have that kind of will. Time alone will tell. One thing is certain: ir
is not only up to Nicaragua, but to the other states as well to see that the
Guatemala Accords are scrupulously fulfilled. This applies above all to the
US administration, which has paid lip service to the document but has in
fact blocked its implementation.

Objective developments have posed this alternative: either the
establishment of peace on the isthmus linking the North and the South of
America, broad democratisation and a search for optimal ways of our
countries’ economic and social development, or continued armed
confrontation, which is pivoted on the undeclared war by US imperialism
and its protégés against the Sandinistas and the other revolutionary-
democratic movements. As in the past, this war will have no clearly
defined fronts, but it will have a common denominator: CIA subversive
activity, the State Department’s diplomatic blackmail, and the Pentagon’s
armed intervention. In short, the situation is a contradictory one.

These Accords could open a new chapter in the political history of the
continent, or they could remain an event of little account, an unsuccessful
attempt to assert the Central American nations’ sovereign right to conduct
an independent foreign policy. '

We who live in the isthmus are well aware of what is going on in
Honduras and in the neighbouring countries, and so are entitled to draw
some conclusions. The first is that the failure of the Guatemala Accords
and the continued confrontation, to say nothing of its deepening, are
fraught with grave consequences. Of this the more forward-looking
members of the ruling classes are also aware. Second, we, Communists,
resolutely support political solutions because we believe, realistically, that
negotiations are the common sense way of overcoming the conflict. This is
an approach which has been winning supporters even in the conservative
circles. Third, it is our deep conviction that no task is more important or
humanistic today than saving mankind from the threat of nuclear suicide.
But for the peoples of the Third World and, in particular, for those of
Central America, vital issues like getting rid of the imperialist
enslavement, assertion of sovereignty, the second liberation and social
progress assume truly dramatic proportions. Their solution will, without
any doubt, be the best contribution to the attainment of world peace.

That warrants the assertion that the urge for liberation does not run
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counter to the struggle for this noble goal, but springs from it. We regard
the problems of peace and liberation, not as being juxtaposed, but with the
two aspects of the struggle against imperialism and internal reaction in the
specific conditions of the individual countries as being closely interconnected
and interdependent.

Nicaragua: the Revolution Defends Itself

Let us recall that the profound economic. social and political changes in
Nicaragua and its people’s resolve and heroism have generated a tide of
international solidarity. They have. at the same time. led to the emergence
of the opposite pole now known in the political lexicon as the contras.
Imperialism has even found an ideological platform for the mercenary
armies, and its main postulate is the fight against the ‘Soviet-Cuban and
Nicaraguan threat to the security and values of Western civilisation’.

In terms of common sense. this ‘threat” appears to be yet another
absurdity within the system of stereotypes manipulated by anti-communist
propaganda. In actual fact. this small Central American republic,
plundered by the Somoza clan, devastated by natural calamities and bled
white by decades of popular struggle against the Western Hemisphere's
most odious regime, has become the object of an undeclared war since the
earliest years of the people’s power. Free Nicaragua was attacked by the
major capitalist power and its mercenaries.

Imperialism has once again demonstrated its reactionary and aggressive
essence, while the young revolution has had to demonstrate, arms in hand,
its capacity to stand up for its gains and to inflict a strategic defeat on the
counter-revolutionary army.

The experience of this and other anti-imperialist popular revolutions
shows that liberation objectives are best attained under stable international
relations, i.e., in the presence of a favourable external factor. But practice
also shows something else: any revolution tends to produce its own
Vendées, the attempts by internal and external reaction to take political and
social revanche. In some cases, it manages to inflict a temporary defeat on
the progressive forces, as it did in Guatemala under Jacobo Arbenz, in
Chile under Salvador Allende, and in Grenada under Maurice Bishop.

These reverses do not minimise the significance of revolutionary and
democratic gains, but if they are to be attained, it is useless to plead with
impenialism and reaction to moderate their aggressiveness. We think that it
is the task of the Communists and all the other progressive forces to
amplifv international solidarity with the fighting people by every possible
means. The defence of the Sandinista people’s revolution is our bounden
duty and obligation, it was said in the decisions of the Fourth Congress and
the Third CC Plenary Meeting of the CP Honduras in 1987.

When I attended the celebrations to mark the 70th anniversary of the
October Revolution, I was put in mind of what Lenin had once said that it
was the support, the sympathy of the working people of the whole world,
even in countries most hostile to us, that were the ultimate, the most
crucial source, the decisive cause of the fiasco of all the invasions directed
against us.’

Revolutions, like the Nicaraguan, have more than a high internal
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political and moral potential. They rely on the support and sympathies of
the socialist countries, of the working people and of a wide spectrum of
political and social forces of the whole world. A characteristic feature of
Nicaragua today is the thousands of internationalists — Cubans, Chileans,
Canadians, Greeks, Swedes, Russians, people from Central American and
other nations — who work voluntarily to harvest the crops, repair and
build homes and enterprises, schools and hospitals, cooperatives and
roads. Among them are hundreds of US citizens, men and women of that
great nation, who have made it clear that, by their work and even at the
price of their lives, they want to wash off the disgrace Washington’s policy
has carried to the people of the United States, which have not yet forgotten
the tragic lessons of the imperialist gamble in Vietnam.

Many people are, unfortunately, captive to anti-communist propaganda,
and so one has to repeat some home truths: the Sandinistas’ activity is
based on a yearning for peace, and not on export of revolution. That is the
source of their strength, and not of weakness. The policy of doing away
with the conflict conducted by the revolutionary governments not only in
Nicaragua, but also of Afghanistan, Kampuchea and other countries is not
dictated by any internal political crises, but by their yearning for peace.
Extinguishing the hotbeds of war means taking a big stride towards the
attainment and preservation of world peace and security, towards solving
the problems of national development for the benefit of the peoples and
with the participation of a wide spectrum of class and political forces.

Since 1981, the Sandinistas have been inviting the US administration to
the negotiation table. They have supported the Contadora process and all

the initiatives leading to peace, including the Guatemala Accords.
Washington’s stubborn refusal, with the servile complicity of Honduran and
Salvadoran reaction, to allow a settlement has demonstrated their incapacity
to make a realistic assessment of the international situation, and testify that
US policy is in deep crisis.

El Salvador: Napoleén Duarte’s Lost War

Since the victory of the Sandinistas in 1979, Washington and its protégés
have spared no efforts to prove that Nicaragua is involved in supplying
arms to the Salvadoran guerrillas, but up to now neither the CIA nor the
Pentagon have come up with anything like hard evidence. Does it exist at
all? After all, the two countries have no common border; they are
separated by the territory of Honduras and the Gulf of Fonseca on the
Pacific seaboard of Central America. This entire zone is under the control
of a special US electronic surveillance base on the Tigre Island, not far
from the shores of Nicaragua. Any ground, air or marine target will appear
on radar screens. The result is that no convoys transporting arms from
Nicaragua to El Salvador have been detected.

But where then do the Salvadoran insurgents take their military
equipment? As far as one can tell, they capture their weapons in the battles
with government troops. As for Sandinista Nicaragua, it has, indeed,
markedly enlivened the military operations in El Salvador — by its
example, which is an inspiration to the guerrillas fighting the puppet
regime.
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The continued reverses of the government army is a peculiarity of the
revolutionary war in El Salvador, beginning with the successful offensive
launched by the Farabundo Marti National Liberation Front (FMLN) in
1981. Today. the FMLN. together with the Revolutionary Democratic
Front (FRD). control one-third of the national territory. They have set up
a parallel government with authority in the liberated areas and enjoying
the support of the population and the svmpathies of other Central
American peoples.

The guerrilla detachments. who now have considerable military
experience. have evolved into a regular revolutionary army. Following
some well-planned major operations. there are signs of a change in favour
of the revolutionary forces. and it is this fact — and not President
Napoleon Duarte’s "peaceableness’ — that has induced him to start talks
with the insurgents. and to agree to an open dialogue with the FMLN-FRD
after the signing of the Guatemala Accords. For the first time in many
vears. the banners of the revolution were proudly flown over San Salvador,
while millions of TV viewers witnessed some unforgettable scenes: in the
streets of the Salvadoran capital., the people welcomed the guerrilla
commanders who had come down from the mountain areas.

The way of political settlement is a hard and thorny one. President
Duarte is an ‘impossible’ man to talk to. and one who is prone to go back
on agreements or to put forward deliberately unacceptable terms, such as
the prior disarmament of the insurgents. In this context. one should also
recall his attempts to speculate in the ‘symmetrism’ conception, which boils
down to the claim that there are insurgents in El Salvador, and contras in
Nicaragua, so that both governments are under pressure from armed
movements. It is our opinion that ‘symmetrism’ has not a leg to stand on
because it is based on an attempt to equate two situations that have nothing
in common. After all, the Nicaraguan counter-revolutionaries are funded
by the United States and carry on operations from foreign territory,
whereas the armed movement in El Salvador is an internal political one
which is strong enough to threaten the regime from the liberated areas of
the national territory. To regard the Salvadoran problem in terms of the
peculiarities of the US fight against Nicaragua, as Duarte does, means
condemning the negotiations with the FMLN-FRD to failure. The two
different problems must be solved in different ways.

Honduras: the Contras Must Go

Our party has examined on many occasions the ‘Honduran knot of
contradictions’, which originated from the fact that the country has been
turned into a regional centre of US militarist activity. The strategic
situation of Honduras and the traitorous attitude of the ruling élite have
determined its role in implementing interventionist schemes. The almost
interminable US army, air force and naval exercises are designed to
intimidate the peoples of the isthmus, to create a ramified infrastructure to
provide logistic support for military operations, and to train Honduran
soldiery in conditions simulating a large-scale armed conflict. The
concentration of counter-revolutionary bands along the borders with
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Nicaragua completed the process of turning Honduras into an occupied
country and a hotbed of provocations against its neighbour in the south.

Last year the CIA claimed that the contras army would include 30,000
Nicaraguan peasants. They need this ‘peasant garb’ to conceal the obvious
fact that many members of this host, especially the officers, are former
Somoza national guardsmen, bandits and sheer mercenary scum. Some of
them are peasants who have been duped or forcibly driven away. But,
according to the Sandinistas, this counter-revolutionary army numbers no
more than 7,000. The CIA’s ‘optimism’ is based on the vain promises of the
contras and springs from their mutual desire to obtain additional
appropriations from the US Congress and other sources.

Let us consider the following fact, which is hardly palatable for the US
administration: these subsidies serve not only a means for destabilising the
popular power in Nicaragua, but also as a source for the enrichment of top
contra leaders. Reports leaked to-the US press indicate that it was
discovered in the course of the ‘Irangate’ hearings that Alfonso Calero,
Enrique Bermudez and other ringleaders of the Nicaraguan counter-
revolution have secret bank accounts, and some officers have admitted
that, for them, an end to the military operations against Managua would
mean an,end to a ‘lucrative business’. That is also the message of the
fictitious character of many operations, as correspondents of Newsweek
have reported: they began by marching hundreds of kilometres across the
interior of Nicaragua, first with a contra detachment, which did not have a
single engagement with the Sandinistas, and then marched back towards
the Honduran border with the troops of the popular army, which inflicted
crushing blows on the enemy.’

Since the funds earmarked for the mercenaries come mainly via
Tegucigalpa, some of the top military leaders and government officials of
Honduras also have a ‘finger in the pie’. This now and again leads to shoot-
outs and hot pursuit of the gangsters. The growth of crime, the smuggling
of arms and drugs, the spread of prostitution, venereal disease and AIDS,
against the background of wild corruption among the occupation and local
authorities, have become part and parcel of the Honduran reality.

Only an end to the occupation can do away with this disastrous situation,
a legitimate demand which is being ever more loudly voiced at meetings
and demonstrations staged by popular organisations, in speeches made by
representatives of various political and social circles, including dignitaries
of the Catholic Church, many of whom have been threatened by the
reactionaries with expulsion and even death. That is why our party has now
put forward slogans for a restoration of national sovereignty, the immediate
expulsion of the contras, a review of the military treaties with Washington,
‘legitimising’ the presence of US troops on our territory, and scrupulous
fulfilment by the Azcona Hoyo government of the Guatemala Accords.

Pacification and the Goals of Liberation

The development of the political situation in Central America brings out at
least three of its most prominent peculiarities. First, the steady
consolidation of the Nicaraguan revolution in the face of all the incredible
difficulties, and the positive changes in the correlation of forces in
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confrontation in El Salvador. Second, the build-up of the US military
presence and the illegal US acts, the militarisation of the countries of
Central America, the piratical operations by the contras and the death
squads, which have, however, not brought any success to the forces of
external and internal reaction in their efforts to establish the notorious ‘Pax
Americana’. On the contrary, they have led to a disastrous aggravation of
the crisis in our zone and have generated active protests by the popular
masses. Third, the emergence of constructive trends in some circles of the
Central American bourgeoisie. In the light of their class interests, they
have begun to seek a way out of the conflict, putting forward their own
projects, which sometimes cut across the Reagan administration’s policy,
for peace in the subregion and the establishment of stable relations
between our countries.

In this context, there is evidence of such continent-wide realities as the
gravitation of some governments to the Non-aligned Movement, the
participation by Argentina and Mexico in the unprecedented peace trend,
such as the Delhi Six, the urge to declare the South Atlantic a nuclear-free
zone, and to demilitarise the region. One should also mention the meeting
of the eight Latin American presidents at Acapulco, who came out against
interventions, for political settlements, ratification of the Guatemala
Accords, and coordination of efforts to tackle common problems, such as
the external debt.

The activity of the Contadora Group and the Support Group is an
important component of the on-going changes. The way to their first few
successes was a long one: whenever there was the prospect of a political
dialogue, Washington intervened to frustrate the efforts of its participants.
Considering the causes of these reverses, the fraternal parties of the region
point in their documents not only to the neoglobalist ambitions of the most
reactionary circles of imperialism and its accomplices, but also to the lack
of decision on the part of some participants in the Contadora Group and
their proneness to succumb to pressures from continental reaction. But on
the whole, the Communists have given a positive evaluation and have
always supported the real attempts to bring about a political settlement of
the conflict.

As a result of the Sandinistas’ well-considered and firm stand, our
peoples’ anti-imperialist struggle, wide international solidarity and under
the obvious impact of the Contadora process, a major step towards peace
was taken last August, when the leaders of all the five countries of the
subregion signed the Guatemala Accords. This document and the
consequent concrete measures, including multilateral meetings at various
levels, have been supported by the revolutionary-democratic and patriotic
circles.

Why has Washington stubbornly refused to' reckon with the new
realities? Why has President Azcona Hoyo and the top Honduran military,
in clear collusion with the Reagan administration, failed to take steps to
expel the contras and to comply with the Guatemala Accords, and
presented various preconditions to the Nlcaraguan govcrnment" President
Reagan has referred to ‘US strategic interests’. The point is that a peaceful
settlement would be tantamount to demilitarisation of the Central
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American republics, withdrawal of all the foreign troops: the contras, the
permanently stationed units and the military advisers of the United States.
That is something Washington and its hangers-on do not want.

Earlier on, they had clearly expected the Sandinistas to refuse to take
part in the peace process. Their hopes were dashed when the Sandinista
government took steps to democratise life in the country and accepted the
proposal of Costa Rican President Oscar Arias that the opposition-minded
Nicaraguan Cardinal Obando .y Bravo should be appointed to act as
mediator in hammering out the terms for halting the armed conflict. What
is more, Nicaraguan President Daniel Ortega ordered a unilateral cease-
fire. This was followed by the lifting of the state of emergency. the
announcement of a wide amnesty, and the start of a direct dialogue with
the contras. Once again, it is the Sandinistas that have acted as the most
committed advocates of peace, and once again the United States has
ignored Managua'’s stand.

We support the Guatemala Accords and are well aware that it is a
compromise with the bourgeoisie, with that section of it which. despite
pressure from US imperialism, has variously displayed a readiness for
dialogue with the revolutionary-democratic forces. The Communists do
not shun such accords. Let us recall that Lenin urged the need to
comprehend “the true revolutionary aims of the proletariat™ and to be able
“to pursue them through all and every circumstances, zigzags. and
compromises”.' Could one put it more clearly than that?

For our country, the Guatemala Accords are especially significant
because they provide, as a concrete measure, the establishment of national
reconciliation commissions. Such have already been set up in Costa Rica.
Nicaragua, Guatemala and El Salvador. As for Honduras, its rulers
stubbornly resisted the establishment of such a commission (which is now
headed by Monsignor Héctor Enrique Santos) on the pretext that there are
no belligerent forces in the country, and, consequently, no political
prisoners, no political refugees, no disappeared or assassinated. Our party
took the trouble to refresh the memory of the Honduran rulers by recalling
that only over the past few years more than 150 popular leaders and
Communists have been abducted, have disappeared or have been
subjected to torture and killed; dozens of our compatriots have to live in
exile without guarantees for a return home, doomed to die at the hands of
the death squads; thousands of our compatriots have become refugees in
their own country, stripped of their property by the contras and forced to
migrate in search of asylum.

For most Hondurans, reconciliation is not a semantic issue. In the
broadest sense, as we have kept stressing, it is restoration of national
sovereignty and independence, release from the occupation and the military
bases, and an end to the ‘joint’ manoeuvres on our territory. It also means
genuine democratisation guaranteeing rights and freedoms to all citizens
without exception, freedom for political prisoners, an end to the
institutionalised persecution and terrorism, disbandment of the death
squads, and a purge of the so-called state security corps. It also means the
establishment of a law-and-order state as it is required by the Guatemala
Accords.*
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Are we capable of solving these challenging problems? That is not an
easy question, but we feel that, together with all the other revolutionary-
democratic and patriotic forces, we can provide a fitting answer. The
outcome of the conflict situation in Central America largely depends on
how successful the advance is towards the attainment of national goals. But
the dialectics of political development also dictate the reverse relation: the
destinies of democratisation in the individual countries and the solution of
the problems of liberation depend on how soon the flames of war in the
subregion can be put out. ,

Above I indicated the causes of the positive changes in the foreign policy
situation, and I should like to pinpoint one of these: the emergence of
elements of new thinking, of the realism which is so vital for statesmen and
political leaders in the nuclear age. More and more people are now coming
to realise that it would take only an accidental spark for a local conflict to
ignite a thermonuclear war. That is why we urge the need for active
support by the progressive forces of the world for our struggle for peace in
the subregion, democratisation, and the solution of the external debt and
economic and social development problems for the benefit of the popular
masses. We do not pin our hopes on international solidarity alone, and are
engaged in painstaking, often hardly noticeable work in uniting the
revolutionaries, democrats and patriots on a broad anti-imperialist
platform. When working for the establishment of peace in Central
America, we do not act as romantic-minded pacifists, but strive to make a
sober assessment of the situation, primarily of the balance of class and

political forces, and to take account of the slightest positive changes. Our
point of departure in our efforts to fulfil our patriotic and internationalist
tasks is that killing war means getting rid of imperialist oppression.

' Alfonso Cabrera is Guatcmala's Forcign Minister, and he was reported to have said that last
November at a mecting of the International Commission to Verify and Control Compliance
with the Guatemala Accords, which was also attended by the secretaries-general of the
United Nations and the Organisation of Amcrican States and the foreign ministers of the
countrics of Central America, the Contadora Group and the Support Group. Early this year,
the Commission was wound up dc jurc under pressurc from Washington.

* See V. L. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 33, p. 145.

' See R. Nordland, ‘The New Contras?’, Newsweek, Junc 1, 1987.

' Progressive opinion throughout the region is scriously alarmed over the presence of the
contras. Counter-revolutionary bands are still present in Costa Rica, and have lately become
more active in Guatemala, taking part in the cstablishment of the arms supply route for the
counter-revolutionaries entrenched in Honduras. The presence of the contras has become a
factor destabilising the internal political situation in the countries of Central America. — Ed.
*V. I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 13, p. 23.

* The crimes of the regime have been exposed by the Inter-American Court of Human Rights.
The Honduras government has been accused on various counts, in particular, on its Battalion
3-16, a paramilitary terroristic outfit set up by a group of US advisers for ‘counter-insurgency’
operations under the control of military counter-intelligence. On the eve of the San José
meeting of the Central American presidents, it assassinated Deputy Miguel Angel Pavén and
the Christian Democrat Moisés Landaverde. Pavon was the first witness of the prosecution at
the Inter-American Court. The wave of crime has continued.




Our View Of Europe
As One And
Undivided

Bertil Mabrink — Deputy Chair, Left

Party — Communists of Sweden;
Member of Parliament

TALKING of ‘Europe’, the Swedes and other Westerners usually mean
the western part of the continent, or even just the 12 countries of the
European Economic Community, but never the continent as a whole. That
may be an effect of the vestiges of the cold war and the portrayal of the
socialist countries in the East as ‘the enemy’. But it also can be a deliberate
attempt to cut the socialist part of Europe off from its natural partners in
the West.

This approach made itself felt in the autumn 1987 Riksdag debates on
Europe. The question was raised by the Left Party — Communists (LPC)
and the Riksdag Speaker, symptomatically, consented to the inclusion of
that issue in the agenda. Our motivation was that until then the Riksdag
had been discussing European problems only in the warped context of
Sweden’s relations with the Common Market. But, first, there must be
clarity as regards the implications of these relations and the impact of their
development on our country with its status of neutrality. Second, we would
like to promote a correct view of Europe as an integral continent, though
made up by states which differ in size, population and political system. In
spite of their ideological, political and socio-economic differences, the
West and East Europeans consider themselves to be in many ways a single
entity, especially as regards their common interest in the preservation of
European civilisation from the peril of nuclear war or the irreversible
deterioration of the environment.

Both the government of our country and the Social Democratic Labour
Party of Sweden, it should be noted, mean not just the West when they talk
about Europe. This sensible approach is supported by many people in
other West European countries, although their attitude rarely has any
substantial influence on the official positions. Yet there clearly are
opportunities for joint or parallel efforts of the communist and social
democratic parties, progressive movements and trade unions to propagate
a broad internationalist concept of a single and diverse Europe.

The importance attached in Sweden to cooperation with the EEC is
understandable and justifiable. It was noted in the course of the above-
mentioned Riksdag debates that the Common Market countries absorbed
nearly one-half of the Swedish exports and kept half a million Swedish
workers in jobs. That was why, speaking for the government, the Foreign
Trade Minister said that Sweden would take care to keep Swedish
producers competitive on the EEC market and remove various obstacles to
trade with the community. The Swedish Right would like the government
to do far more; in fact, they are carrying on a ‘scare campaign’ in which
influential forces linked with Big Capital are pressing Sweden into the
closest possible rapprochement with the Common Market and acceptance
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of its rules to save the country from ‘backwardness and misery’. Without
such a close relationship, the leader of the Moderate Coalition Party, Carl
Bildt, claims, Sweden may become “a stagnant outlying area with growing
semicolonial links with the developing central region™,

The class and social goals of these assertions hardly need any
clarification. Processes of the concentration and monopolisation of capital
have now reached such proportions that it would like to break out of the
boundaries of national systems. However, the road suitable for Big Capital
is not the right road for the people and the country.

We in the LPC are resolutely against *drawing the devil on the wall’, that
is. the allegations of all sorts of danger in store for Sweden if she stays out
of the Common Market. We stand for a sensible approach to cooperation
with the EEC countries. The need for vigorous and diversified trade with
them is clear. However. we do not entertain the illusion that close
rapprochement with the EEC means Sweden’s salvation and prosperity.
The Community is known to be saddled with a host of difficulties.
Restructuring in industry and agriculture is eliminating jobs. Mass
unemployment has reached 17 million. hitting especially hard young
people starting their work careers. Conservative financial policies are
aimed at restricting public consumption and folding up the social services.
The EEC structures are perpetuating the system of exploitation and power
inherited from the past. Do we have to tailor Sweden to all those factors
with which the Common Market itself is unable to cope?

As for the extensive trade between Sweden and the EEC countries, it is
not at all the reason for increasing our dependence on them. Rather, it
calls for diversifying our external economic relations. The United States,
Eastern Europe and major Asian countries are more important partners,
at least in the longer term. That course would do far more to secure jobs
for Swedish workers.

The debates on European affairs that are being conducted in Sweden
and other West European countries revolve all too often around money,
customs tariffs, trade quotas and other commerical matters, which is all of
a piece with the bourgeois mode of thinking. But the country’s prosperity
and welfare depend on the ability of the people to decide their destiny
independently and to choose their own road of development. That is why
the question of Sweden’s independence is the key to its relationship with
the EEC. It is naive to presume that our country can economically merge
with the Common Market without sacrificing the basis for her policy of
neutrality. After all, no one has cancelled the Treaty of Rome on the
establishment of the Common Market, and it provides for the Community
to advance towards an economic, political and military alliance. If Sweden
wishes to retain its traditional neutrality, it cannot participate in the EEC,
and it is a good thing that the government recognises the fact. But the point
IS not to surrender important sovereign rights to suit supranational
bureaucracy but to reserve in full the opportunity to plan the country’s
policy and actions to further her national interests rather than to add to the
profits of transnational corporations.

It should not be overlooked either that the Common Market is an
epitome of old thinking. namely. the idea of the regionalisation of the
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world economy as a counterbalance to the process of its
internationalisation. which 1s gaining momentum. Regionalisation as
embodied in the Common Market encourages protectionist tendencies and
raises obstacles to free exchanges. especially with socialist and developiag
countries. The negative implications of regionalisation, moreover, are
making themselves felt in politics as well as in the economy. Influential
forces in a number of the EEC countries are opposed to détente and to a
search for new wavs of ensuring security through the de-escalation of
armaments. including nuclear weapons. Meanwhile, if the regional barriers
raised by the Common Market were torn down and if relations between
Western and Eastern Europe were expanded, a strong impetus would be
given to détente and security on the continent as a whole.

Europe has accumulated a wealth of experience in equal and mutually
beneficial peaceful cooperation among states in very diverse fields,
including security. Although there are on the continent countries with
different socio-political systems, belonging to the opposite military
alliances, the European process kept developing, and culminated in the
1975 Helsinki Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe. That
process is going on despite certain difficulties and obstacles, but it will take
the joint efforts of all the European countries to raise it to a new level. The
idea has now gained currency of building a ‘common European home’ for
all the peoples of the continent to live in peace. The continuation and
development of the European process will enable them step by step to
develop their neighbourliness into cooperation in the spirit of goodwill.
Extending the metaphor, we may say that the foundation of the ‘common
European home’ has several pillars.

One of them is security. Today it can only be joint, that is, not at the
expense of one’s partner but together with him. That concept was
formulated by the Palme Commission and it naturally militates against the
distorted view of Europe as only the western part of the continent. Joint
security effectively presupposes mutual and equal respect for the interests
of the countries and peoples of both Western and Eastern Europe. These
interests are promoted in the best possible way by the idea of ridding
Europe of nuclear weapons altogether, and also by the proposals for
establishing nuclear-free zones in different parts of the continent, in the
centre, north and south. Practice indicates that progress towards those
goals, however difficult, is nevertheless possible. The Soviet-US Treaty on
the Elimination of Intermediate-range and Shorter-range Missiles,
concerning first and foremost Europe, has become the first step towards
the reduction of nuclear weapons deployed in the Old World.

Sweden undoubtedly has an interest in the establishment of a nuclear-
free zone in Nordic Europe, which would consolidate the non-nuclear
status of all the Nordic countries and contribute to stability in the region.
Our party is working vigorously for the idea because we are convinced that
it meets the vital interests of our people. Some progress has lately been
made towards that objective: a parliamentary commission with the
participation of most of the political parties of the Nordic countries has
been at work for scveral years now and an intergovernmental expert

committee has been formed to study the question of the establishment of a
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nuclear-free zone in Nordic Europe. The Soviet Union has already stated
its intention to respect the status of that zone. thus offering substantial
backing to the desire of the Nordic people to have it proclaimed. In our
view. struggle for a Nordic nuclear-free zone is inseparable in our inter-
related and interdependent world from the efforts to have such zones in
other regions. which warrants exchanges of practical experience.

New prospects for strengthening security in the North of Europe were
opened by the proposals formulated by Mikhail Gorbachov in his speech in
Murmansk in October 1987: thev include reduction of military activity on
the seas. the establishment of confidence-building measures and the
promotion of cooperation in the use of natural resources and in
environmental protection. Answering a question from the LPC in the
Riksdag in December 1987. Foreign Minister Sten Andersson welcomed
those proposals as a constructive contribution to the strengthening of
Nordic security and stressed Sweden's special interest in scientific
explorations and environmental protection in the Arctic. The Soviet
proposals. meaningful in themselves. are important also because they tend
to detract from all the military factors of security and to promote all its
civilian aspects: security. especially joint security. indeed depends not just
on military factors but also on the level of peaceful relations and contacts in
all the other fields.

That is why economic cooperation among states regardless of their social
svstems 18 another pillar in the foundation of the ‘common European
home’. That cooperation. resting on mutual interest and mutual benefit,
has alreadv done a good deal for the Europeans both in the East and in the
West. The processes of perestroika in the Soviet Union and other socialist
countries are opening new broad vistas for trade and technological and
scientific exchanges. Joint ventures of socialist and capitalist enterprises
are a promising beginning as well. auguring new jobs and higher living
standards. There still are quite a few artificial obstacles to this cooperation,
such as boycotts. embargoes and sanctions. primarily those posed by the
United States. The US uses COCOM' to restrict the West European
countries’ trade with socialist countries by drawing up long lists of bans on
what it calls strategic goods. Regrettably. Sweden yielded to Washington’s
pressure and passed legislation on export control.

Joint or concerted environmental protection measures are a new sphere of
cooperation among European countries. Attention to that problem was
drawn anew by a report issued in the summer of 1987 by the World
Commission on Environment and Development, chaired by Norwegian
Prime Minister Gro Harlem Brundtland. Ecological disasters do not stop
at national borders and cooperation in environmental protection should be
practised across borders as well. We have in our region good experience of
cooperation among Baltic states in reducing pollution levels in the Baltic
Sea Basin. Ecological measures, along with ameliorating the environment,
hold out a good promise of new jobs.

Last but not least, cultural exchanges and human contacts are an
inalienable pillar of the ‘common European home’ as well. It is personal
contacts and knowledge of the history and culture of other nations that
help erase prejudice and bias and establish mutual understanding and
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trust. It is extremely important to learn the frame of mind and lifestyles of
other people, but the West Europeans still have a vague idea of what their
neighbours in the East think and how they live. The East Europeans, too,
should know more about life in Sweden, for example. This is how much-
needed mutual understanding can be achieved in defiance of hostile
propaganda, which is still widespread in the West.

Ideological differences are bound to remain, of course, whatever the
level of cooperation between Eastern and Western Europe. But there is no
need to try to impose one’s own philosophy on others. The most important
thing is that ideological differences should be no obstacle to practical
cooperation in specific fields. This truth seems to be sinking in, as
evidenced by such a remarkable document as the joint statement of the
programme commission of the Social Democratic Party of Germany and
Academy of Social Sciences of the CC of the Socialist Unity Party of
Germany on the "Contest of Ideologies and Joint Security’. The Left Party-
Communists shares the idea of that document that different ideologies
should not impede cooperation, including cooperation in security matters.

As for integral Europe, we know that it is a hard goal to achieve because
there are forces which will spare no effort to make it impossible. They are
at work in different countries, including Sweden, and in their view
European cooperation should be confined exclusively to the Common
Market or to Western Europe. They are backed, moreover, by the forces
of US imperialism, which have an interest not in the integration of Europe
as a whole but in dividing the continent into the rival East and West so that
both should be weaker. To this end Washington is fuelling anti-
communism and anti-sovietism and trying to isolate the European socialist
countries and thwart European cooperation. The US clearly prefers the
‘Atlantic home’, in which it has the decisive say, to the ‘common European
home’.

The interests of the European nations in security, economic
development, environmental protection, culture and human contacts are
inseparable from the development of cooperation in the whole of Europe
and from the extension of mutual understanding regardless of differences
between 1deologies and social systems. That process, as the events of the
past few years show, is gaining ground in spite of natural difficulties and
artificial obstacles, with the West and East of the European continent
growing closer together.

' COCOM — Coordinating Committee exercising multilateral control over exports to socialist
countries — was established on US initiative in 1950 and consists of the NATO countries
(except Iceland) and Japan — Ed.
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for human
survival

Peace Alliance In

Canada

André Jacob — member of the
presidential council, Canadian Peace
Alliance, President of the Quebec Peace
Alliance

THE Soviet-American Treaty on the Elimination of Intermediate-range
and Shorter-range Missiles has inspired fresh hopes. The situation
produced by the Washington summit encourages the anti-war forces, which
have been fighting over the years to have such accords concluded and to
stop the train of the nuclear arms race that is charging full steam towards
the precipice.

There are those in NATO, however, who agree to abolish the two
classes of missiles only on the condition that the stocks and yields of other
deadly weapons are increased. The INF Treaty would then be absolutely
meaningless: while the right hand signs the treaty, the left one replaces the
abolished weapons with even more formidable ones. _

The Canadian government, too, has taken a clear-cut stand under its
new policy; it claims: “Our human and material resources will not be
sufficient either today or in the foreseeable future to defend the world’s
second largest country ... This goal can be achieved only through
collective security, which is guaranteed by NATO . . . The gravest threat
to Canada is the threat of a Soviet nuclear attack on the USA, on North
America ... The only effective counterweight to that threat is the
deterrence strategy, based on the existence of nuclear forces of various
types . . .”" These views do not at all tally with the officially stated desire to
put an end to the arms race.

The elimination of the missiles will be a meaningful step only if the
NATO countries give up their nuclear deterrence policy. To achieve that
goal in our country, the peace forces should tirelessly popularise the ideas
of peace among the public and exert pressure on the government.

The development of the Canadian peace movement is graphic proof that
the survival and security of various nations are interdependent today. First,
we demand the removal of the nuclear threat, which is universal. Second,
the source of that threat is next door to Canada; the steps taken by our
southern neighbour are fuelling worry and prompting people to formulate
more concrete anti-nuke demands. Finally, another source of anxiety for
ourselves and others, we think, is the position of our own government,
which has abandoned an independent foreign policy and is turning the
country into a hostage to the United States.

So what do our anti-war forces want? Most of our organisations are
alarmed by the military and political course of the Canadian government
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itself and most of the demands are addressed to it. I do not think this fact to
be a manifestation of national narrow-mindedness or selfishness, especially
in view of Canada’s place in the US militarist plans and her role in the
escalation of the nuclear arms race.

American cruise missiles have been tested over our territory since 1983.
The country is being pressed into making a larger contribution to NATO
and building up the Canadian troop contingent in Western Europe. into
participating in the ‘star wars’ programme under the renewed agreement
on the North American Aerospace Defense (NORAD) and building up
the system of military facilities and bases in the North. The early warning
system with dozens of radars and airfields there can easily fall under full
Pentagon control and, moreover, become a component of SDI. while the
Arctic areas will be a target for militarisation rather than peaceful
cooperation.

Without any discussion, let alone a referendum. the government has
drawn up and published a document that has given the Canadians cause for
much worry. The White Papers on Defense rationalises the deterrence
strategy and Canada’s involvement in the arms race and shows that the
general thrust of the Cabinet’s policy is peace through strength and the
build-up of military muscle. Plans to buy a dozen atomic-powered
submarines at $500 million apiece, and also frigates. tanks and fighter
planes will materialise only if the military budget is substantially increased.
But last year it went up by more than ten per cent as it was'

Realities impress upon Canadians the need to revise government policy.
Three-fourths of the population believe that Prime Minister Mulronev has
surrendered an independent stand on military and political matters. The
figure, cited in the results of the latest Gallup poll. explains why the
movement for a peace policy is gaining ground in the country.

The Canadian Peace Alliance’ unites the overwhelming majority of the
Canadian peace forces. The alliance says that the country supports the
nuclear arms race by continuing with cruise missile tests. by consenting to
the ‘star wars’ programme, by permitting nuclear-armed ships and planes
to use Canadian territory, by being one of the largest exporters of
components for nuclear weapons and by refusing to take practical
measures against the build-up of the nuclear arms arsenals. We are raising
the alarm and keep. explaining that in this way our own territory is
becoming another component and source of the nuclear escalation.

Acting on the popular will for change in this situation, Canadian peace
activists have launched their first campaign or, rather, first phase of
struggle, under the keynote of involving Canada in peace efforts and
promoting electoral support for a withdrawal from the arms race. The
campaign is immediately related to the spring elections to the Federal
Parliament. We are urging voters to support those candidates who
campaign on a non-nuclear platform. Its goals can be summed up as
stopping Canada’s involvement in SDI, turning it into a nuclear-free zone
and bringing the nuclear powers round to ending nuclear weapon tests.

Carrying on that campaign, the anti-war forces, among them groups of
peace activists, trade unions, youth organisations, church groups, etc.,
criticise in various forms the government’s policy. They publish in their
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press organs studies of militarism and the operations of the military-
industrial complex, print abstracts from the government’s White Paper and
reveal their implications, while one peace organisation has publicly burned
a copy of that document. Instead of collecting signatures for appeals and
‘Peace Caravans’, activists now encourage people to send protest letters
and postcards to the Prime Minister’s office and to the legislative bodies.

It has now dawned on many Canadians, perhaps for the first time ever,
that the platform of peace and survival, which is essential and urgent for
the country, only adds to the prestige of the parties and movements
advocating it and secures mass support for them. It was also for the first
time that the issue of a peace policy prevailed in the election campaign over
the indubitably important socio-economic demands (although this
judgement may be somewhat biased). Lastly, it was for the first time that a
candidate’s foreign policy stand determined the voter response to him or
her. My countrymen have realised that we can actually exert influence on
government policy and on parliamentary decisions through the electoral
process. This new phenomenon in Canada’s socio-political life broadens
the scope and increases the impact of the Peace Alliance.

The purpose of another important campaign is fo have Canada become a
nuclear weapons-free zone. The movement has been growing for several
years now, with nuclcar weapons-free zones being proclaimed across the
land by dccisions of the population and the local bodies of government.
Some 100 communitics in Quebec, a total of nearly 300 in Canada as a
whole and two provinces, Manitoba and Ontario, today have the status
which incorporates a ban on the introduction of those weapons into or their
transportation through their territorics. In this way ordinary Canadians
express their desire for a secure world that would be free from nuclear
nightmare.

Our country has a long land border with the US and the expanses of two
oceans arc a natural fronticr with the Soviet Union. Hence the demand to
make Canada, a large country which is very sensitive in terms of political
geography, a non-nuclcar step on the road of the two 